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Abstract

The present study undertakes a comparative discourse analysis of Mahatma Gandhi’s philosophical
writings and Ayn Rand’s Objectivist fiction, examining ethics, individualism, social responsibility, and
architectural expression as an ideological and discursive construct. Drawing on Gandhi’'s Hind
Swaraj and The Story of My Experiments with Truth and Rand’s We the Living, The Fountainhead,
and Atlas Shrugged, the study employs qualitative textual analysis informed by Critical Discourse
Analysis (CDA). The analysis reveals that Gandhian discourse is marked by moral persuasion,
linguistic simplicity, and dialogic engagement, constructing ethics as collective, relational, and
socially embedded. In contrast, Rand’s discourse is assertive and absolutist, privileging rational self-
interest, individual autonomy, and architecture as a symbolic articulation of creative freedom,
ideological resistance, and modernist selfhood. Despite their ideological divergence, both writers
mobilize language and architectural symbolism to challenge dominant ethical paradigms and assert
alternative value systems. The study demonstrates how philosophical ideologies are linguistically
and symbolically sustained through narrative voice, lexical choice, rhetorical structure, and spatial
imagination. By integrating discourse analysis with architectural symbolism, the paper contributes to
Scopus-indexed interdisciplinary scholarship in literary studies, philosophy, and cultural discourse,
foregrounding the interdependence of ideology, form, and ethical practice.

Keywords: Gandhian philosophy; Ayn Rand; Objectivism; critical discourse analysis; ethics;
individualism; social responsibility; architectural symbolism; literary discourse.

Introduction

Philosophy has historically functioned as a foundational framework for ethical reasoning, social
organization, and political ideology. Within language and literary studies, philosophical thought acquires
particular significance when examined through discourse, narrative form, rhetorical practice, and
symbolic structures such as architecture, which often serve as material and metaphorical extensions of
ideological vision. Language does not operate as a neutral medium for transmitting philosophical ideas;
rather, it actively constructs, organizes, and legitimizes systems of belief. Ethical principles, political
values, and ideological commitments gain social authority through their linguistic articulation, narrative
configuration, rhetorical circulation, and spatial imagination. In this context, comparative philosophical
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inquiry enables a deeper understanding of how contrasting ethical systems are discursively and
symbolically encoded within literary and cultural texts.

Mahatma Gandhi and Ayn Rand represent two of the most influential yet ideologically divergent
thinkers of the twentieth century, each articulating a comprehensive moral vision that has profoundly
shaped political, ethical, and cultural discourse across global contexts. Gandhi’'s philosophy emerged
from India’s anti-colonial struggle and is deeply informed by indigenous spiritual traditions and ethical
practices. Central to his thought are the principles of truth (satya), nonviolence (ahimsa), self-discipline,
and collective well-being. His ethical framework emphasizes moral self-transformation, the
inseparability of means and ends, and the conviction that enduring social change must arise from
individual ethical responsibility rather than coercive structures. Gandhi’s vision of society is grounded
in simplicity, restraint, and decentralized social organization, reflecting an ethical architecture oriented
toward communal harmony.

In contrast, Ayn Rand’s philosophy of Objectivism was shaped by her experience of Soviet
totalitarianism and her categorical rejection of collectivist ideology. Objectivism affirms objective reality,
reason as the sole means of knowledge, rational self-interest as the foundation of ethics, and individual
rights as the basis of a moral social order. Rand defends capitalism as the only system compatible with
human freedom and explicitly rejects altruism, which she views as a doctrine that sanctions self-sacrifice
and undermines individual autonomy. In her literary works, particularly The Fountainhead, architecture
assumes a central symbolic role, functioning as a concrete manifestation of individual creativity,
ideological autonomy, and resistance to conformity. Built form in Rand’s fiction becomes an extension
of ethical identity and philosophical assertion.

Although Gandhi and Rand are frequently examined within political philosophy and moral theory,
their writings also operate as influential literary and linguistic texts that warrant sustained analysis within
discourse and literary studies. Gandhi’s autobiographical and political writings employ rhetoric of moral
persuasion marked by simplicity, humility, and dialogic engagement, positioning the reader as an active
ethical agent. Rand’s novels, by contrast, deploy dramatic narrative structures, ideologically charged
characterization, architectural symbolism, and extended philosophical monologues to assert moral
clarity and ideological conviction. Her rhetoric is confrontational and absolutist, designed to provoke
critical alignment or rejection.

Examining the writings of Gandhi and Rand through a comparative discourse-analytical lens
enables a deeper understanding of how ethical philosophies are constructed and sustained through
language, narrative strategy, and architectural expression. Such an approach foregrounds discourse
as a site where moral consciousness and ideological identity are shaped, contested, and enacted. By
situating ethics at the intersection of language, literature, and symbolic form, this study contributes to
interdisciplinary scholarship in discourse studies, literary criticism, philosophy, and cultural theory,
underscoring the enduring role of language and architecture in constructing ethical and ideological
worlds.

Literature Review

Existing scholarship on Gandhian philosophy consistently emphasizes its ethical universality,
spiritual foundations, and enduring relevance to peace studies, postcolonial ethics, and models of
political and moral leadership. Parekh (1997) foregrounds Gandhi’s insistence on the unity of means
and ends, arguing that ethical legitimacy derives from moral process rather than instrumental outcomes.
Gandhi himself asserts that “means are after all everything” (Hind Swaraj), underscoring his rejection
of ethical pragmatism divorced from moral integrity. Desai (2009) further situates Gandhi’s ethical vision
within a lived philosophy, emphasizing moral self-discipline and personal accountability as prerequisites
for social transformation. However, critics have questioned the practical viability of Gandhian ethics in
large-scale political systems, arguing that its emphasis on moral idealism may underestimate structural
inequalities and institutional power. From a linguistic perspective, Gandhi’s prose has been noted for
its deliberate simplicity and confessional tone. Scholars argue that this stylistic restraint enhances
ethical persuasion by constructing a dialogic relationship with the reader rather than asserting doctrinal
authority, a strategy that aligns moral conviction with rhetorical humility.

Scholarly engagement with Ayn Rand’s Objectivism has largely centered on her philosophical
defense of capitalism, her critique of altruism, and her advocacy of rational self-interest. Peikoff (1991)
presents Objectivism as a logically coherent system grounded in metaphysical realism and ethical
absolutism, emphasizing Rand’s claim that “man’s life” is the proper standard of value. Literary critics
such as Burns (2009) analyze Rand’s fiction as a form of ideological dramatization, highlighting her use
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of polarized characterization, extended philosophical monologues, and didactic narrative structures. In
The Fountainhead, architecture functions as a central ideological symbol, with Howard Roark asserting
that “a building has integrity, just like a man,” reinforcing the alignment between creative autonomy and
moral identity. Nevertheless, Rand’s discourse has attracted sustained criticism for its rigidity, lack of
moral reciprocity, and dismissal of relational and care-based ethics. Critics argue that her absolutist
rhetoric minimizes social interdependence and frames ethical life in adversarial terms, reducing moral
complexity in favor of ideological clarity. From a discourse perspective, Rand’s assertive and polemical
language has been interpreted as both a source of persuasive power and a limitation, as it forecloses
dialogic engagement in favor of categorical assertion.

Despite the extensive scholarship on Gandhi and Rand as individual thinkers, relatively little
research has undertaken a systematic comparative analysis of their philosophies through the lens of
language, discourse, and literary form. Existing comparative studies tend to privilege political theory or
moral philosophy, often treating ethical systems as abstract doctrines rather than discursively produced
constructs. This gap is particularly evident within Critical Discourse Analysis and literary linguistics,
where the role of narrative voice, rhetorical strategy, and symbolic forms such as architecture in shaping
ethical meaning remains underexplored. By juxtaposing Gandhian moral discourse with Rand’s
Objectivist rhetoric, the present study addresses this lacuna and foregrounds how contrasting ethical
ideologies are linguistically constructed, narratively sustained, and symbolically embodied. In doing so,
it contributes an interdisciplinary perspective that integrates philosophy, literature, and discourse
studies, offering a nuanced understanding of ethics as a communicative and textual practice rather than
a purely theoretical abstraction.

Theoretical Framework and Methodology

To undertake a comparative analysis of Mahatma Gandhi and Ayn Rand within a rigorous
academic framework, this study adopts a theoretically informed and methodologically reflective
approach that moves beyond subjective moral evaluation. Comparative inquiry, particularly across
divergent philosophical traditions, carries the risk of imposing artificial symmetry on thinkers shaped by
distinct historical contexts, audiences, and intellectual aims. Accordingly, comparison in this study is
not treated as a claim of equivalence but as a heuristic strategy that illuminates tensions, limits, and
productive contradictions between two contrasting moral systems.

The theoretical foundation of the study draws primarily on Constructivist Structuralism, which
recognizes that social and ethical realities are produced through human agency while remaining
constrained by objective structures such as logic, material conditions, and institutional frameworks. This
perspective enables a productive dialogue between Gandhi’'s emphasis on moral self-construction and
Rand’s insistence on objective reality and rational consistency. However, the framework is applied
critically rather than prescriptively. From a Randian perspective, constructivist assumptions may appear
to dilute metaphysical realism by situating ethical meaning within socially mediated structures,
potentially softening Objectivism’s rejection of moral relativism. Conversely, imposing structural
constraints on Gandhian ethical risks underrepresenting the experiential, spiritual, and situational
dimensions of his moral philosophy, which often resist systematic codification. To address this limitation,
the study supplements structural analysis with Moral Axiology, enabling the identification of core ethical
values while acknowledging the risk of reducing complex moral systems to schematic hierarchies.

Methodologically, the study employs Comparative Discourse Analysis, drawing selectively on
principles from Critical Discourse Analysis to examine how ethical ideologies are linguistically
constructed, rhetorically sustained, and narratively enacted. Primary texts include Hind Swaraj and The
Story of My Experiments with Truth by Gandhi, and The Fountainhead, Atlas Shrugged, and The Virtue
of Selfishness by Rand. While CDA enables close attention to lexical choice, narrative voice, metaphor,
and rhetorical strategy, it is not without methodological challenges. Gandhi’s philosophy is inseparable
from lived political praxis and moral experimentation, whereas Rand’s ideas are articulated primarily
through fictional narratives and polemical essays. Treating these discourses as methodological one,
equivalent risks obscuring the asymmetry between praxis-oriented ethical engagement and
systematized ideological exposition. This study addresses the imbalance by situating textual analysis
within each thinker’s broader philosophical intent rather than treating texts as isolated artifacts.

A central focus of the linguistic analysis is the construction of “self” and “other,” particularly through
pronoun usage, agency attribution, and evaluative framing. Rand’s rhetorical elevation of the first-
person singular and her suspicion of the collective “we” have been widely criticized for fostering ethical
isolationism and underestimating the constitutive role of social interdependence in human development.
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Her framing of collectivism as inherently predatory has been challenged as a reductive conflation of
voluntary cooperation with coercive statism. Conversely, Gandhian discourse, while ethically inclusive,
has been criticized for its tendency to moralise suffering and normalize self-sacrifice, particularly in
contexts of structural inequality where appeals to voluntary service may obscure coercive social
expectations imposed on marginalized groups.

Thematic coding of ethical concepts further exposes internal tensions within both philosophies.
Gandhi’s doctrine of Trusteeship, though ethically aspirational, has been criticized as economically
idealistic and structurally weak, relying on moral transformation among elites rather than enforceable
mechanisms of justice. Critics argue that it risks preserving existing power hierarchies under the guise
of ethical stewardship. Rand’s Trader Principle, while praised for its clarity and rejection of exploitation,
has been criticized for neglecting historical and systemic inequalities that constrain genuinely voluntary
exchange. Her categorical rejection of altruism has also been interpreted as dismissive of forms of
moral concern that cannot be fully reduced to rational self-interest.

At the level of intertextual synthesis, the shared emphasis on independence reveals both
convergence and divergence. Gandhi’s concept of Swaraj has been critiqued for its ambivalence toward
modernity and industrialization, potentially romanticizing self-sufficiency at the expense of technological
and structural advancement. Rand’s conception of independence, by contrast, has been criticized for
its absolutism, which leaves limited space for moral ambiguity, dependency, or care-based ethics. In
both frameworks, independence risks functioning as an exclusionary ideal, implicitly privileging
individuals already positioned to exercise autonomy.

The study’s tentative synthesis of Gandhian and Randian ethics into a model of voluntary sociality
is itself approached with caution. The proposition that Rand offers epistemological rigor while Gandhi
provides ethical teleology may be seen as selectively harmonizing incompatible moral premises. Rand
explicitly rejects moral duties that transcend individual interest, whereas Gandhi grounds ethics in
obligations that exceed personal rational calculation. As such, the synthesis functions not as
reconciliation but as a speculative normative model that draws selectively from both traditions while
departing from their orthodox formulations.

Ultimately, while both Gandhi and Rand advocate profound individual transformation, their visions
of moral responsibility remain fundamentally in tension. Gandhian ethics risk subordinating individual
autonomy to an expansive moral horizon that may invite coercive interpretations, while Randian ethics
risk isolating the individual within a moral framework that undervalues social vulnerability and relational
obligation. Acknowledging these limitations is essential to avoiding hagiography or ideological
appropriation. Through critical and reflexive comparison, this study advances not a unified moral
doctrine but a productive dialectic that foregrounds the enduring challenge of reconciling individual
freedom with ethical responsibility in modern moral philosophy.

Architecture, Ethical and Philosophical Foundations: Gandhi and Ayn Rand

Mahatma Gandhi’s ethical philosophy is grounded in the conception of truth (satya) as a moral and
spiritual absolute rather than a correspondence with empirical fact. In The Story of My Experiments with
Truth, his assertion that “Truth is God” establishes ethics as an all-encompassing principle governing
personal conduct, political action, and social responsibility. Truth functions not only as an ideal but as
the structural foundation of moral life, shaping practices of self-critique, transparency, and
accountability. Ethics, in this framework, emerges as a lived discipline rather than a codified doctrine.
Critics, however, caution that such an absolutist framing of truth may limit engagement with ethical
pluralism and contextual complexity.

The principle of nonviolence (ahimsa) forms the operational core of Gandhian ethics. Rejecting
passivity, Gandhi describes nonviolence as “the greatest force at the disposal of mankind,” positioning
it as an active method for resisting injustice without reproducing domination. His rhetoric avoids
antagonism and coercion, instead appealing to conscience and moral responsibility. While this
approach foregrounds ethical transformation, scholars have questioned its effectiveness in contexts
characterized by entrenched structural violence, where moral appeal alone may be insufficient to secure
justice.

Gandhi’'s emphasis on self-discipline reinforces his ethical orientation toward inward moral
regulation. Practices of simplicity, non-possession, and fearlessness aim to align desire with ethical
clarity, reflecting his belief that “the real seat of power is the soul.” This inward focus extends into his
concept of swaraj, understood as moral self-rule rather than merely political independence. In Hind
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Swaraj, Gandhi critiques modern civilization for prioritizing material progress over ethical development,
advocating a decentralized social order grounded in restraint and responsibility. Critics argue that this
skepticism toward industrial modernity risks idealizing simplicity while underestimating the demands of
complex, technologically advanced societies.

In the economic sphere, Gandhi articulates Sarvodaya, the welfare of all, and proposes
Trusteeship as a moral alternative to both capitalism and socialism. By asserting that “the rich cannot
accumulate wealth without the cooperation of the poor,” Gandhi frames economic relations as ethically
interdependent. While Trusteeship offers a compelling moral vision, it has been criticized for relying on
voluntary ethical reform and lacking enforceable mechanisms to address systemic inequality.

Ayn Rand’s Obijectivist philosophy rests on a contrasting epistemological foundation. Her axiom
“Existence exists” affirms an objective reality independent of human perception, rejecting mysticism and
moral relativism in favor of reason as “man’s only means of knowledge.” This commitment to
metaphysical realism provides the structural coherence of her ethical system but has been criticized for
marginalizing emotional and relational dimensions of moral life.

Rand’s ethics centers on rational self-interest, articulated most explicitly in The Virtue of
Selfishness, where she argues that “the moral purpose of a man’s life is the achievement of his own
happiness.” The individual, in this framework, is an end in himself, and moral action consists in pursuing
values that sustain rational life. While this model affirms autonomy and personal responsibility, critics
contend that it inadequately accounts for dependency, care, and non-contractual moral obligation.

Architecture assumes a distinctive symbolic role in Rand’s philosophy, particularly in The
Fountainhead, where creative production becomes a material expression of ethical identity. Howard
Roark’s assertion that “a building has integrity, just like a man” aligns architectural form with moral
autonomy and resistance to conformity. Architecture thus functions as an ideological structure that
externalizes individualism and creative sovereignty. Critics argue, however, that this symbolic elevation
risks simplifying social complexity and marginalizing collaborative dimensions of creative practice.

Despite their ideological divergence, Gandhi and Rand converge in their emphasis on individual
moral responsibility and opposition to coercion. Gandhi’'s claim that “a man is but the product of his
thoughts” parallels Rand’s insistence that self-valuation underpins all moral action. Yet their ethical
orientations diverge fundamentally: Gandhi directs moral agency toward service, restraint, and
collective well-being, while Rand directs it toward self-actualization and rational autonomy.

Taken together, these philosophies illuminate enduring tensions between autonomy and
obligation, moral idealism and structural realism. Gandhi’s ethics risks sanctifying suffering and
overlooking institutional injustice, while Rand’s Objectivism risks moral isolation and ethical rigidity.
Rather than offering synthesis, their comparative examination reveals a productive philosophical
tension, underscoring the challenge of constructing ethical and social architectures that balance
individual freedom with moral responsibility in modern thought.

Literary Representation of Philosophy

The philosophical commitments of Mahatma Gandhi and Ayn Rand are articulated through distinct
literary forms that function as extensions of their ethical worldviews. Gandhi’s philosophy is conveyed
primarily through autobiographical and reflective prose, where personal narrative becomes a vehicle for
ethical inquiry. In The Story of My Experiments with Truth, Gandhi presents his life as an ongoing moral
experiment, asserting that “my life is my message.” This first-person discourse establishes ethical
credibility not through authority but through vulnerability, framing moral development as a continuous
process of self-examination. Language functions pedagogically, emphasizing humility, accountability,
and ethical growth, thereby transforming autobiography into a moral text in which lived experience
becomes a source of universal ethical reflection.

Ayn Rand’s philosophy, by contrast, is articulated through philosophical fiction that dramatizes
abstract ideas through narrative conflict and characterization. Her novels operate as ideological
constructs in which characters embody and enact competing moral systems. In We the Living,
KiraArgounova represents the creative individual constrained by collectivist ideology, declaring, “I hate
your ideals. | admire my own.” Rand’s narrative style relies on assertive diction, extended monologues,
and moral polarization, transforming fiction into a vehicle for explicit philosophical argumentation. Unlike
Gandhi’s invitational and reflective discourse, Rand’s literary mode is declarative and confrontational,
aiming to persuade through logical clarity and moral certainty rather than introspection.
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Comparative Analysis of Architecture, Language, Ethics, and Ideology

From a linguistic perspective, Gandhian discourse is dialogic, inclusive, and ethically persuasive,
constructing morality as relational and communitarian. His language appeals to shared conscience and
moral responsibility, privileging cooperation over confrontation. Statements such as “nonviolence is the
weapon of the strong” exemplify a rhetorical strategy that redefines power in ethical rather than coercive
terms. Meaning in Gandhian discourse emerges through empathy, moral appeal, and collective
identification, reinforcing an ethical architecture grounded in restraint and mutual responsibility.

Rand’s discourse, in contrast, is absolutist, confrontational, and ideologically assertive. Her
language frames ethics as rational, individual, and non-negotiable, frequently positioning the individual
in opposition to the collective. Declarations such as “I am not a sacrificial animal” encapsulate her
rejection of moral systems grounded in obligation to others. Architecture in Rand’s fiction, particularly
in The Fountainhead, functions as a symbolic extension of this ideology, where creative production
materializes ethical autonomy and resistance to conformity. Language and built form together serve to
externalize individualism as a moral absolute.

Despite these ideological divergences, both thinkers employ language as a form of resistance.
Gandhi resists domination through moral persuasion and ethical self-discipline, while Rand resists
collectivism through ideological defiance and assertion of autonomy. In both frameworks, discourse is
not merely representational but performative, functioning as an instrument for asserting moral agency
and challenging prevailing power structures.

Toward an Integrative Ideological Framework

Rather than reconciling Gandhian ethics and Randian Objectivism, this study proposes an
interpretive framework of ethical pluralism grounded in discursive architecture. Within this model,
Gandhi’s philosophy provides an ethics of relational responsibility and moral self-restraint, while Rand’s
philosophy offers an ethics of rational autonomy and creative integrity. When examined through literary
and discourse analysis, these traditions reveal complementary critiques of coercion and conformity,
despite their divergent moral premises.

This framework does not seek ideological synthesis but emphasizes ethical tension as productive.
By treating philosophy as a discursively constructed architectureshaped through language, narrative,
and symbolic formthe study highlights how ethical systems function not as closed doctrines but as
dynamic structures negotiated through literary representation. Such an approach advances the
discussion beyond binary opposition and contributes to contemporary debates on individual freedom,
social responsibility, and the role of discourse in shaping moral consciousness.

Conclusion

This study has undertaken a comparative discourse analysis of the ethical philosophies of
Mahatma Gandhi and Ayn Rand, demonstrating that philosophical systems function not merely as
abstract doctrines but as discursively and symbolically constructed architectures of thought. By
integrating philosophical inquiry with literary and discourse analysis, the paper has shown how ethics,
individualism, and social responsibility are articulated, legitimized, and sustained through language,
narrative form, rhetorical strategy, and architectural expression in literary texts. Gandhi’s writings
employ dialogic and ethically persuasive discourse that emphasizes moral self-discipline, relational
responsibility, and nonviolent action, constructing an ethical framework oriented toward collective well-
being. Rand’s philosophical fiction and essays, by contrast, utilize assertive and absolutist discourse,
often reinforced through architectural symbolism, to affirm rational autonomy, individual rights, and
creative independence.

The comparative analysis reveals that despite their ideological opposition, both thinkers
foreground the transformative role of the individual as the foundation of social order. Gandhi
conceptualizes freedom as ethical self-rule embedded within social obligation, whereas Rand defines
freedom as rational self-ownership grounded in individual flourishing. Their divergent discursive
strategies, moral persuasion versus ideological assertion, demonstrate how language functions not only
as a medium of philosophical expression but also as a form of ethical action and resistance to coercive
power structures.

By foregrounding the role of discourse and symbolic form in philosophical articulation, this study
contributes to interdisciplinary scholarship in language studies, literary criticism, and moral philosophy.
It underscores the value of Critical Discourse Analysis for examining how ethical ideologies are

1377



Architectural Image Studies, ISSN: 2184-8645

constructed and contested within literary texts and highlights the significance of architectural metaphors
and representations as material extensions of moral vision. Rather than offering a synthetic moral
resolution, the study advances a productive dialectic that illuminates the enduring challenge of
reconciling individual freedom with social responsibility, thereby opening avenues for further research
into the discursive foundations of ethical thought in both historical and contemporary contexts.

Implications and Future Research

The findings of this study have several theoretical and interdisciplinary implications. By
demonstrating how ethical philosophies are discursively and symbolically constructed, the paper
reinforces the relevance of language and literary analysis to philosophical inquiry. The integration of
Critical Discourse Analysis with literary interpretation highlights how ethics, individualism, and social
responsibility are not only conceptual positions but also communicative practices shaped through
narrative voice, rhetorical strategy, and symbolic forms such as architecture. This approach broadens
the scope of discourse studies by situating philosophical texts within cultural, ideological, and
representational frameworks rather than treating them as purely abstract systems.

The study also has implications for contemporary ethical and social debates. Gandhi’s discourse-
oriented ethics foregrounds moral persuasion, restraint, and relational responsibility, offering a
counterpoint to increasingly polarized and coercive public discourse. Rand’s emphasis on rational
autonomy and creative independence, articulated through assertive and architecturally grounded
symbolism, speaks to modern discussions on individual rights, innovation, and resistance to conformity.
Examining these traditions together enables a more nuanced understanding of how ethical language
shapes attitudes toward freedom, responsibility, and social organization in present-day contexts.

Future research may extend this framework in several directions. Comparative discourse analysis
could be applied to additional philosophical or literary traditions to explore how ethical systems are
linguistically and symbolically constructed across cultures and historical periods. Further studies might
also examine non-canonical texts, speeches, or digital discourse to assess how Gandhian and Randian
ideas are re-contextualized in contemporary political rhetoric, media, or architectural narratives. Finally,
interdisciplinary research integrating discourse analysis with urban studies, ethics of design, or political
communication could deepen understanding of how moral ideologies continue to influence both textual
representation and material practices in the modern world.

References

1. Burns, J. (2009). Goddess of the market: Ayn Rand and the American right. Oxford University Press.

2. Desai, M. (2009). Gandhi’s vision and values: Moral leadership in a globalized world. Orient BlackSwan.

3. Desai, N. (2009). My life is my message. Orient BlackSwan.

4, Eagleton, T. (1996). Literary theory: An introduction (2nd ed.). Blackwell.

5. Fairclough, N. (1995). Critical discourse analysis: The critical study of language. Longman.

6. Foucault, M. (1980). Power/knowledge: Selected interviews and other writings, 1972-1977. Pantheon
Books.

7. Foucault, M. (1984). The architecture of knowledge. In P. Rabinow (Ed.), The Foucault reader. Pantheon
Books.

8. Gandhi, M. K. (2001). The story of my experiments with truth (M. Desai, Trans.). Beacon Press. (Original
work published 1927)

9. Gandhi, M. K. (2009). Hind Swaraj and other writings (A. J. Parel, Ed.). Cambridge University Press.
(Original work published 1909)

10. Parekh, B. (1997). Gandhi: A very short introduction. Oxford University Press.

11. Peikoff, L. (1991). Objectivism: The philosophy of Ayn Rand. Dutton.

12. Rand, A. (1936). We the living. Random House.

13. Rand, A. (1957). Atlas shrugged. Random House.

14. Rand, A. (1964). The virtue of selfishness. Signet.

15. Ricoeur, P. (1981). Hermeneutics and the human sciences. Cambridge University Press.

16. Van Dijk, T. A. (1998). Ideology: A multidisciplinary approach. Sage Publications.

1378



