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EX/CBCS/PHIL/UG/DSE/5.3.1/2024

BACHELOR OF ARTS EXAMINATION, 2024

( 3rd Year, 1st Semester )

PHILOSOPHY

PAPER : DSE/5.3.1

( Buddhist Logic )

Time : Two Hours Full Marks : 30

Answer all questions.

ÎA¡º šøìÅ¥¹ l¡üv¡¹ ƒà*¡ú

GROUP—A

[¤®¡àK—A¡

1. Explain with the help of an example the nature of the logical

mark as essential identity (svabha-va hetu). Answer after

Moks.a-karagupta’s Tarkabha-sa-. 5

What objection did Moks.a-karagupta raise against this logical

mark and how does he resolve the objection? State in brief.

5

ë³àÛ¡àA¡¹P¡œ¡ šøoãt¡ t¡A¢¡®¡àÈà Kø”‚ ">åÎ¹ìo Ñ¬®¡à¤ìÒtå¡¹ Ñ¬¹ê¡š l¡üƒàÒ¹o
ÎÒì™àìK ¤o¢>à A¡¹¡ú 5

&Òü ëÒtå¡¹ [¤¹ç¡ì‡ý¡ ë³àÛ¡àA¡¹P¡œ¡ A¡ã "àš[v¡ l¡üxàš> A¡ì¹> &¤} A¡ã®¡àì¤
ëÎÒü "àš[v¡ [t¡[> [>¹Î> A¡ì¹> t¡à Î}ìÛ¡ìš [¤¤õt¡ A¡¹¡ú 5

Answer within 200 words.

">[‹A¡ 200 Åì¦ l¡üv¡¹ ƒà*¡ú

5. Can vya-pti be defined as sva-bha-vika sambandha? Discuss

in brief. 5

Ñ¬à®¡à[¤A¡ Î ¬́Þê¡ [ÒìÎì¤ A¡ã ¤¸à[œ¡¹ ºÛ¡o ëƒ*Úà ™àÚ? Î}ìÛ¡ìš "àìºàW¡>à
A¡¹¡ú 5

( OR / "=¤à )

6. Give an example of svabha-va hetu nirvis′es.an.a prayoga.

5

Ñ¬®¡à¤ìÒtå¡ [>[¤¢ìÅÈo šøìÚàìK¹ ƒõÊ¡à”z ƒà*¡ú 5

H H H
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( OR / "=¤à )

How does Moks.a-karagupta argue in favour of the thesis

that all cognitions and all the mental activities are self-

revealing? In this connection, state how he resolves the

objetions raised by the opponents . 6

How does he refute the Bha- t.t.a thesis that cognition is known

through inference? 4

ÎA¡º [W¡v¡ * íW¡v¡ Ñ¬Î}ì¤ƒ¸ - &Òü t¡ìw¹ ÎšìÛ¡ ë³àÛ¡àA¡¹P¡œ¡ A¡ã A¡ã
™å[v¡û¡ l¡üšÑ‚àš> A¡ì¹>? &Òü šøÎìU [t¡[> [¤šìÛ¡¹ "àš[v¡P¡[º A¡ã®¡àì¤
[>¹Î> A¡ì¹> t¡à ¤º¡ú 6

`¡à> ">å³à>K³¸ - &Òü ®¡àj¡³t¡ ëA¡ [t¡[> A¡ã®¡àì¤ Jr¡> A¡ì¹>? 4

2. Define the second characteristic of a valid logical mark after

Moks.a-karagupta’s Tarkabha-s.a
-, and explain the significance

of each term employed in the definition. 5

ë³àÛ¡àA¡¹P¡œ¡ šøoãt¡ t¡A¢¡®¡àÈà Kø”‚ ">åÎ¹ìo ÎƒôìÒtå¡¹ [‡t¡ãÚ¹ê¡ìš¹ ºÛ¡o
ƒà* &¤} ºÛ¡o[i¡ìt¡ šø™åv¡û¡ šø[t¡ šìƒ¹ Îà=¢A¡t¡à [¤W¡à¹ A¡¹¡ú 5

( OR / "=¤à )

Explain with example ka-ran.aviruddhavya-ptopalabdhi hetu

and vya-pakaviruddhavya-ptopalabdhi hetu. 5

A¡à¹o[¤¹ç¡‡ý¡¤¸àìœ¡àšº[§¡ìÒtå¡ * ¤¸àšA¡[¤¹ç¡‡ý¡¤¸àìœ¡àšº[§¡ìÒtå¡ l¡üƒàÒ¹o
ÎÒì™àìK ¤¸àJ¸à A¡¹¡ú 5

GROUP—B

[¤®¡àK—J

3. Elucidate the statement – ‘‘yathes′vara-siddhau

ka-ryatva-numane’’. How does Moks.a
-karagupta prove that

in such a case doubt because the universal invariable relation

is not established through prama-n.a? Discuss elaborately.

4+6=10

‘‘™ì=Å¬¹[Îì‡ý¡ï A¡à™¢â«à>å³àì>’’ – &Òü ¤W¡>[i¡ [¤Åìƒ "àìºàW¡>à A¡¹¡ú
ë³àÛ¡àA¡¹P¡œ¡ A¡ã®¡àì¤ šø³ào A¡ì¹> ë™ &Òü ëÛ¡ìy ¤¸à[œ¡ Î ¬́Þê¡ šø³àìo¹
‡à¹à šø[t¡[Ë¡t¡ >Ú ¤ìº Îì@ƒìÒ¹ "¤A¡àÅ ¹ìÚìá¡ú [¤Ñzà[¹t¡ "àìºàW¡>à
A¡¹¡ú 4+6=10

( OR / "=¤à )

4. How does Moks.a
-karagupta refute the view that a jar needs

to wait for some time for its destruction because it needs a

hammer to arrive for its destruction? Discuss. Can the

Buddhists admit recognition in the form ‘This is the same

man whom I met last year’ if they hold that all objects are

destroyed immediately after its orgination? 5+5=10

Qìi¡¹ ‹Œ}ìÎ¹ \>¸ Òàtå¡[Øl¡¹ l¡üš[Ñ‚[t¡¹ l¡üš¹ [>®¢¡¹ A¡¹ìt¡ ÒÚ ¤ìº Qìi¡¹
(‹Œ}ìÎ¹ \>¸) [A¡áå Î³Ú šøìÚà\> - ë³àÛ¡àA¡¹P¡œ¡ &Òü ³t¡[i¡ A¡ã®¡àì¤
Jr¡> A¡ì¹>? "àìºàW¡>à A¡ì¹à¡ú ‘Òü[> Òìº> ëÎÒü ¤¸[v¡û¡ ™àìA¡ "à[³ Kt¡
¤á¹ ëƒìJ[áºà³’, – &Òü ‹¹ìo¹ šøt¡¸[®¡`¡à¹ A¡=à ë¤ï‡ý¡ ƒàÅ¢[>A¡¹à [A¡
Ñ¬ãA¡à¹ A¡¹ìt¡ šàì¹>, ™[ƒ tò¡à¹à ¤ìº> ë™ Î³Ñz ¤Ññ t¡àìƒ¹ l¡ü;š[v¡¹
"¤¸¤[Òt¡ šì¹ ‹Œ}Îšøàœ¡ ÒÚ? 5+5=10
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