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a) How does Visvanatha define a word? Explain after
Siddhantamuktavalr .

b) Do you think that, in case of a yogarudha term the
knowledge of the conventional meaning does not
create any obstacle towards the understanding of the
etymological meaning? Give reasons for your
answer. 4+6=10
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Why do the opponents think that, vyavahara, vyakarana

and vivarana, being means of ascertaining the sakti

relation, can be included under the cateogory aptavakya ?

How do the Naiyayika counter this objection? 5
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How can you determine the meaning of the word ‘yava’

read in this fragment of Satapathabrahmana — —

“ yavamaya$carurbhavati>? 5
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Why do the opponents of the Naiyayikas think that

Visvanatha’s definition of the sakzi relation does
not apply to modern names? Answer after

Siddhantamuktavali and Siddhantamuktavalisamgraha .

How do the Naiyayikas refute this objection?

Do the neo-Naiyayikas admit Visvanatha’s
definition of the sakti relation? Discuss after
Siddhantamuktavali and Siddhantamuktavalisamgraha .
3+4+3=10
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What are the main arguments in favour of the
Bhatta theory of sentence-meaning?

How do the Prabhakara philosophers refute this
theory? 5+5=10
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What is the ground behind the objection that if

Visvanatha’s definition of the sak#i relation is
admitted, then there will be no need to admit

laksana as a separate vriti ?

How do the Naiyayikas meet this objection?

Answer in brief after Siddhantamuktavalisarmgraha .

25+24=5
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a) What is the ground behind the objection that if the

Prabhakara theory of sentence-meaning is admitted,
then it will be impossible to learn a natural
language?
b) How do the Prabhakara philosophers meet this
24+24=5
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How do the Naiyayikas refute the following views?
a) The primary meaning of a word is a particular ;
b) The primary meaning of a word are all particulars ;

¢) The secondary meaning of a word is a particular.
3+3+4=10
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