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Wiite your Roll No. on the top immediately on the receipt of this question paper.
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Answers may be written in Hindi or English but the same medium should be followed throughout the
paper, WY 5 STR SO 41 el W11 & iR, A it ST T eI O gl B e

Attempt any 5 questions. fop=gt uie weli & SR i

All questions carry equal marks. gft 7sli % 3 THF B

. Define Science. How is it different from Philosophy of Science? Explain it in the light

of J. Ladyman’s point of view.
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Explain Hume’s problem of induction and argue whether it really undermines the
rationality of everyday and scientific reasoning.
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Do you think Sarukkai’s account of doubt shows that doubt is a weakness or a
strength of scientific inquiry? Give reasons for your view.
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Does a formal model of scientific explanation, such as Hempel’s deductive—
nomological model, give an accurate picture of how scientists actually explain
phenomena? Argue your answer.
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What is theory-ladenness of observation? Explain it in the lens of Hanson.
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6. Do Kuhn’s ideas of paradigms and scientific revolutions make scientific progress look
non-rational? Explain.
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7. Is Popper’s falsificationist account of science an adequate way to separate science from
pseudoscience, or does it leave important cases unexplained? Defend your position.
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8. Taking an example of unobservable entities from science, discuss whether their successful use
in explanation and prediction justifies believing that they really exist.
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9. Should we accept scientific realism or adopt van Fraassen’s constructive empiricism as a
better attitude towards scientific theories? State and defend your view.
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10. Write s}}ort notes on any twe of the following.
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(i) Sarukkai’s problem of Doubt TS&®s B} Hag B THAT
(if) Probabilistic explanation of Hampel TS BT YHTHT SR SR

(iii)Problem of demarcation of Popper. GIUR & TSR & T
(iv) Realism - antirealism TYRfATE - sruniare




