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1. (a) How does the author of Veda-ntaparibha-s.a- define
veridical perception?

(b) Explain, in this connection the purport of the scriptural
statement, ‘‘yat saks.a-daparoks.a-d brahma’’.

(c) How does the author of Paribha-s.a-sam.graha explain
the significance of the term ‘aparoks.a-t’ in the above
mentioned scriptural statement? 4+3+3=10

1. (A¡) ‘ë¤ƒà”zš[¹®¡àÈà’A¡à¹ A¡ã¹ê¡ìš šøt¡¸Û¡šø³à¹ ºÛ¡o šøƒà> A¡[¹Úàìá>?

(J¡) šøÎUt¡– ‘‘™; ÎàÛ¡àƒšì¹àÛ¡àƒô ¤øÕ¡’’, &Òü ¹ê¡š Åøç¡[t¡¹ t¡à;š™¢
¤¸àJ¸à A¡¹¡ú

(K¡) ‘š[¹®¡àÈàÎ}KøÒ’A¡à¹ A¡ã¹ê¡ìš šèì¤¢àv¡û¡ Åøç¡[t¡¹ "”zK¢t¡ ‘"šì¹àÛ¡à;’
šìƒ¹ t¡à;š™¢ ¤¸àJ¸à A¡[¹Úàìá>? 4+3+3=10
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7. Does Dharmara-ja-dhvari-ndra admit ja-ti as a separate
category? Discuss in brief. 5

7. ‹³¢¹à\à‹Œ¹ã@ƒø [A¡ \à[t¡ìA¡ Ñ¬t¡”| šƒà=¢¹ê¡ìš Ñ¬ãA¡à¹ A¡ì¹>? Î}ìÛ¡ìš
"àìºàW¡>à A¡¹¡ú 5

( OR / "=¤à )

8. Why does the Vivaran.a school subscribe to the thesis that on
certain occasions verbal testimony can give rise to immediate
apprehensions? Answer in brief. 5

8. ëA¡à>* ëA¡à>* Ñ‚ìº Å¦šø³ào ÒÒüìt¡ "šì¹àÛ¡`¡àì>¹ l¡ü;š[v¡ ÒÒüÚà
=àìA¡ - [¤¤¹oÎ´ßƒàÚ A¡ã A¡à¹ìo &Òü¹ê¡š ³t¡ Ñ¬ãA¡à¹ A¡ì¹>? Î}ìÛ¡ìš
l¡üv¡¹ šøƒà> A¡¹¡ú 5



( 4 )

PHIL-1296 XX24(113)—60



( OR / "=¤à )

2. (a) What is the ground behind the objection that the definition
of a veridical cognition excluding recollection mentioned
in Veda-ntaparibha-s.a-  does  not apply to a continuous
series of similar cognitions
(dha- ra-va-hikabuddhi)?

(b)  How does Dharmara-ja-dhvari-ndra refute this objection?
3+7=10

2. (A¡) ‘ë¤ƒà”zš[¹®¡àÈà’-Ú l¡ü[À[Jt¡ Ñ¶õ[t¡¤¸à¤õv¡ šø³à¹ ºÛ¡o[i¡ ‘‹à¹à¤à[ÒA¡
¤å[‡ý¡’ Ñ‚ìº šøì™à\¸ ÒÚ >à - &Òü¹ê¡š "àš[v¡¹ ÎšìÛ¡ A¡ã¹ê¡š ™å[v¡û¡
[¤ƒ¸³à>?

(J¡) ‹³¢¹à\à‹Œ¹ã@ƒø A¡ã¹ê¡ìš '¹ê¡š "àš[v¡ Jr¡> A¡[¹Úàìá>? 3+7=10

3. (a)  Why does the Vivaran.a school of Advaita Veda-nta
establish the thesis that the mind is not a sense organ?

(b)  How does Dharmara-ja-dhvari-ndra establish the thesis
that the mind is not a sense organ? 5+5=10

3. (A¡) "îƒt¡ì¤ƒàì”z¹ [¤¤¹oÎ´ßƒàÚ A¡ã A¡à¹ìo "”z–A¡¹ìo¹ "[>[@ƒøÚâ«
[Î‡ý¡à”z Ñ‚àš> A¡[¹Úàìá>?

(J¡) ‹³¢¹à\à‹Œ¹ã@ƒø A¡ã¹ê¡ìš "”z–A¡¹ìo¹ "[>[@ƒøÚâ« [Î‡ý¡à”z Ñ‚àš>
A¡[¹Úàìá>? 5+5=10

( 2 )
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( OR / "=¤à )

4. (a)  Why does the author of Veda-ntaparibha-s.a- admit a
separate determinant of the perceptual character of an
object apart from the determinant of the perceptual
character of a cognition?

(b) Explain after Dharmara-ja-dhvari-ndra the determinant of
the perceptual character of a cognition. 2+8=10

4. (A¡) ‘ë¤ƒà”zš[¹®¡àÈà’A¡à¹ A¡ã A¡à¹ìo ̀ ¡à>Kt¡ šøt¡¸Û¡ìâ«¹ šøì™à\A¡ ÒÒüìt¡
"[t¡[¹v¡û¡¹ê¡ìš [¤ÈÚKt¡ šøt¡¸Û¡ìâ«¹ Ñ¬t¡”| šøì™à\A¡ Ñ¬ãA¡à¹ A¡[¹Úàìá>?

(J¡) ‹³¢¹à\à‹Œ¹ã@ƒøìA¡ ">åÎ¹o A¡[¹Úà `¡à>Kt¡ šøt¡¸Û¡ìâ«¹ šøì™à\A¡
¤¸àJ¸à A¡¹¡ú 2+8=10

5. Why does the author of Veda-ntaparibha-s.a- admit the
composite nature of the mind? Discuss in brief. 5

5. ‘ë¤ƒà”zš[¹®¡àÈà’A¡à¹ A¡ã A¡à¹ìo "”z–A¡¹ìo¹ Îà¤Ú¤â« Ñ¬ãA¡à¹ A¡ì¹>?
Î}ìÛ¡ìš "àìºàW¡>à A¡¹¡ú 5

( OR / "=¤à )

6. Why does the author of Veda-ntaparibha-s.a- subscribe to the
thesis that ka-ma, sam.kalpa etc. are transformations of the
mind? Discuss in brief. 5

6. A¡à³, Î}A¡¿ šø®õ¡[t¡ "”z–A¡¹ìo¹ š[¹oà³ - ‘ë¤ƒà”zš[¹®¡àÈà’A¡à¹ A¡ã
A¡à¹ìo &Òü¹ê¡š ³t¡ Ñ¬ãA¡à¹ A¡ì¹>? Î}ìÛ¡ìš "àìºàW¡>à A¡¹¡ú 5

( 3 )
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