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• UNIT  -4   (Ea5T€-4)

7.      Explain  the  nature  of verbal  knowledge  as  discussed

in  Nyayasiddhanta  Muktavall.  What  is  the  issue  of
controversy   between   t.he   old   and   the   modern

Naiyayikas  over  the  Significatory  Function .(Vrtti)?

iqizT fa¥7iFT giv S fiaiir ¥TaF iTFT a iFim th qTRIT

qENani  qu  (foHhirmac?,)

8.      Discuss   any   three   causes   of  verbal  knowle.dge  put
forward  by  Visvanath  Pafincanan.

fiFrm tin qui{T TTE5F iT6F ira a ffiiffi th ed. tft
fiaffl qffi I

9.      Write  short  notes  on  any  TWO :

ian a T]{ tiTcata  RuiBlqT ffi :

(i)    The  cognitive  puzzle  of Fi.ege

ffi  tft  tl.fliiicHch  qan

(ii)    Sentence  type  and  sentence  token

qiffl lf iTqT qiffl Hire

(iii)   Nirukta (Etymology)

iEEH

(iv)    Tatpai-ya  in  Nyayasiddhanta  Mukt5vall.
tan RE Tan a wh
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Instructions   for  Candidates

1.      Write your Roll No.  on the top immediately on receipt
of this  question  paper.

2.      Answer 5 questions in all, taking at least 1 question from
each  unit.  QUESTION  NO.  9.  is  COMPULSORY.

3.      All  questions  carry  EQUAL  marks.

4.      Answers   may   be   written   either   in   ENGLISH   or
HINDI;   but   the   same   medium   should   be   used
throughout  the  paper.

ri a fde ffifa
I       iH iTFT-TIT ifr iwh a 5tl{ ft TTT ifrfflfa tqFT TR  anFT

3T5rfe rm i
2      HdrE5tsSatFTatFF I Fagrgr 5 HwhtfiT3i]{itRI I

RTwh 9 erfan a I
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3.     wh  Hrh  i}  3fqT tT" ¥ I

4.     Hdi ifr tli]{  3fan qT ian  `mT i. rm, aifa enPr 3tTti
ffiT  qTcaF  Ttfi.  a  in  fflfaT I

UNIT -I  (E*-l)

1.      Analyze   and   evaluate   the   arguments   advanced  by

Russell to prove his theory of meaning with reference

to   `On  Denoting'.

ed iIRr  `3in  fe]`IRir'  i± chi +.  3TS Er  3Tqa ith ch

rfu ed Er ft ft iiT dq# ch at 3ir GFffT giv
EEI

2.      Whzit  was  Frege's  intention  in  introducing  the notion

of  `sense'   over  and  above  the  notion  of  `reference'

in  his  paper  `On  Sense  and  Reference'?  Explain.

`EN tft  37qt]irm a  3TRE  `ha'  iPr  a]Ere]T{uiT ch Ht5FT

ed $ 3Tq} T[a' ha v5 tfifu' S th tFT fflT 3Tfro an?
tFTH an I

UNIT  -2  (ed-.2)

3.      Discuss   the  arguments  that  Strawson  uses  to   show
that  Russell's  theoi.y  of Description  does  not  give  a
correc.t  account  of  everyday  language.
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wh HT  GTQi EFT fa¥TfFT Hfffi d}  era tFT H@ firfu Tfi

tF{aT,  gH  ti{  qrFT  qT{T  HgqH  TTth  gil  iPr  fia"

tf?lrFT  I

4.      Discuss  some  `fundamental  distinctions  that  strawson

thinks  Russell  ignores  in  his  theory  of meaning.

iEar qFqF fafa ich BiHT ae ¥ fat ed i 3Tq} 3TQi i+

itryrfu a di 8Tqin fi a, th lain ffi I

UNIT -3  (ed-3 )

5.      How  does  Matilal  explain  the  relation  between  word
and  object?  Discuss.

qfin ETaF aqT qng i} rfu Hqftr th qiRIT fin 5itFT{ ed

€`? fifu an 1

6.      Is the word-object relationship conventional or eternal?

Discuss the debate between different schools of Indian

philosopliy mentioned in Matil51's  `The Word and the
World,.

tTE-qq  EFT HqrsT qTFTRqT €  3]rm iTTRT?  qffro i}  `tf

ds pE. iT q*' a. rfu aTrfu rfu i} tqEF. qTF iin E}
rclatlll RE I

P.T.O.


