]

eA-owap Aq paeaid

Ex//PHIL/PG/2.3/2025

WODYIATHA-LNTHd MMM

Master of Arts Examination, 2025
1st Year, 2nd Semester
DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY
Subject Code: PHIL/PG/2.3
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Use separate scripts for two Groups
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1. (a) Why do the opponents of the Naiyayikas think that Visvanatha’s definition of the $akti
relation does not apply to modern names ? Answer after Siddhantamuktavali and
Siddhantamuktavalisamgraha.
(b) How do the Naiyayikas refute this objection ?
(c) Do the neo-Naiyayikas admit Visvanatha’s definition of the Sakti relation ? Discuss after

Siddhantamuktavali and Siddhantamuktavalisamgraha. 4+6=10
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2. (a) What are the main arguments in favour of the Prabhakara theory of sentence meaning ?
5+5=10

(b) What is the ground behind the objection that if the Prabhakara theory of sentence meaning is
admitted, it will be impossible to learn a natural language ?

(c) How do the Prabhakara philosophers meet this objection ?
(F)  USITFI-ITRMEITS T TN FATT UL IER 2
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3. (a) What is the ground behind the objection that if Visvanatha’s definition of the Sakti relation
is admitted, then there will be no need to admit laksana as a separate vr#ti ? 5

(b) How do the Naiyayikas meet this objection ? Answer in brief after Siddhantamuktavali-
samgraha. 2Vot+ 2V5=5
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4.  Explain in brief the arguments by which the Bhatta Mimarmsakas establish the thesis that the
meaning of a sentence cannot be communicated by the words constituting the sentence. 5
A ToF AR = AT oL T fPie 28T AT A - (F e I 7l CIGHNORE T2m
BT TS FT TR, (T2 7 & FLCHCo| [ FF |
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5.  How do the Naiyayika’s refute the following views ?

(a) Any particular individual is the primary meaning of a particular word. 3
(b) All particulars are the primary meaning of a word 3
(c) The secondary meaning of a word is a particular 4
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6. (a) Why do the Naiyayika-s not accept any secondary meaning as the delimitor of laksyata ? 5

(b) Is it justified to accept a denotative function with regard to the determinant of the state of
being the thing denoted by the denotative function ? Answer following Siddhantamuktavali.
5

(F) TRl FFRTSIRUERACS (el STl FIPIE T IR 2
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7.  Is it possible to have any verbal comprehension from expressions like ‘kumatih pasuh’? Explain
tollowing Muktavali-samgraha. 5
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8.  Can the knowledge of convention stand in the way of understanding only the etymological sense
of a word? Give reasons for your answer. 5
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