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MASTER OF ARTS EXAMINATION, 2023
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PHILOSOPHY
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Answer either in English or in Bengali.
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Explain the significance of the inference by which
the Naiyayika-s establish the validity ( pramanya)

of an epistemic instrument ( pramanya ).

How do they establish the validity of that inference?
Answer following Tatparyatika and
Tatparyaparisuddhi . 5+5
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Why do the Buddhist philosophers think that the

falsity of a non-veridical cognition cannot be produced
by any defect?
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b) Can the absence of defects be regarded as the cause
of veridical cognitions? Give reasons in favour of your
answer. 6+4

F) (@ wffemsd S PR N FEANT @, ISR
A TS 708 ?

¥)  (MIETSRE G 2N IR 5197 F41 B0 2AF 2 (O
Tedd AACF e awle F41 u+8

. Do all the causes that reveal a cognition also reveal the

veracity of the cognition? Discuss. 5
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How does Kumarila Bhatta refute the thesis that both
validity and invalidity are intrinsic properties of cognition?
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. Define doubt ( samsaya ) after Gautama and describe its

kinds in brief. 10
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“tadetadasat. kim jiane nyathatvam kim va phale, uta
vastuni.” — Discuss following Vidyaranya Muni, the
objection expressed by the statement against

anyathakhyativada . 10
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“ seyamubhayatah pasarajjuh .” — Explain following
Siddhantamuktavali the Nyaya argument stated here for
establishing anyathakhyativada by refuting the
Prabhakara thesis of akhyativada .
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If the Prabhakarasadmit non-discrimination to be the
cause of unsuccessful volition, how would they answer to
the objection regards the principle of parsimony with
reference to the delimitor of causehood, raised against
them? 5
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