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------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

Instructions:  

1. This question paper has two parts, A and B. Part A is a passage comprehension exercise 

consisting of ten questions for a total of 50 marks. Marks for each question is indicated in 

parentheses. Answers must be brief and to the point.  

2. Part B consists of short essay questions, and you must choose any two questions. Each 

question is worth 25 marks and should be answered in about 500 to 700 words. 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

 

PART-A 

Read the following excerpt and answer the questions that follow. 

Of things that are said, some involve combination while others are said without combination. Examples of those 

involving combination are: man runs, man wins; and of those without combination: man, ox, runs, wins.  

Of things there are: (a) some are said of a subject but are not in any subject. For example, man is said of a subject, 

the individual man, but is not in any subject. (b) Some are in a subject but are not said of any subject. (By ‘in a 

subject’ I mean what is in something, not as a part, and cannot exist separately from what it is in.) For example, 

the individual knowledge-of-grammar is in a subject, the soul, but is not said of any subject; and the individual 

white is in a subject, the body (for all colour is in a body), but is not said of any subject. (c) Some are both said 

of a subject and in a subject. For example, knowledge is in a subject, the soul, and is also said of a subject, 

knowledge-of-grammar. (d) Some are neither in a subject nor said of a subject, for example, the individual man 

or the individual horse — for nothing of this sort is either in a subject or said of a subject. Things that are 

individual and numerically one are, without exception, not said of any subject, but there is nothing to prevent 

some of them from being in a subject — the individual knowledge-of-grammar is one of the things in a subject.  

Whenever one thing is predicated of another as of a subject, all things said of what is predicated will be said of 

the subject also. For example, man is predicated of the individual man, and animal of man; so animal will be 

predicated of the individual man also — for the individual man is both a man and an animal. … 
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Of things said without any combination, each signifies either substance or quantity or qualification or a relative 

or where or when or being-in-a-position or having or doing or being-affected. To give a rough idea, examples of 

substance are man, horse; of quantity: four-foot, five-foot; of qualification: white, grammatical; of a relative: 

double, half, larger; of where: in the Lyceum, in the market-place; of when: yesterday, last-year; of being-in-a-

position: is-lying, is-sitting; of having: has-shoes-on, has-armour-on; of doing: cutting, burning; of being-

affected: being-cut, being-burned.  

None of the above is said just by itself in any affirmation, but by the combination of these with one another an 

affirmation is produced. For every affirmation, it seems, is either true or false; but of things said without any 

combination none is either true or false (e.g. man, white, runs, wins). … 

It is clear from what has been said that if something is said of a subject both its name and its definition are 

necessarily predicated of the subject. For example, man is said of a subject, the individual man, and the name is 

of course predicated (since you will be predicating man of the individual man), and also the definition of man 

will be predicated of the individual man (since the individual man is also a man). Thus both the name and the 

definition will be predicated of the subject. But as for things which are in a subject, in most cases neither the 

name nor the definition is predicated of the subject. In some cases there is nothing to prevent the name from 

being predicated of the subject, but it is impossible for the definition to be predicated. For example, white, which 

is in a subject (the body), is predicated of the subject; for a body is called white. But the definition of white will 

never be predicated of the body. 

Question-1 The excerpt is about how to categorize ____; and ____ ways of categorizing such 

things are presented. (4 marks) 

(a) Things said without any combination, Two. 

(b) Things said without any combination, Four. 

(c) Things said that involve combination, Five. 

(d) Things said that involve combination, Two. 

(e) None of the above. 

Question-2 How does the author understand what a judgement or a proposition is in the excerpt? 

(4 marks) 

Question-3 Consider the case of “the individual white which is in a subject” given in the excerpt. 

What can be said of this thing? (4 marks) 

Question-4 How can the notions of said of and is in be used to disambiguate claims of the form ‘X 

is Y’? (5 marks) 

Question-5 The meaning of which notion, said of or is in, is given in the excerpt? Do you find 

anything peculiar about the way the meaning is explained? (5 marks) 
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Question-6 Which notion, said of or is in, is shown to have the property of being transitive? Give 

your own example to illustrate. (5 marks) 

Question-7 Consider the case of ‘man is said of the individual man’ given in the excerpt. Clarify 

what this means with an example of a specific individual, and then give your own example of a 

thing which is said of something but is not in anything. (5 marks) 

Question-8 The author gives two different examples, concerning knowledge, of something that is 

in a subject. What is the difference between the two? (6 marks) 

Question-9 Some things are both said of something and is in something. Explain the example given 

by the author and then provide your own example. (6 marks) 

Question-10 What does the term ‘definition’ mean as it is used in the excerpt? (6 marks) 

 

PART-B 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

Instructions:  

1. You must choose any two questions. Each question is worth 25 marks and should be 

answered in about 500 to 700 words. 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

 

Question-11 “The conditions of the possibility of experience of objects are the same as the 

conditions of the possibility of the objects of experience.” What could this statement possibly 

mean? Discuss. 

Question-12 “Most fortunately it happens that, since reason is incapable of dispelling these clouds, 

nature herself suffices to that purpose, and cures me of this philosophical melancholy and delirium, 

either by relaxing this bent of mind, or by some avocation and lively impression of my senses 

which obliterate all these chimeras. I dine, I play a game of back-gammon, I converse and I am 

merry with my friends; and when after three or four hours' amusement, I would return to these 

speculations, they appear so cold and strain'd, and ridiculous, that I cannot find in my heart to enter 

into them any further.” (Treatise on Human Understanding, Book I, Part IV, Section VII). Discuss 

your idea of doing philosophy in light of the above statement by Hume. 

Question-13 “The only difference between explanations and predictions is that one looks back and 

tells us how or why things happened as they did, and the other looks forward and tells us how or 

why certain things will (or are likely to) happen.” Do you agree? Discuss. 
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Question-14 To justify your belief that other people have minds, you can argue in the following 

way: You know that you have a mind and various mental states. You also know that certain kinds 

of your mental states are correlated with certain kinds of behavior. Other human bodies behave in 

analogous ways. So, other people are similar to you in having minds. An objection raised against 

this argument is that it is an instance of hasty generalization. Since the only mind you “observe” 

is your own mind, you cannot generalize about what must be true of billions of people based on 

“observable” correlations between the behaviours and mental states of only one person. How 

would you respond to show that knowing other minds based on analogy is not threatened by this 

objection? 

Question-15 Dr. B. R. Ambedkar’s last speech to the Constituent Assembly included the following 

lines: “[W]e must...not to be content with mere political democracy. We must make our political 

democracy a social democracy as well. Political democracy cannot last unless there lies at the base 

of it social democracy. What does social democracy mean? It means a way of life which recognises 

liberty, equality and fraternity as the principles of life. These principles of liberty, equality and 

fraternity are not to be treated as separate items in a trinity. They form a union or trinity in the 

sense that to divorce one from the other is to defeat the very purpose of democracy.” Explain what 

Dr. Ambedkar may have meant by the term “social democracy.” In particular, explain his sense 

that there is a danger in “divorcing” liberty, equality, and fraternity, from one another. 

Question-16 The practice of criminal punishment requires justification, for it involves intentionally 

causing another human being to suffer. How should utilitarians defend this practice? What 

philosophical objections may be raised against such objections? 

Question-17 Discuss any two philosophers whose thinking about body seems the most significant 

to you. 

Question-18 Discuss the notion of ‘prameya’ (the object of knowledge). 

 

 


