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1. Answer any two of the following questions.  ( ᱡ ᱸ ᱟᱦᱟ ᱜ ᱮ ᱵᱟᱨ ᱭᱟ ᱛᱮ ᱞ ᱟ ᱚ ᱞ ᱢ ᱮ     )   5×2 
a. Distinguish between analytic judgment and synthetic judgment. (Analytic judgment ᱟᱨ  synthetic 

judgment ᱢ ᱩ ᱫ ᱽ ᱨ ᱮ ᱯ ᱷᱟᱨ ᱟᱠ ᱚ ᱞ ᱢ ᱮ    ।) 
b. Explain the ' brain in the  vat argument ' as stated by dancy. (Dancy ᱟᱜ  'brain in the vat argument’ 

ᱚ ᱞ ᱢ ᱮ  ।) 
c. Explain any one counter example given by gettier against the traditional definition of knowledge. 

(Gettier ᱟᱜ ᱡ ᱟᱦᱟᱱ ᱢ ᱤ ᱫᱴ ᱟᱝ ᱚ ᱞ ᱢ ᱮ ᱟᱜ   counter example   traditional knowledge  
ᱵᱤ ᱨ ᱤ ᱫ ᱨ ᱮ ।) 

d. Briefly discuss the epistemic scepticism. (ᱜ ᱮ ᱭ ᱟᱱ ᱛ ᱮ ᱛ ᱮ ᱫ ᱨ ᱮ ᱥ ᱚ ᱝ ᱥ ᱚ ᱭ ᱵᱟᱫᱽ ᱠ ᱷᱟ   ᱴ ᱚ  
ᱛ ᱮ ᱚ ᱞ ᱢ ᱮ   ।)       

 
2. Answer any three of the following questions. (ᱡ ᱸ ᱟᱦᱟᱜ ᱮ ᱯᱮ ᱭᱟ ᱛᱮ ᱞ ᱟ ᱚ ᱞ ᱢ    ᱮ )     10×3 
a. What is classical foundationalism? What are the objections against it. (Classical foundationalism 

ᱫᱚ ᱪ ᱮ ᱫ ᱠ ᱟᱱ ᱟ ᱱ ᱭ ᱟ ᱨ ᱮ ᱱ ᱟᱜ ᱵᱤ ᱨ ᱩ ᱫᱷ ᱨ ᱮ ᱪ ᱮ ᱫ ᱠ ᱚ ᱢ ᱮ ᱱ ᱟᱜ ᱟ  ?       objections  ? 
b. What is coherence? How is it different from  the notion of consistency? Give justification in  

favour of coherence theory ? (Coherence ᱢ ᱮ ᱱ ᱛ ᱮ ᱪ ᱮ ᱫ ᱵᱩ ᱡ ᱷᱟᱹ ᱜ  -ᱟ ᱠ ᱷᱚ ᱱ? Consistency  
ᱪ ᱮ ᱫ ᱞ ᱮ ᱠ ᱟ ᱯ ᱷᱟᱨ ᱟᱠ ᱟ   ?  Justification ᱟᱜ ᱫᱚ ᱪ ᱮ ᱫ ᱠ ᱟᱱ ᱟ Coherence theory   ?) 

c. What is the argument from elimination to establish the existence of justified basic belief? Explain. 
(Justified basic belief ᱛ ᱷᱟᱯ ᱚ ᱱ ᱞ ᱟᱜ ᱤ ᱫ   elimination ᱡ ᱩ ᱠ ᱛ ᱤ ᱫᱚ ᱪ ᱮ ᱫ ᱠ ᱟᱱ ᱟ    
ᱵᱮ ᱠ ᱠ ᱷᱟᱭ ᱢ ᱮ  ।) 

d. Illustrate the Gettier problem in the context of 'Justified True belief. ('ᱡ ᱩ ᱠ ᱛ ᱤ ᱥ ᱤ ᱫᱫᱷᱚ  
ᱥ ᱚ ᱛ ᱭ ᱚ ᱵᱤ ᱥ ᱥ ᱟᱥ ᱼ ᱞ ᱟᱥ ᱟᱸ ᱲ ᱦᱮ ᱫ ᱨ ᱮ ᱜ ᱮ ᱴ ᱤ ᱭ ᱟᱨ ᱟᱜ ᱥ ᱚ ᱢ ᱚ ᱥ ᱥ ᱭ ᱟ ᱯ ᱟᱥ ᱱ ᱟᱣ ᱛ ᱮ '        
ᱚ ᱞ ᱥ ᱚ ᱫᱚ ᱨ ᱢ ᱮ  ।) 

e. Is synthetic  a priori judgment possible? answer after kant. (Kant ᱟᱜ ᱢ ᱚ ᱛ ᱛ ᱮ ᱚ ᱵᱷᱤ ᱜ ᱜ ᱚ ᱛᱟ    
ᱵᱮ ᱜ ᱚ ᱨ ᱛ ᱮ ᱥ ᱚ ᱝ ᱥ ᱞ ᱮ ᱥ ᱚ ᱠ ᱚ ᱵᱚ ᱫᱷᱟᱨ ᱚ ᱱ ᱦᱳ ᱭ ᱫᱟᱲ ᱮ ᱭ ᱟᱜ ᱟ ᱯ ᱟᱥ ᱱ ᱟᱣ ᱛ ᱮ ᱚ ᱞ      ?    
ᱢ ᱮ  ।) 

 


