
 
 

PAGE 1 
 

 

 
R A J I V  H U R H A N G E E  

https://rajivhurhangee.com · rajivhurhangee@pitt.edu 
 

CV 

 
 

 
Appointment 
 

Polonsky Academy Fellow, The Van Leer Jerusalem Institute (October 2026-) 
 

Education 
 

The University of Pittsburgh  
Ph.D. in Philosophy (August 2026) 
Graduate Program in Classics, Ancient Philosophy, and Ancient Science  
 
Princeton University            
Intensive Latin Summer Language Program (July 2019) 
 
The University of Chicago            
B.A. in Philosophy, Intensive Track (June 2018) 
Phi Beta Kappa Junior year election; university & departmental honors 

 
Academic interests 
 

Areas of Specialization 
Ethics, Meta-Ethics, Moral Psychology 
 
Areas of Competence  
Ancient Greek and Roman Philosophy, 18th-20th Century European Philosophy,  
Social and Political Philosophy, Applied Ethics (esp. Bioethics and Technology Ethics) 

 
Dissertation 
 

The Pursuit of Happiness 
 

Committee: Nandi Theunissen (primary advisor), Japa Pallikkathayil, Richard Kraut, Sara Magrin,  
Matt Soteriou 
 
Our happiness depends, to a great extent, on how the pursuits at the center of our lives unfold—
our relationships, our careers, the projects and causes to which we devote ourselves. Yet the 
success of these pursuits can be uncertain, improbable, and shaped by forces beyond our control. 
Even with our best efforts, a marriage may end in divorce, and a professional aspiration—to 
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become a journalist, an academic, or an artist—may never materialize. In the face of such 
uncertainty and vulnerability to contingency, how should we decide which pursuits to commit 
ourselves to? My dissertation defends the novel view that we should commit to a pursuit when 
we can secure a distinctive form of self-trust—one that encompasses trust in our judgments about 
the pursuit’s value, our motivations for taking it up, our capacity to carry it through, and our 
resilience in the face of potential failure. On this view, rational commitment is not a matter of 
promoting value or satisfying our desires, but of choosing on the basis of trust in our ability to 
form practical judgments. The result is a set of new accounts of decision-making and rational 
agency—accounts that move beyond idealized models and take seriously the challenge of being 
responsible for a life whose course we cannot fully predict or control. 

 
Research 

 
Decisions, Requirements, and Pursuits             Under review 
 
Kant on Goodness and Well-Being                          Under review 

 
Invited comments 

 
On Iakovos Vasiliou’s ‘Plato and Eudaimonism.’                   April 2025           
Workshop on Iakovos Vasiliou’s Varieties of Happiness, Pittsburgh. 
 
On Kristen De Man’s ‘The Value of Human Life.’                March 2025 
Pitt-CMU Graduate Philosophy Conference, Pittsburgh.  
 
On Quinn White’s ‘Paying it Forward.’                          October 2024 
Michael R. Bennet Memorial Philosophy Workshop, Pittsburgh.  
 
On Rachana Kamtekar’s ‘The Divided Soul.’                      December 2019 
Greek Moral Psychology Workshop, Pittsburgh. 

 
Graduate coursework 
 

Practical Philosophy 
Ethics (Pallikkathayil)  Recent Ethical Theory (Haase) 
Topics in Ethics I, II* (Theunissen)  Aristotelian Phil. Anthropology (Vogler) 
Topics in Value Theory I, II* (Theunissen)  Bernard Williams’s Ethics (Vogler) 
Mutual Recognition (Thompson)  Freedom* (Pallikkathayil) 
Practical Wisdom* (Thompson) 
 
History of Philosophy 
Philebus* (Magrin)  Reading Seminar: Nic. Ethics (Wildberg) 
Aristotle’s Metaphysics (Shields)   Reading Seminar: De Finibus (Wildberg) 
Aristotle on Action (McDowell)  Augustine* (Hoenig) 
Aristotle’s Politics* (Whiting)   Leibniz* (Rescher) 
Psychic Unity in Greek Philosophy (Whiting)   Kant: Critique of Pure Reason* (Engstrom) 
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Epictetus (Magrin)  Kant: Practical Reason (Engstrom) 
Late Antiquity (Wildberg)  Kant: Critique of Judgement* (Engstrom) 
Plotinus* (Magrin)  Hegel* (McDowell) 
Reading Seminar: De Motu (Hoenig)  

 
Misc. 
Advanced Greek (Possanza)  Advanced Logic (Ricketts & Wilson) 
Advanced Latin (Persyn)  Metaphysics & Epistemology (Gallow) 
Philosophy of Economics (Zollman)  
 
 

* Audited 
 

Languages  
 

Modern Greek (native bilingual); Ancient Greek, Latin, German (reading) 
 

Honors & awards 
 

The University of Pittsburgh 
Dean’s Tuition Scholarship*               2026 
Mellon Pre-Doctoral Fellowship              2018-9; 20-22 
Mellon Research Grant                            2019 
 
The University of Cambridge 
Arts & Humanities Research Council Graduate Award*             2018 
School of Arts & Humanities Graduate Award*              2018 
Cambridge Trust Graduate Award*               2018 
 
The University of Chicago 
Civic Knowledge Project Distinguished Service Award for Philosophical Teaching               2018 
Lee Prize for Best Undergraduate Essay in Practical Philosophy            2018 
University Honors                 2018 
Departmental Honors                 2018 
Dean’s List                 2014-18 
Student Marshal                  2017 
Phi Beta Kappa                  2017 
Pozen Family Center for Human Rights Fellowship             2016 
 
Fulbright 
Evie Sofianou Award                 2014 
 
* Declined 
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Teaching 
 

Independent Undergraduate Teaching 
History of Ancient Philosophy             Summer 2026 
Concepts of Human Nature                         Summer 2025 
Biomedical Ethics (upper-level seminar)                    Fall 2023  
Introduction to Political Philosophy            Summer 2022 
 
Co-Teaching (with Aaron Abma) 
Goodness (extracurricular seminar for undergraduate philosophy                 Fall 2020 

mentoring program) 
Virtue and the Good Life (extracurricular seminar for undergraduate             Spring 2020 

philosophy mentoring program) 
 
Teaching Assistant 
Introduction to Ethics                   Spring 2025, Spring 2021, Fall 2020 
Introduction to Philosophical Problems       Fall 2024 
Indian Philosophy                  Spring 2024 
Concepts of Human Nature                 Spring 2020 
Introduction to Ancient Philosophy                    Fall 2019 
 
Public Seminars (for Aporia) 
The Unsatisfying Life                    Fall 2026 
Being Human                     Fall 2024 
Justifying the State                     Fall 2022 
Capitalism and its Critics                        Spring 2021 
What is Justice?                     Fall 2020 
 
Selected Pre-Collegiate Teaching 
Philosophy instructor at Chicago’s City Elementary (school for neurodiverse students)   2015-18 
Philosophy instructor at Chicago’s Lennart Center (Regional Gifted Center)                  2015-18 
Ethics Bowl coach for University of Chicago’s Winning Words high school program      2015-18 

 
Reading groups organized 
 

The University of Pittsburgh  
Karl Marx, Capital 
T. M. Scanlon, Being Realistic About Reasons 
Nandi Theunissen, The Value of Humanity 
Rosalind Hursthouse, On Virtue Ethics 
 
For Aporia 
Homer, Iliad 
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Departmental service 
 

Pitt-CMU Graduate Philosophy Conference Reviewer                    2022-26 
Ethics Hiring Committee                                     2022-23 
Co-Chair of Philosophy Mentoring Program                     2019-21 
Prospective Graduate Student Visit Organizing Committee                                2018-19 

 
Service to profession 
 

Co-Founder & Instructor, Aporia (public philosophy program)           2020-Present 
Philosophy Instructor, University of Chicago Civic Knowledge Project                            2015-18 
Referee: Synthese 
 

Referees 
 

Nandi Theunissen 
Associate Professor of Philosophy, Rice University  
Nt36@rice.edu 
 
Japa Pallikkathayil 
Associate Professor of Philosophy, University of Pittsburgh  
Japa@pitt.edu 
 
Richard Kraut 
Charles & Emma Morrison Professor of Philosophy, Northwestern University 
Rkraut1@northwestern.edu 
 
Sara Magrin 
Associate Professor of Philosophy, University of Pittsburgh  
Margin_s@pitt.edu 
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The Pursuit of Happiness – Dissertation Abstract 
 

Much of the goodness in our lives depends on the success of the pursuits we care about most—
our careers, our relationships, the projects or causes to which we devote ourselves. Yet the fate 
of these pursuits is often uncertain, subject to chance, and shaped by forces beyond our control. 
In the face of uncertainty and vulnerability to contingency, how can we make rational decisions 
about which pursuits to commit ourselves to? 
 
Theorists such as Joseph Raz hold that the rationality of our commitments depends on their value, 
while others, like Bernard Williams and Mark Schroeder, maintain that it depends instead on our 
desires. Although both approaches illuminate salient aspects of commitment, I propose that the 
rationality of commitment ultimately rests on something else: a distinctive form of self-relation I 
call self-trust. I explore the nature of self-trust and show that an appeal to it can overcome 
difficulties facing value-based and desire-based alternatives. In the course of doing so, I develop 
new accounts of decision-making and rational agency—accounts that move beyond idealized 
models and take seriously the challenge of being responsible for a life whose course we cannot 
fully predict or control. 
 
“Decisions, Requirements, and Pursuits” reevaluates prominent models of decision-making put 
forward by Christine Korsgaard and Tamar Schapiro. These models understand decision-making 
as something we do on the basis of requirements, or as something that generates requirements. I 
argue that such models fail to account for our decisions to commit to central life pursuits—to our 
careers, projects, and relationships—because the notion of a requirement on which they rely is 
not well-suited to capture the form of deliberation associated with these decisions. More 
specifically, when we deliberate and decide to commit to a pursuit, we do not normally do so on 
the basis of a requirement, nor does our decision shape subsequent deliberation by imposing 
requirements on it. Rather, both the grounds of the decision and its subsequent influence on 
deliberation are better understood in non-deontic terms. I develop a novel non-deontic view on 
which deciding to do something involves exhorting oneself to do it, and suggest that this view better 
captures the kinds of decisions that give shape to our lives. I examine the distinctive character of 
exhortations and clarify how they differ from more familiar normative categories such as 
requirements and recommendations. In doing so, I bring into focus an overlooked normative 
concept—exhortation—and use it to shed new light on some of the decisions that matter to us 
most. 
 
With an account of decision-making in place, “Fraught Pursuits” brings the project’s central 
question into full view: how can we rationally decide to commit to a pursuit—a career in the arts 
or the academy, or a romantic relationship—when its success may be uncertain, improbable, or 
shaped by forces beyond our control? I argue that familiar accounts on which the rationality of 
our commitments depends on their value or on our desires are unpersuasive when applied to such 
cases. In their place, I defend the novel view that our commitments are rational when they are 
grounded in a particular form of self-trust. This self-trust is neither mere confidence nor blind 
optimism, but a reflective and complex mode of self-relation: one that encompasses trust in our 
ability to form judgments about the pursuit’s value, our motivations for taking it up, our capacity 
to see it through, and our ability to cope with potential failure. I explore the nature of self-trust 
and bring out what is attractive and distinctive about the proposal. 
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It has become commonplace to distinguish between morality and prudence, so a natural question 
is whether the emerging account is one of prudential rather than moral rationality. But the 
distinction between morality and prudence does not fit comfortably with the decisions and 
pursuits I am chiefly interested in. One might decide to become a doctor because one believes a 
career in medicine would be fulfilling—where part of what makes it fulfilling is that it involves 
being of service to others. Or one might decide to share one’s life with someone because doing 
so would be enriching—where part of what makes it enriching is that it involves taking on special 
responsibilities and obligations of care toward another. The considerations at work in such cases, 
and the deliberation they inform, resist reduction to either the narrowly prudential or the moral. 
Rather, they are more naturally understood as expressions of a wider concern to live a life that is 
worthwhile or well-lived, and in this deeper sense happy.  
 
In probing the distinction between morality and prudence, I turn to Kant. “Kant on Goodness 
and Well-Being” situates Kant as a pivotal figure in the tradition that sharply separates morality 
from prudence. While Kant’s influence on this tradition is often acknowledged, I argue that the 
distinctiveness of his position has been overlooked. Canonical interpretations by Christine 
Korsgaard, Stephen Engstrom, Jens Timmerman, and others maintain that Kant allows that the 
happiness of virtuous agents is good, often citing his account of the highest good where happiness 
appears alongside virtue. On this view, Kant’s distinction between morality and prudence is not 
very deep, since the goodness of the virtuous agent’s happiness is a point of overlap between 
prudential and moral value. Against this, properly understood, I contend that Kant denies that 
happiness—even that of the virtuous agent—is good, morally or otherwise. In drawing so stark a 
line between happiness and morality, Kant articulates one of the most rigorous formulations of 
the morality–prudence distinction: morality is one thing, prudence another, and the two domains 
do not converge. This provides an especially instructive foil for my own project, which rejects 
that framework and instead understands our central life pursuits as expressions of a broader 
concern to live well. 

 
 
 

 
 

  


