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eªvWwji Aefvm fvebv 

mÜ¨v gwjøK* 

 

[mvi-ms‡ÿc : d«vwÝm nve©vU© eªvWwj mËv‡K AvZ¥m½wZm¤úbœ g~jZË¡ 

e‡j AwfwnZ K‡ib| Zuvi g‡Z, ¯^we‡ivax mKj wKQzB Aefvm| 

wZwb †`Lvb RvMwZK e ‘̄ivwR bvbv iKg m¤̂‡Üi ØvivB †Kej ÁvZ 

n‡Z cv‡i| RMr m¤ú‡K© Avgv‡`i mKj AeaviYB m¤̂Ü wbf©i| 

wZwb m¤^‡Üi ¯̂iƒc we‡kølY K‡i e‡jb, m¤̂‡Üi cÖK…wZB ¯^we‡ivax| 

myZivs ÁvZ RMZ‡K ¯̂we‡ivax ej‡Z nq| eªvWwj ZvB e ‘̄RMZ I 

Ae¯‘MZ cÖZ¨q Z_v mKj RvMwZK welq‡K Aefvm e‡j D‡jøL 

K‡ib| eªvWwji `k©‡bi GB bT_©K w`KwU Awbevh©fv‡e GKwU 

m`_©K w`‡Ki wb‡ ©̀k K‡i| †Kbbv eªvWwj g‡b K‡i‡Qb, Ôweï× 

wb‡laÕ e‡j wKQzB _vK‡Z cv‡i bv| cÖZ¨K wb‡lab †Kv‡bv m`_©K 

Z‡Ë¡i Avek¨KZvi wb‡ ©̀kK| GiB cwi‡cÖwÿ‡Z Aefv‡mi wfwË 

iƒ‡c wZwb cigmËvi aviYv cÖwZôv K‡ib| GQvovI eªvWwj mËvi 

¯Íiweb¨v‡mi gva¨‡g Aefv‡mi AvZ¥m½wZi gvÎv wbiƒcY K‡ib| 

Zuvi g‡Z, Aefvm AjxK bq| Aefvm cigmËvq AskMÖnY K‡i| 

eªvWwji `k©‡b Aefvm AZ¨šÍ ¸iæZ¡c~Y©| Av‡jvP¨ cÖe‡Üi jÿ¨ 

n‡jv Aefvm cÖm‡½ eªvWwji g‡Zi GKwU ch©v‡jvPbv ùvo Kiv‡bv |] 

 

weªwUk `vk©wbK‡`i g‡a¨ d«vwÝm nve©vU© eªvWwj [1846-1924] Ab¨Zg| †gŠwjK 

wPšÍvi ÿgZv, ÿziavi hyw³ cÖ`v‡bi ˆbcyY¨, we‡ivax gZev` LÐ‡bi `ÿZvi Kvi‡Y 

mgKvjxb be¨ fveev`x wPšÍvq eªvWwji cÖfve wQj Amvgvb¨| eªvWwji `vk©wbK 

cÖwZfvi cwiPq w`‡Z wM‡q iæWjd †gR Zvui A Hundred Years of British 

Philosophy MÖ‡š’ D‡jøL K‡ib,  

Ò... he was one of the few great builders of system, and one of 

the boldest and most original and speculative thinkers that 

Britain has ever produced.” (Metz, 1950 : 322) 
 

 

fveev‡`i cÖPvi-cÖmv‡i †KqvW©, wMÖY cÖgy‡Li g‡Zv wZwbI †gŠwjK hyw³‰kjx 

fveev‡`i GKwU ¯Ẑš¿ iƒc iPbv K‡ib| g~jZ ÷viwjs-Gi The Secret of Hegel 

                                                      
* W. mÜ¨v gwjøK : mn‡hvMx Aa¨vcK, `k©b wefvM, ivRkvnx wek^we`¨vjq| 
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MÖ‡š’i gva¨‡g †n‡Mjxq fveev` weª‡U‡b cÖ‡ek I cwiwPwZ jvf K‡i| GWIqvW© 

†KqvW© I Ugvm wnj wMÖY Guiv `yR‡bB †n‡Mj cÖfvweZ `vk©wbK| †n‡Mjxq `k©b‡K 

mycwiwPZ K‡i †Zvjvi †ÿ‡Î Guiv †n‡Mjxq `k©‡bi c~Y©v½ iƒc Dc¯’vc‡b m¤ú~Y© 

mdj n‡qwQ‡jb GgbwU ejv P‡j bv| Ab¨w`‡K d«vwÝm nve©vU© eªvWwj, wb‡R‡K 

†n‡Mjxq e‡j cwiPq w`‡Z ivwR wQ‡jb bv| Z‡e GK_v mZ¨ †h, †n‡M‡ji cig 

fveev`B eªvWwji `k©‡bi wfwË| wZwb †n‡Mjxq fveev`‡K Ggb `vk©wbK ˆewkó¨ 

cÖ`vb K‡ib hv‡Z Zuvi `k©b g~j †n‡Mjxq `k©b †_‡K ¯̂Zš¿ n‡q GK Abb¨ iƒc 

jvf K‡i| †n‡Mj cigmËv‡K m¤^‡Üi aviK I m¤̂Üwe¯ÍviKvix e‡j g‡b K‡ib| 

Ab¨w`‡K eªvWwj cigmËv‡K m¤̂‡ÜvËxY© ZË¡ e‡j AwfwnZ K‡ib| eªvWwji g‡Z, 

m¤^Ü Awbevh©fv‡e †hŠw³K åvwšÍi m„wó K‡i| Zuvi g‡Z, hv wKQz m¤̂Ühy³ ZvB 

¯ŵe‡ivax, Avi hv wKQz AvZ¥we‡ivax Zv Aefvm| eªvWwji `k©‡b Aefvm AZ¨šÍ 

¸iæZ¡c~Y©| †Kbbv wZwb Aefv‡mi cwi‡cÖwÿ‡Z mËv wbiƒcY K‡ib| eªvWwj Zuvi 

`k©‡b RvMwZK e¯‘ivwRi AvZ¥we‡ivax PwiÎ D‡b¥vPb K‡i RMZ‡K Aefvm I 

Aefv‡mi wfwË wn‡m‡e GK c~Y© mvgÄm¨ZË¡‡K (inclusive hermony) cigmËv 

e‡j Dc ’̄vcb K‡ib|  

eªvWwj Zuvi `k©‡b †n‡Mjxq cigZ‡Ë¡i aviYv‡K MÖnY K‡ib| Ab¨w`‡K jK 

I Zuvi Abymvix‡`i e ‘̄ev`, wgj I †eš’v‡gi Dc‡hvMev`, weï× AwfÁZvev‡`i 

cÖwZwµqv wn‡m‡e AwfÁZvi RMr Zuvi `k©‡b Aefvmiƒ‡c MY¨ nq| GQvovI 

cÖ‡U÷¨v›U ag©g‡Zi cÖwZ Av¯’v _vKvq eªvWwji `k©‡b a‡g© ewY©Z Ck^i‡K cigmËv 

†_‡K Avjv`v iƒ‡c wPwÎZ n‡Z †`Lv hvq| eªvWwji g‡Z, e¨w³Z¡m¤úbœ Ck^i 

Aefvm| Z‡e eªvWwj mËvi ¯Íiweb¨v‡m Ck^i, AvZ¥v BZ¨vw` welq¸‡jv‡K D”PZi 

e‡j‡Qb| `k©‡b eªvWwji GBiƒc wm×všÍ cÖwZôvq mgKv‡ji NUbvcÖevn cÖfveK 

wn‡m‡e KvR K‡i‡Q| cÖK…Zc‡ÿ, Ewbk kZ‡Ki gvby‡li wPšÍvi Dci N‡U                                    

hvIqv wcDwiUvb wecøe, †MŠi‡ev¾¡j wecøe, wkí wecøe, divwm wecøe, Av‡gwiKvb 

wecø‡ei mw¤§wjZ cÖfve wQj AZ¨šÍ ¸iæZ¡en| Avevi Ewbk kZ‡Ki †klw`‡K 

weª‡U‡b be¨ †n‡Mjxq fveev‡`i DÌv‡b Ck¦iZvwË¡K gZev‡`i †ÿ‡Î D`vi 

gvbwmKZv cwijwÿZ nq| Ck¦i, AvZ¥vi AgiZ¡ I B”Qvi ¯v̂axbZvi †ÿ‡Î 

cybg©~j¨vqb ïiæ nq| cÖZ¨vw`ó ag© wn‡m‡e wLª÷ag© D`vi‰bwZK Av`‡k© cÖwZôv 

jvf K‡i| GQvovI wgj I †eš’v‡gi Dc‡hvMev` AwfÁZvi RMZ‡K cigg~j¨ 

cÖ`vb K‡i| G gZev`xiv Av`k© A‡cÿv ev Í̄e‡K AwaK cwigv‡Y AbymiY                                        

Ki‡Z Pvq| Dc‡hvMev` e¨w³ ¯̂vZ‡š¿¨i K_v e‡j| Gi wecix‡Z eªvWwj e¨w³‡K 

mxwgZ I Aefvm e‡j MY¨ K‡i Zuvi `k©b iPbvq AMÖmi nb| eªvWwj e¨w³i 

¸iæZ¡‡K A¯̂xKvi K‡ib bv, wKš‘ e¨w³‡K cigg~j¨ cÖ`v‡b wZwb m¤§Z bb|                                                      
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Gfv‡e ev Í̄eev`, weï× AwfÁZvev`, Dc‡hvMev‡`i AwfNvZ eªvWwji `k©‡b 

Aefv‡mi ¯̂iƒc wba©vi‡Y †hŠw³K Dcv`v‡bi †hvMvb †`q| eªvWwj Zuvi Appearance 

and Reality MÖ‡š’i cÖ_g As‡k †h mKj cÖZ¨q w`‡q Avgiv RMZ e¨vL¨vq                     

cÖe„Ë nB, Zvi AvZ¥we‡ivax PwiÎ we‡kølY K‡ib| wZwb e‡jb, e¯‘i GKvwaK                                  

¸Y i‡q‡Q| GB ¸Y¸‡jvi g‡a¨ †Kv‡bv m¤^Ü ¯x̂Kvi bv K‡i e¯‘‡K e¨vL¨v                                 

Kiv hvq bv| Avevi wewfbœ e¯‘ivwRi `ªe¨-¸Y, Kvh©-KviY, wµqv-cÖwZwµqv                                 

BZ¨vw` cvi¯úwiK m¤^Ü e¨wZ‡i‡KI RMZ‡K e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv| A_P, †h                                         

m¤^Ü e¨ZxZ e¯‘‡K e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv, †mB m¤̂Ü GK AšÍnxb m¤̂‡Üi k„•LjB 

iPbv K‡i| 

eªvWwji g‡Z, hv wKQz m¤̂Ühy³ Zv-B ¯̂we‡ivax| Avi hv wKQz ¯̂we‡ivax ZvB-B 

Aefvm| AvZ¥-we‡ivwaZvi GB bxwZ‡K MÖnY K‡i eªvWwj RMZ we‡køl‡Y cÖe„Ë nb| 

GB we‡køl‡Y wZwb D‡jøL K‡ib †h, RMZ cÖm‡½ †h-me AeaviY MVb Kiv A_ev 

ejv nq Zv we‡kølY Ki‡j †`Lv hvq, †m-me wKQyB AvZ¥we‡ivax| Avi AvZ¥we‡ivax 

e‡j G¸‡jv‡K †Kej AefvmB ejv hvq| RM‡Zi Áv‡bi mv‡_ †h mKj cÖZ¨q 

RwoZ Zv‡`i g‡a¨ i‡q‡Q Am½wZ| eªvWwj e‡jb, wPšÍv Kiv eyw×i wµqv| wPšÍvi 

Øviv RMZ‡K e ‘̄ I Zvi m¤̂‡Üi aviYviƒ‡c Rvbv hvq| m¤̂‡Üi AšÍwb©wnZ Am½wZi 

Kvi‡Y hv ÁvZ nq, Zv LwÐZ I ¯̂we‡ivax| G Kvi‡Y Zv mËv bq, Aefvm| G. †R. 

Gqvi RMZ m¤ú‡K© wewfbœ wPšÍvwe‡`i gZ Av‡jvPbv K‡i e‡jb †h, †Kv‡bv 

`vk©wbKB AvZ¥-m½wZnxb welq‡K ev Í̄e e‡j ¯̂xKvi K‡ib bv| eªvWwji †ÿ‡ÎI 

K_vwU cÖ‡hvR¨| Zuvi GB `k©‡bi e¨vL¨vq Gqvi ej‡Qb, 

The conclusion which we have just reached is that the concepts 

which we apply to the world, since they have to conform to the 

laws of logic, must at least be self-consistent: they must not 

issue in contradictions. (Ayer, 1982: 13) 
 

cigmËvi gvb wba©vi‡Y AvZ¥m½wZi bxwZ‡K eªvWwj P‚ovšÍ e‡j g‡b K‡ib| Zuvi 

g‡Z, mËv AvZ¥we‡ivagy³ I c~Y© mvgÄm¨ ZË¡| mg Í̄ mxwgZ e¯‘ ev welq 

cigmËvi g‡a¨ Ae¯’vb K‡i| mKj wKQz‡K aviY K‡i GK ALÐ mgMÖ wn‡m‡e 

mËv we`¨gvb| wKš‘, e¯‘‡K wew”Qbœfv‡e e¨vL¨v Ki‡Z †M‡j PµvKvi hyw³ k„•LjB 

`„ó nq| †Kbbv †Kv‡bv GKK e¯‘‡K e¨vL¨v Ki‡Z n‡j G‡K ¸Y, m¤^Ü, †`k, 

Kvj, Kvh©-KviY BZ¨vw` cÖZ¨q Øviv e¨vL¨v Ki‡Z nq| A_ev Aci e¯‘ †_‡K Gi 

cv_©K¨, mv „̀k¨, cvi¯úwiK Zzjbvi wfwË‡Z e¯‘‡K e¨vL¨v Ki‡Z nq| wKš‘ cÖwZ 

†ÿ‡Î GB e¨vL¨v GK PµK hyw³ Rvj iPbv Qvov wKQzB Ki‡Z cv‡i bv| †n‡Mj I 

cieZ©x †n‡Mjxq wPšÍvwe`MY mxwgZ e¯‘i GBiƒc ci¯úi mv‡cÿ AvšÍim¤̂‡Üi 

e¨vcv‡i m‡PZb wQ‡jb| Zuviv GB Av‡cwÿK m¤úK©‡K cigmËvi cÖKvk iƒ‡c 
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e¨vL¨v K‡i‡Qb| wKš‘, eªvWwj GBiƒc hyw³‡Z Zzó n‡Z cv‡ibwb e‡jb, wPšÍvi 

cÖKvi¸‡jv AvZ¥we‡ivax, Avi eyw×i ag© n‡jv we‡kølY Kiv| d‡j G¸‡jvi mvnv‡h¨ 

RMZ m¤úK©xq †h Ávb cvIqv hvq Zv Aefv‡mi Ávb, cigmËvi Ávb bq|  

eªvWwji `k©‡b Aefvm m¤úK©xq g‡Zi cÖKvk N‡U Zuvi Apperance and 

Reality MÖ‡š’| MÖš’wUi cÖ_g As‡k Appearance A_©vr Aefvm cÖm‡½ Av‡jvPbv 

i‡q‡Q| G As‡k eªvWwj gvbeeyw×, e¯‘RM‡Zi ¯îƒc I gvbexq eyw×i c‡ÿ 

RMZ‡K †hfv‡e Rvbv m¤¢e Zv we‡kølY I Av‡jvPbv K‡i‡Qb| G cÖm‡½ wZwb 

e‡jb, gvbeeyw× hv‡K Rvb‡Z cv‡i Zv Aefvm| MÖ‡š’i ïiæ‡Z eªvWwj D‡jøL 

K‡ib, “I shall point out that the world, as so understood, contradicts itself; 

and is therefore appearance, and not reality.” (Bradley, 1966 : 9) Z‡e eªvWwj 

G K_vI ¯x̂Kvi K‡ib †h, mËv‡K Aefv‡mi cwi‡cÖwÿ‡ZB Rvbv hvq| eªvWwj 

MÖ‡š’i ïiæ‡ZB †h mKj cÖZ¨‡qi Øviv RMZ‡K Rvbv hvq, †m¸‡jvi cÖK…wZ 

we‡kølY K‡ib| cÖZ¨q¸‡jvi AvZ¥we‡ivax cÖK…wZi Kvi‡Y RM‡Zi †Kv‡bv e¯‘ 

m¤ú‡K© †Kv‡bv w¯’i wm×všÍ cÖwZôv Kiv hvq bv| cÖwZwU cÖZ¨q Ø›Øhy³ I 

AvZ¥we‡ivax nIqvq G‡`i Øviv ÁvZ RMZ‡K eªvWwj Aefvm e‡jb|  

e¯‘‡K gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸‡Yi gva¨‡g e¨vL¨v Kivi ixwZ eû c~e© †_‡KB cÖPwjZ| 

e¯‘i gyL¨ ¸Y¸‡jv n‡jv we¯Í…wZ I MwZ| Avi †MŠY ¸Y n‡jv eY©, MÜ, ¯v̂` 

BZ¨vw`| jK I Zuvi AbymvixMY g‡b K‡ib †h, g~L¨ ¸Y¸‡jv mZ¨ I †MŠY 

¸Y¸‡jv AefvmgvÎ| G wel‡q Zuv‡`i hyw³ n‡jv, hv mZ¨ Zv cwieZ©bkxj bq| 

gyL¨ ¸Y¸‡jv mKj mgq e¯‘‡Z we`¨gvb _v‡K| wKš‘ eY©, MÜ, ¯v̂` BZ¨vw` 

¸Y¸‡jv e¨w³ †f‡` wfbœ e‡j Abyf‚Z nq| ZvQvov †MŠY ¸Y¸‡jvi DrcwË Bw› ª̀q 

ms¯ú‡k©i Dci wbf©ikxj| Rb j‡Ki gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸‡Yi GB cv_©K¨‡K eªvWwj 

A¯̂xKvi K‡i‡Qb| wZwb `vwe Ki‡Qb, e¯‘i ¸Y¸‡jv Bw›`ªq ms¯úk©nxb Ae¯’v‡ZI 

e¯‘‡Z _v‡K Ggb K_v ejv hvq bv| eis e¯‘i gyL¨ ¸Y¸‡jv †MŠY ¸‡Yi g‡ZvB 

Aefvm| gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸Y wel‡q eªvWwji e³e¨‡K Dc¯’vcb Ki‡Z wM‡q cj 

D‡jøL K‡ib †h,  

Bradley begins his quest for truth by an analysis of primary and 

secondary qualities. He accepts the empiricist argument that 

secondary qualities turn out to be mere appearances. But then, 

are the primary qualities able to stand demonstratively by 

themselves? He fears not. They are equally under suspicion of 

being mere appearances. (Leslie, 1952 : 257) 

 
Gj. c‡ji D‡jøwLZ eªvWwji gZ bZzb †Kvb D™¢veb bq| †Kbbv evK©wji `k©‡bI 

Abyiƒc e³‡e¨i mÜvb †g‡j| †h hyw³‡Z †MŠY ¸Y¸‡jv‡K e¨w³ wbf©i I 
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cwieZ©bkxj ejv nq †mB GKB hyw³ gyL¨ ¸Y¸‡jvi †ÿ‡ÎI cÖ‡hvR¨| gyL¨ ¸‡Yi 

ÁvbI Bw›`ªq ms‡e`b e¨ZxZ m¤¢e bq| d‡j we¯Í…wZ I MwZi mskqnxb mZ¨Zv 

iÿv Kiv hvq bv| AZGe †`Lv hvq †h, †MŠY ¸Y¸‡jv‡K †h Kvi‡Y Aefvm ejv 

nq †mB GKB Kvi‡Y gyL¨ ¸Y¸‡jv‡KI Aefvm ej‡Z nq| Avi gyL¨ I †MŠY 

¸‡Yi Avavi wn‡m‡e e¯‘‡KI Aefvm Qvov wKQzB ejv hvq bv| 

eªvWwj †`Lvb †h, e¯‘‡K gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸‡Yi mvn‡h¨ †hfv‡e e¨vL¨v Kiv nq 

Zv †hŠw³Kfv‡e MÖnY‡hvM¨ bq| wZwb hyw³ †`Lvb †h, †MŠY ¸Y Aefvm n‡j gyL¨ 

¸Y¸‡jvI GKB ˆewkó¨m¤úbœ n‡e| †Kbbv Dfq cÖKvi ¸Y GKB e¯‘‡Z we`¨gvb 

_v‡K| eªvWwj e‡jb, hw` gyL¨ ¸Y¸‡jv e¯‘i `ªe¨Z¡ ev mvimËv MVb K‡i Ges 

†MŠY ¸Y¸‡jv †Kej Gi we‡klYgvÎ nq Zvn‡j GB `yÕ‡qi cvi¯úwiK m¤úK© 

¯úófv‡e †evSv hvq bv| G‡ÿ‡Î GUv ejvB h‡_ó bq †h, gyL¨ ¸Y †MŠY ¸‡Yi 

aviYv Drcv`b K‡i| wZwb e‡jb, e¯‘ ej‡Z gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸‡Yi cvi¯úwiK 

m¤^wÜZ iƒc‡K †evSvq| cÖ‡Z¨KUv ¸‡Yi mv‡_ Ab¨ ¸‡Yi GKUv m¤^Ü Kíbv 

e¨ZxZ e¯‘‡K †evSv hvq bv| Avevi GB m¤^Ü‡K e¨vL¨v Ki‡Z Ab¨ m¤̂‡Üi 

cÖ‡qvRb nq Ges µgvMZ wcwQ‡q hvIqv Qvov Dcvq _v‡K bv| d‡j e¯‘i cÖK…Z 

mËv KLbB Rvbv hvq bv| eªvWwj Roe¯‘i GB cÖK…wZ‡K we‡ivac~Y© e‡j g‡b 

K‡ib|  
 

eªvWwj †hŠw³Kfv‡e e¨vL¨v K‡ib †h, ¯̂iƒcZt gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸Y‡K c„_K Kiv 

hvq bv| wZwb e‡jb, gyL¨ ¸Y‡K †MŠY ¸Y Qvov e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv Ges †MŠY 

¸Y‡KI gyL¨ ¸Y Qvov e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv| Ggb †Kv‡bv we Í̄…wZi aviYv Kiv hvq bv 

hv eY©nxb I IRbnxb, KvwVY¨ ev Zvij¨nxb| Avevi Ggb †Kv‡bv ewY©j e¯‘i K_v 

fvev hvq bv hvi AvKvi ev AvqZb †bB| hw` †MŠY ¸Y e ‘̄‡Z _v‡K Zvn‡j †MŠY 

¸‡Yi †`vl Øviv gyL¨ ¸YI ~̀wlZ nq| Avevi hw` †MŠY ¸Y e¯‘‡Z bv _v‡K Zvn‡j 

†m¸‡jv †Kv_vq _v‡K? Roev` Abymv‡i, e¯‘i AwZwi³ †MŠY ¸‡Yi aviYv 

A‡hŠw³K| Gfv‡e gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸‡Yi aviYv mgvavbnxb DfqmsK‡Ui m„wó K‡i 

Ges †Kv‡bv weKí gZ Øviv mËvi aviYvq DcbxZ nIqv hvq bv| ax‡i›`ª †gvnb 

`Ë wb‡¤œv³fv‡e G welqwU Zuvi MÖ‡š’ Zz‡j a‡i‡Qb:  

Does this appearance belong to matter or does it not? If it does, 

then it infects matter with its unreal character. If it does not, 

then where does appearance belong (there being nothing except 

matter according to materialism)? There is thus an insoluble 

dilemma. (Dhirendra Mohan, 1970 : 47) 

 

ax‡i› ª̀ †gvnb `Ë eªvWwji hyw³‡K my¯úó Ki‡Z wM‡q †h cÖkœ DÌvcb K‡i‡Qb, 

Zvi m¤¢ve¨ `yBwU DË‡ii gva¨‡g wZwb e‡jb, †MŠY ¸Y‡K e ‘̄‡Z Aew¯’Z e‡j 
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¯x̂Kvi Ki‡j Zv e¯‘‡K Aefv‡m iƒcvšÍi K‡i| Ab¨w`‡K e¯‘‡Z Gi Ae¯’vb 

¯x̂Kvi bv Ki‡j Gi Avavi Kx n‡Z cv‡i Zvi mwVK Reve †g‡j bv| eªvWwj                                                       

ZvB g‡b K‡ib, Dfq cÖKvi ¸Y‡K e¯‘MZ e‡j ¯x̂Kvi Ki‡Z n‡e| ¸YØ‡qi 

hyMcr m¤̂‡Üi Kvi‡YB e¯‘‡K e¯‘ e‡j †Pbv hvq| GQvovI †MŠY ¸Y e¨ZxZ gyL¨ 

¸‡Yi Aw Í̄Z¡ wPšÍv Kiv hvq bv| Ggb †Kv‡bv ï× we¯Í…wZ †bB hvi eY©, MÜ, KvwVb¨ 

BZ¨vw` †MŠY ¸Y †bB| †MŠY ¸Y Qvov gyL¨ ¸‡Yi Ae¯’vb m¤¢e bq| ¯x̂Kvi                                                                       

Ki‡Z nq †h †MŠY ¸Y¸‡jviI GKUv ¯’vb `ª‡e¨ i‡q‡Q| wKš‘ GB ¯x̂K…wZ GK 

msK‡Ui m„wó K‡i| gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸‡Yi Ae¯’vb GKB ª̀‡e¨ nIqvi Kvi‡Y †MŠY 

¸‡Yi ÎæwU¸‡jv gyL¨ ¸Y‡KI †`vlhy³ K‡i| A_©vr †MŠY ¸Y Aefvm n‡j, gyL¨ 

¸YI Aefvm n‡e| gyL¨ ¸‡Yi Aev Í̄eZv cÖgv‡Y eªvWwji GB hyw³wU Ab¨‡`i 

†_‡K Avjv`v| G cÖm‡½ eªvWwji e³e¨ Zuvi MÖ‡š’ †hfv‡e Av‡Q Zv D‡jøL Kiv 

n‡jv:  

...if it belongs in any sense to the reality, how can it be shown 

not to infect that with its own unreal charecter? Or we may urge 

that matter must cease to be itself, if qualified essentially by all 

that is secondary. But, taken otherwise, it has become itself                                                  

but one out of two elements, and is not the reality (Bradley, 

1966 : 12). 
 

eªvWwj g‡b K‡ib, e¯‘‡Z we`¨gvb gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸‡Yi Dcw ’̄wZ I ¸YØ‡qi m¤^Ü 

Ges AwaKš‘ ¸YØ‡qi mv‡_ e¯‘i †h m¤̂Ü Zv e¨vL¨v Kiv m¤¢e bq| eªvWwj Gfv‡e 

†hŠw³K we‡køl‡Yi Øviv cÖgvY K‡ib †h, gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸‡Yi Øviv e¯‘‡K e¨vL¨vi 

cÖ‡Póv h_v_© bq| G‡`i ¯ŵe‡ivax cÖK…wZi Kvi‡Y Df‡qi cvi¯úwiK m¤̂Ü Ges 

e¯‘i mv‡_ ¸YØ‡qi m¤^Ü e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv| Gfv‡e AvZ¥we‡ivax cÖK…wZi Kvi‡Y 

e¯‘ RMZ‡K Aefvm wfbœ Ab¨ wKQz ejv hvq bv|  

eªvWwj e ‘̄‡K ª̀e¨ I Zvi ¸Y iƒ‡c e¨vL¨v Kivi cÖ‡Póv‡K we‡kølY K‡ib| wZwb 

e‡jb we‡k¦i hveZxq Z_¨‡K e ‘̄ I Zvi ¸Y GB ỳB fv‡M wef³ K‡i e¨vL¨v Kiv 

†h‡Z cv‡i| wZwb D`vniY¯̂iƒc wPwb‡K MÖnY K‡ib| eªvWwj e‡jb, wPwb GKwU ª̀e¨ 

Ges Gi i‡q‡Q mv`v, k³ I wgwó ¸Y| wPwbi KvwVb¨ Gi †k¦ZZ¡ I wgóZ¡ ¸Y †_‡K 

wfbœ| cÖ‡Z¨KwU ¸Y Aci ¸Y †_‡K Avjv`v| Avevi ¸Y¸‡jv Qvov wPwbi †Kv‡bv 

Aw Í̄ÍZ¡ _v‡K bv| wKš‘ ¸Y¸‡jvi †hvMdjI wPwb bq| G cÖm‡½ †d«WvwiK K‡cvj‡÷vb 

e‡jb: 

His contention is that once we try to explain the theory implied 

by this admittedly useful language, we find the thing dissolving 

into its qualities, while at the same time we are unable to give 

any satisfactory explanation of the way in which the qualities 

form the thing. In brief, no coherent account can be given either 
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of the substance-accident theory or of phenomenalism. 

(Copleston, 1994 : 203) 
 

eªvWwji hyw³ n‡jv fvlvi Øviv ª̀‡e¨i ¸Yvewj D‡jøL Kiv hvq e‡U, Z‡e Zvi Øviv H 

ª̀e¨‡K e¨vL¨v Kiv m¤¢e nq bv| GB Kvi‡Y ¸‡Yi mgwói AwZwi³ GKwU HK¨‡KB 

wPwb ejv hvq| wKš‘, GK ai‡bi mgv‡ek wfbœ †mB HK¨Zv‡K †Kv‡bvfv‡eB Lyu‡R 

cvIqv hvq bv| d‡j ¸Y¸‡jvi cvi¯úvwiK m¤̂Ü‡KB wPwb ej‡Z nq| A_P GB 

m¤̂‡Üi ¯̂iƒc e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv| ¸Y¸‡jvi g‡a¨ †Kv‡bv HK¨ wfbœ m¤̂Ü nIqv m¤¢e 

bq| wePvi-we‡køl‡Y GBiƒc H‡K¨i mÜvb cvIqv hvq bv| GB ˆØZZv jÿ¨ K‡i 

eªvWwj D‡jøL K‡ib: 

The immediate unity, in which facts come to us, has been 

broken up by experience, and later by reflection. The thing with 

its adjectives is a device for enjoying at once both variety and 

concord. But the distinctions, once made, fall apart from the 

thing, and away from one another. And our attempt to 

understand their relations brought us round merely to a unity, 

which confesses itself a pretence, or else falls back upon the old 

undivided substance, which admits of no relations. (Bradley, 

1966 : 19-20) 
 

we‡køl‡Yi d‡j ª̀e¨ I ¸‡Yi g‡a¨ Ges GK ¸‡Yi mv‡_ Ab¨ ¸‡Yi †h e¨eavb 

m„wó nq Zv wPšÍv Øviv `~i Kiv m¤¢e nq bv| e¯‘RMZ‡K `ªe¨ I ¸Y Øviv e¨vL¨vi 

cÖ‡Póv wbõj n‡q c‡o| †Kbbv GBiƒc wePv‡i nq e¯‘‡K wg_¨v bZzev KvíwbK 

ZË¡ Qvov Ab¨ wKQz ejv hvq bv| eªvWwj AviI e‡jb, e¯‘‡K we‡kl¨-we‡klY iƒ‡c 

†`Lv Avgv‡`i wPšÍvi cÖK…wZ, GBiƒc hyw³I Amvi| `ªe¨ I ¸‡Yi cÖK…Z m¤^Ü 

e¨vL¨v e¨wZ‡i‡K e¯‘‡K mZ¨ ZË¡iƒ‡c MÖnY Kiv hvq bv|  

e¯‘‡K `ªe¨ I ¸‡Yi wfwË‡Z Rvbvi cÖ‡Póv †hŠw³Kfv‡e m¤^Ü I ¸‡Yi Øviv 

e¯‘‡K e¨vL¨v Kivi cÖm½wU wb‡q Av‡m| eªvWwj ZvB e¯‘‡K m¤̂Ü I ¸‡Yi aviYvi 

mvnv‡h¨ e¨vL¨vi ixwZ‡KI we‡kølY K‡ib| wZwb e‡jb, e¨envwiK RM‡Z hv wKQz 

Abyfe Kiv nq Zv‡K m¤^Ü I ¸Y GB `yB fv‡M wef³ Kiv hvq| wKš‘ GBiƒc 

wefvR‡b cvigvw_©K e¯‘‡K cvIqv hvq bv| wZwb e‡jb, m¤^Ü e¨wZ‡i‡K †hgb 

¸‡Yi aviYv Kiv hvq bv, †Zgwb wewfbœ ¸‡Yi Aw¯ÍÍZ¡ wfbœ m¤^‡Üi aviYv Kiv hvq 

bv| eªvWwji fvlvq: 

...the very essence of these ideas is infected and contradicts 

itself. Our conclusion briefly will be this. Relation presupposes 

quality, and quality relation. Each can be something neither 

together with, nor appart from, the other; and the vicious                                         

circle in which they turn is not the truth about reality. (Bradley, 

1966: 21) 
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ev Í̄‡e ¸Y‡K m¤^Ünxb Ae¯’vq KLbB cvIqv hvq bv| me mgqB †Kv‡bv GKwU 

¸Y‡K Aci GK ev GKvwaK ¸‡Yi mv‡_ m¤̂Ühy³ Ae¯’vq †`Lv hvq| Avevi 

¸Y¸‡jvi g‡a¨ cv_©K¨ bv _vK‡j Zv‡`i c„_K ¸Y iƒ‡c wPb‡Z cviv hvq bv| 

e¯‘‡Z we`¨gvb GKvwaK ¸Y Am¤^Ühy³ n‡q _vK‡Z cv‡i bv| wKš‘ m¤^Ühy³ n‡Z 

n‡j Zv‡`i c„_K Aw Í̄Z¡ _vKvI Awbevh©| A_©vr GKw`‡K ¸Y¸‡jvi ¯f̂vewm× 

cv_©K¨ ¯x̂Kvi Avek¨K I Ab¨w`‡K ¸Y¸‡jv‡K Am¤̂Ühy³ Ae¯’vq KLbB cvIqv 

m¤¢e bq| cÖK…Zc‡ÿ ¸Y I m¤^‡Üi ¯̂iƒc GKvšÍB `y‡e©va¨| cÖm½wUi we¯ ÍvwiZ 

e¨vL¨v w`‡Z wM‡q †gR e‡jb, 

Of course, when we go behind thought to the unbroken unity of 

feeling we have got away from relations and qualities. But we 

cannot think of qualities without thinking of determinate 

features distinguished from one another, or of these without 

thinking of relations among them. Qualities without relations 

are therefore meaningless; the two are only distinguishable in 

thought, not separable in fact. Similarly, there cannot be relation 

without quality, for without qualities as a terms there would be 

nothing to relate. ...Relational or discursive thinking necessarily 

involves itself in contradictions and therefore refers only the 
world of appearance. (Metz, 1950 : 337) 

 

RvMwZK e¯‘mg~n‡K †`k I Kvj cÖZ¨‡qi mvnv‡h¨ Rvbvi cÖ‡Póv‡Z †h ¯̂we‡ivwaZv 

eZ©gvb eªvWwj Zv hyw³i Øviv Dc¯’vcb K‡ib| wZwb e‡jb, †`k‡K e¨vwß ev 

we¯Í…wZiƒ‡c cvIqv hvq| †`k‡K Abyfv‡e (as a collection) I wefzfv‡e (as a 

whole) `yBiƒ‡c wePvi Kiv P‡j| †h iƒ‡cB wePvi Kiv †nvK bv †Kb †`k 

mxgvnxb| we¯Í…wZ hZ ÿz`ª cwigvYB †nvK bv †Kb Gi Ask Kíbv Kiv hvq| 

Avevi G‡K e„nr †_‡K e„nËi iƒ‡cI Kíbv Kiv m¤¢e| †`k‡K e¯‘ ev ¸Yiƒ‡c 

wPšÍv Kivi †ÿ‡Î i‡q‡Q cÖwZeÜKZv| K‡cvj‡÷vb wb‡¤œv³fv‡e welqwU e¨vL¨v 

K‡ib: 

On the one hand space cannot be simply a relation. For any 

space must consist of parts which are themselves spaces. And if 

space were merely a relation, we should thus be compelled to 

make the absurd statement that space is nothing but the relation 

which connects spaces. On the other hand, however, space 

inevitably dissolves into relations and cannot be anything else. 

For space is infinitely differentiated internally, consisting of 

parts which themselves consist of parts and so on indefinitely. 

And these differentiations are clearly relations (Copleston,                                              

1994 : 205). 
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†`k GK cÖKvi m¤^Ü| wKš‘, †`‡ki c‡ÿ ï× m¤̂Ü nIqvI Am¤¢e| we¯Í…wZi cÖwZ 

ÿz ª̀ AskI GKwU we¯Í…wZ| mgMÖ †`k GK ALÐ e¯‘| Avevi †h‡nZz †`k‡K ÿz`ª 

ÿz ª̀ As‡k wefvR‡bi Kíbv Kiv hvq †m‡nZz H mKj ÿz`ª As‡ki m¤^Ü‡KB mgMÖ 

†`k ej‡Z nq| †`k‡K e¯‘ ejv hvq bv| †Kbbv †`k ÿz`ª ÿz ª̀ we¯Í…wZi GK 

ms‡hvM m¤̂Ü| Avevi †`k‡K e¯‘ ej‡Z nq| †Kbbv †`k e ‘̄ bv n‡j Gi Ask 

wefvRb _vKZ bv| GQvovI †`k‡K Abyfe Kivi Rb¨ Ab¨ cÖKv‡ii ¸Y h_v eY©, 

MÜ BZ¨vw`i Abyfe GKvšÍ Avek¨K| wKš‘, we¯Ív‡ii mv‡_ H mKj ¸‡Yi m¤̂Ü 

wK Zv mg¨Kfv‡e e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv|  

†`‡ki †ÿ‡Î †h mKj hyw³ cÖ‡qvM Kiv n‡q‡Q Kv‡ji †ÿ‡ÎI †m¸‡jv 

cÖ‡hvR¨| Kvj AšÍnxb cÖevn| AZxZ I fwel¨r GB cÖev‡ni Ask we‡kl| Kv‡ji 

ˆewkó¨ wePvi K‡i eªvWwj e‡jb, “It is a relation and, on the other side, it is 

not a relation; and it is, again, incapable of being anything beyond a 

relationÓ (Bradley, 1966 : 33)| Kvj‡K w¯’wZwenxb ï× m¤̂Üiƒ‡c MY¨ Ki‡j 

Kvj e‡j wKQzB _v‡K bv| Avevi Kvj‡K hw` w¯’wZmg~‡ni m¤^Ü¯̂iƒc mgMÖ 

e¯‘iƒ‡c Kíbv Kiv nq Zvn‡j Kv‡ji cÖevn‡K ¯x̂Kvi Kiv hvq bv| Kvj‡K ï× 

m¤^Üiƒ‡c MÖnY Ki‡j Kvj w¯’wZnxb k~b¨Zvq ch©ewmZ nq| Avi w¯’wZ‡K ¯x̂Kvi 

Ki‡j Kv‡ji cÖevn A_©nxb nq c‡o| GUvB Kv‡ji ¯îƒc| GQvovI Kvj‡K 

Abyf‡ei Rb¨ Acivci ¸‡Yi Abyfe n‡Z nq| †m mKj ¸‡Yi mv‡_ Kv‡ji m¤̂Ü 

e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv| myZivs Kv‡ji aviYvI Am½wZc~Y©|  

†`k I Kv‡ji aviYvi mv‡_ RwoZ MwZ I cwieZ©‡bi aviYv| MwZ ej‡Z 

†evSvq MwZkxj e¯‘i GK mg‡q `yB wfbœ ¯’v‡b Ae¯’vb| eªvWwj D‡jøL K‡ib:  

Motion implies that what is moved is in two places in one time; 

and this seems not possible. That motion implies two places is 

obvious; that these places are successive is no less obvious. But, 

on the other hand, it is clear that the process must have unity. 

The thing moved must be one; and, agian, the time must be one. 

If the time were only many times, out of relation, and not parts 

of a single temporal whole, then no motion would be found. But 

if the time is one, then, as we have seen, it cannot also be many 

(Bradley, 1966 : 37). 

 

Mgbkxj GK e¯‘i c~e©vci `yB ¯’v‡b Ae¯’v‡bi Rb¨ Kv‡ji we‡”Q`nxb I 

†f`nxb ˆewkó¨ GKvšÍ Avek¨K| wKš‘, Kvj hw` GBiƒ‡c m¤^Ünxb ÿ‡Yi mgwó 

nq Zvn‡j MwZ Am¤¢e n‡q c‡o| Avevi Kvj‡K ALÐ mgMÖ ZË¡ e‡j g‡b Kiv 

n‡j Gi wefvRb Am¤¢e n‡q c‡o| A_P, Kvj‡K AmsL¨fv‡M wefvRb Kiv 

P‡j| Kv‡ji GKZ¡ e¨vZxZ MwZ e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv| Avevi Kvj‡K wefvRb Kiv 
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wfbœ cÖK…Zc‡ÿ MwZ m¤¢e nq bv| MwZi †ÿ‡Î cÖPwjZ aviYv n‡jv †`k I Kvj 

ÿz ª̀ ÿz`ª As‡k wef³ Ges Giv ci¯úi mgvšÍivj| cÖwZwU ÿ‡Yi e¨eavbB 

mg‡qi MwZ| wKš‘, mgq‡K Gfv‡eI e¨vL¨v Kiv m¤¢e bq| †Kbbv ÿY¸‡jvi 

ga¨ ’̄‡ji e¨eav‡bi mgš̂‡q mgMÖ w¯’wZKvj Kxfv‡e ˆZix n‡Z cv‡i Zv †evSv hvq 

bv| GQvovI Mgbkxj c`v_© GBiƒc Am½wZc~Y© Kv‡ji g‡a¨ wb‡Ri AwfbœZv 

Kxfv‡e iÿv K‡i ZvI †evSv hvq bv|  

cwieZ©‡bi aviYv MwZi aviYvi mv‡_ RwoZ| MwZ Am¤¢e n‡j cwieZ©bI 

Am¤¢e| cwieZ©‡bi A_©B n‡jv †Kv‡bv c`v‡_©i cwieZ©b| †Kv‡bv c`v_© 

cwieZ©bkxj nIqvi A_© Zv ¯’vqx bq| Avevi c`v_© ¯’vqx bv n‡j Kvi cwieZ©b 

nq Zv †evSv hvq bv| c`v_© cwiewZ©Z n‡j Zvi cwiewZ©Z wewfbœ Ae¯’v‡K GKB 

Kv‡ji g‡a¨ Ae¯’vb Ki‡Z nq| Kvj avivevwnK| myZivs, cwieZ©b welqwU GKB 

m‡½ avivevwnK I w¯’i `yB-B n‡Z nq| A_P, GBiƒc nIqv Am¤¢e| myZivs 

cwieZ©‡bi aviYv Am½wZc~Y©| cwieZ©b‡K Kv‡ji g‡a¨B msNwUZ n‡Z nq| 

cwieZ©b msNU‡bi Rb¨ Kvj‡K w¯’i I avievwnK hyMcriƒ‡c ¯̂xKvi Kiv 

Avek¨K| eyw× GB `vex‡K AMÖvn¨ K‡i| myZivs Kvj‡K cvigvw_©K iƒ‡c MÖnY Kiv 

hvq bv|  

cwieZ©‡bi aviYv Awbevh©fv‡e Kvi‡Yi aviYv m„wó K‡i| Kvi‡Yi Dcw ’̄wZ 

Kv‡h©i Avwef©ve NUvq| Kvh© hw` KviY †_‡K wfbœ nq Zvn‡j G‡`i cvi¯úwiK 

wbf©ikxjZv hyw³ Øviv †evSv hvq bv| Avevi Kvh© hw` KviY †_‡K wfbœ bv nq 

Zvn‡j KviY e‡j wKQzB _v‡K bv| eªvWwj Zuvi MÖ‡š’ D‡jøL K‡ib: 

If the sequence of the effect is different from the cause, how is 

the ascription of this difference to be rationally defended? If, on 

the other hand, it is not different, then causation does not exist, 

and its assertion is a farce. There is no escape from this 

foundamental dilemma (Bradley, 1966 : 46). 

 

†Kv‡bv wKQz GKvB Ab¨ wKQz‡Z cwiewZ©Z nq bv| Aci †Kv‡bv wKQzi Øviv Zv‡K 

cwiewZ©Z n‡Z nq| hw` Aci †Kv‡bv wKQz QvovB GK c`v_© Ab¨ c`v‡_© cwiYZ 

nq Zvn‡j cwieZ©b †Kb nq Zv †evSv hvq bv| Avevi hw` Ab¨ wKQzi Dcw¯’wZi 

Rb¨ GK c`v_© Ab¨ c`v‡_©© cwiewZ©Z nq Zvn‡j H Aci wKQz Kxfv‡e cwieZ©b 

mvab K‡i Zv †evSv‡bvi Rb¨ wØZxq Z‡Ë¡i mvnvh¨ cÖ‡qvRb nq| Gfv‡e GK 

mxgvnxb Ave‡Z© Rwo‡q co‡Z nq| g~jZ Kvh©-KviY m¤̂Ü Av‡cwÿK I AvcvZ 

mZ¨| ZvQvov Kvi‡Yi AbymÜv‡b µgvMZ AZx‡Z cÖ‡ek mgMÖ wek¦‡KB Kvi‡Y 

ch©ewmZ K‡i| wKš‘ mgMÖ c~e©ve¯’v wK Dcv‡q cieZ©x Ae¯’vq cwiewZ©Z nq Zv 

eyw× Øviv †evSv hvq bv|  
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†`k, Kvj, cwieZ©bÑ GB cÖZ¨q¸‡jvi mv‡_ mwµqZvi aviYv hy³| GB 

Kvi‡Y eªvWwj mwµqZvi aviYvi mvnv‡h¨ e¯‘‡K e¨vL¨v Kivi cÖ‡Póv‡K we‡kølY 

K‡ib| Zuvi g‡Z kw³, wµqv, ej, Kg©, BZ¨vw` k‡ãi A_© mywbw`©ó bv n‡j GB 

me cÖ‡Z¨‡qi Øviv e¯‘‡K eY©bv Kiv hvq bv| kw³ ev ej hLb KvR Ki‡Z _v‡K 

ZLbB wµqvi D™¢e N‡U| eªvWwj e‡jb, “... force means force in exercisein 

other words, activity.Ó (Bradley, 1966 : 54) wµqvkxj kw³B Kg©| K‡g©i 

i‡q‡Q ỳB w`K| GKw`‡K i‡q‡Q cwieZ©b Ges Ab¨w`‡K i‡q‡Q Kvj ci¤úiv| 

cwieZ©‡bi KviY hLb e¯‘i ¯f̂v‡ei g‡a¨ wbwnZ _v‡K ZLb Zv‡K mwµqZv 

e‡j| mwµqZvi wecix‡Z i‡q‡Q wbw®ŒqZv| †Kv‡bv wRwb‡mi cwieZ©b hLb evn¨ 

cÖfv‡ei Øviv nq, ZLb Zv‡K wbw®ŒqZv e‡j| mwµqZv I wbw®ŒqZv ci¯úi 

m¤^Ühy³| †Kbbv wbw®ŒqZvi †ÿ‡Î Aci †Kv‡bv mwµqZvi cÖfve we`¨gvb _v‡K| 

myZivs, wbw®ŒqZv mwµqZv Qvov Am¤¢e| AvZ¥mwµqZv e¯‘i ¯f̂veRvZ n‡j Gi 

†Kv‡bv evn¨ KviY _vK‡Z cv‡i bv| wKš‘ cÖK…Zc‡ÿ KviY wfbœ wKQzB msNwUZ nq 

bv| eªvWwj e‡jb:  

Activity implies the change of something into something 

different. So much, I think, is clear; but activity is not a mere 

uncaused alteration. And in fact as we have seen, that is realy 

not conceivable. For Ab to become Ac, something else beside 

Ab is felt to be necessary; or else we are left with a flat self-

contradiction. Thus the transition of activity implies always a 

cause. (Bradley, 1966 : 54) 
 

ZvB mwµqZvi Rb¨ GKwU Dc‡hvMx Ae¯’v Avek¨K| GB Ae¯’vwU mwµq e¯‘i 

evB‡i Aew¯’Z| Dc‡hvMx Ae¯’vwUi cÖfve Qvov e¯‘i mwµqZv cÖKvk cvq bv| 

myZivs, hv‡K mwµqZv ejv nq, Zv GKvav‡i mwµq I wbw®Œq DfqB| wKš‘ 

GBiƒc Ø¨_©KZv eyw×MÖvn¨ bq|  

eªvWwj Gfv‡e wewfbœ cÖZ¨‡qi we‡køl‡Yi gva¨‡g m½wZc~Y© †Kv‡bv ZË¡ Lyu‡R 

†c‡Z e¨_© nb| d‡j ª̀e¨ ev wRwbm ej‡Z cÖK…Z A‡_© wK eySvq Zvi GKwU wm×všÍ 

Avm‡Z wZwb m‡Pó nb| wZwb e‡jb:  

A thing, if it is to be called such, must occupy some duration 

beyond the present moment, and hence succession is essential. 

The thing, to be at all, must be the same after a change, and the 

change must, to some extent, bepredicated of the thing. 

(Bradley, 1966 : 62). 

 

Kvj cÖev‡ni g‡a¨ cwieZ©‡bi avivq e¯‘i GKZ¡ hw` webó bv nq Zvn‡jB Zv‡K 

`ªe¨ e‡j ¯x̂Kvi Kiv P‡j| cÖK…Zc‡ÿ KZLvwb cwieZ©b n‡jI e¯‘i GKZ¡ eRvq 
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_v‡K Zv ejv hvq bv| e¯‘i GK‡Z¡i aviYv GKUv fveMZ welq| GB fve GK 

KvjvZxZ fve we‡kl| GBiƒc fv‡ei ¯x̂K…wZi Øviv `ª‡e¨i e¯‘mËv iwÿZ nq bv| 

†Kv‡bv wRwb‡mi GK‡Z¡i Abyfe Avgv‡`i Bw› ª̀qR AwfÁZvi ewn ’̄ welq| G 

Kvi‡Y hv‡K Avgiv e¯‘ e‡j wek¦vm Kwi Zv †Kej e¨envwiK RM‡Zi †ÿ‡Î mZ¨ 

n‡Z cv‡i| Gi †Kv‡bv cvigvw_©K mZ¨Zv †bB|  

eªvWwj AvZ¥m½wZ‡K gvb`Ðiƒ‡c MÖnY K‡i e‡jb, cigmËv c~Y© HK¨, 

me©MÖvnx, ALÐ ZË¡| Zuvi g‡Z, cigmËv ¯îƒcZ gvÎvnxb| c~Y©Zvi †Kv‡bv gvÎv 

n‡Z cv‡i bv| RM‡Zi cÖwZwU Dcv`vb‡K mËvi gvÎvi AvIZvq Avbv hvq| 

“Contrasted with the Absolute, everything is unreal. Yet nothing is wholly 

so. Everything partakes of Reality. Did it not, it would merely lie outside 

of, and so delimit Reality” (Sushil, 1967 : 197)| RM‡Zi cÖwZwU e¯‘‡K 

we‡kølY Ki‡j Zvi Zvrch© A_©vr fveMZ iƒc I Aw Í̄Z¡MZ iƒ‡ci g‡a¨ cv_©K¨ 

†`L‡Z cvIqv hvq| hv wKQzi Aw Í̄Z¡ I Zvrc‡h©i g‡a¨ Am½wZ eZ©gvb Zv‡KB 

Aefvm ej‡Z n‡e| gvbeRxe‡bi cÖwZwU As‡k GB `yB w`‡Ki Am½wZ eZ©gvb| 

†KejgvÎ e¯‘MZ Dcv`vb bq, Ae¯‘MZ Ggb A‡bK aviYv i‡q‡Q hv 

gvbeRxe‡bi Rb¨ Acwinvh©| ag©, ˆbwZKZv, Kj¨vY, AvZ¥v, Ck¦i BZ¨vw` aviYvi 

g‡a¨I GBiƒc Am½wZi mvÿvr †g‡j| d‡j G-mKj aviYv‡KI Aefvm ej‡Z 

nq| Z‡e eªvWwj wePvi K‡i †`Lvb, me Aefv‡mi ¸iæZ¡ GK iKg bq|  

eªvWwj Appearance and Reality MÖ‡š’i cÂwesk Aa¨v‡q Kj¨v‡Yi aviYv 

Av‡jvPbv cÖm‡½ ag©ZË¡ Av‡jvPbv K‡ib| eªvWwj g‡b K‡ib, a‡g©i aviYvi g‡a¨ 

we‡iva eZ©gvb| G¸‡jv nq GK‡`k`k©x, bv nq Ø¨_©K| Gi cigv_©Zv ¯x̂Kvi hvq 

bv| ZvB e‡j a‡g©i aviYv A_©nxb bq| eªvWwji `k©‡b Gi AZ¨šÍ D”Pg~j¨ wba©viY 

Kiv n‡q‡Q| †eb ag© cÖm‡½ eªvWwji g‡bvfve wb‡¤œv³ fvlvq cÖKvk K‡ib: 

True, Mr Bradley himself points out that the self-contradictory 

nature of religion places it at no disadvantage as compared with 

any other form of experience. Indeed there are other appearances 

with which it compares advantageously. There are degrees of 

truth and reality; and measured on that scale religion ranks very 

high. (Benn, 1962 : 422). 
 

a‡g©i mZ¨ e¨envwiK I AvcvZ ¯x̂K…Z| a‡g©i aviYvi AšÍwe©‡iva Gi cigv_©Zvi 

evaK| ag©Z‡Ë¡i Av‡jvPbv †_‡K Ck¦i m¤ú‡K© eªvWwji g‡Zi GKwU my¯úó 

iƒc‡iLv cvIqv hvq| GQvovI wZwb Essays on Truth and Reality MÖ‡š’i cÂ`k 

Aa¨v‡q ‘On God and The Absolute’ wk‡ivbv‡g Ck¦i cÖm‡½ we¯ÍvwiZ Av‡jvPbv 

K‡ib| Dfq MÖ‡š’i Av‡jvPbvq my¯úó nq †h, a‡g©i Ck¦‡ii aviYv Awawe`¨vi 

cigZ‡Ë¡i aviYv †_‡K Avjv`v| 
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a‡g©i †K› ª̀xq ZË¡ Ck¦i| a‡g© Ck¦i I Rx‡ei g‡a¨ m¤̂Ü ¯’vcb AwZ 

Avek¨K| wKš‘, eªvWwj c~‡e©B cÖgvY K‡i‡Qb m¤̂Ü GK ¯ŵe‡ivax aviYv| m¤^Ü 

¯’vwcZ nq `y‡Uv ¯Ẑš¿ I mmxg c‡`i g‡a¨| Avevi m¤^Ü Ges m¤^Ühy³ c`Øq 

Aci GK e„nËi mËvi AšÍfz©³ GBiƒc aviYv e¨ZxZ m¤^‡Üi †Kv‡bv A_© nq bv| 

Ck¦i I gvby‡li m¤̂‡Üi †ÿ‡Î ¯x̂Kvi Ki‡Z nq, gvbyl Ck¦‡ii evB‡i Aew¯’Z| 

wKš‘ Ck¦i †_‡K m¤ú~Y© ¯Ẑš¿ gvby‡li aviYv a‡g© ¯x̂K…Z bq| GgbwK †hŠw³K w`K 

†_‡KI G aviYv Am¤ú~Y©| Avevi Ck¦i n‡jv gvby‡li E‡aŸ© I evB‡i Aew¯’Z 

Aci GK mmxg mËv| gvby‡li B”Qv I eyw× †_‡K Ck¦‡ii eyw× I B”Qv c„_K| 

myZivs, ÁvZv I †fv³viƒ‡c Ck¦‡ii ¯K̂xq e¨w³Z¡ ¯x̂Kvi Ki‡Z nq| wKš‘ 

gvby‡li mv‡_ m¤̂Ünxb Ck¦‡ii aviYv Am½wZc~Y© k~b¨Zv gvÎ| Ck¦i gvby‡li mv‡_ 

m¤^Ünxb n‡j k~b¨Zvq ch©ewmZ nq| Ab¨w`‡K m¤̂Ühy³ n‡j AvZ¥we‡ivax Z‡Ë¡ 

cwiYZ nb| GB Dfqw`K iÿv Ki‡Z n‡j ¯̂xKvi Ki‡Z nq gvbyl I Ck¦i DfqB 

g~jZ GK ALÛ cigmËvi wfbœ cÖKvk| 

Ck¦‡ii aviYv GK mmx‡gi aviYv| aviYvwU Dcvm¨ I Dcvm‡Ki m¤̂‡Üi 

Dci cÖwZwôZ| Dcvm¨ Ck¦i DcvmK gvby‡li Øviv mxwgZ Ges Ck¦i gvbyl †_‡K 

c„_K mËv| a‡g©i Ck¦i e¨w³Z¡ m¤úbœ| GB Ck¦‡ii mv‡_ e¨w³ gvby‡li fw³i 

m¤úK© ¯’vwcZ nq| wKš‘, eªvWwji `k©b Abymv‡i, m¤̂Ühy³ †Kv‡bv wKQzi c‡ÿ 

cigmËv nIqv m¤¢e bq| Ab¨w`‡K Ck¦‡ii aviYv m¤̂Ü e¨vwZ‡i‡K MVb Kiv hvq 

bv| cÖm½wU wb‡¤œv³fv‡e e¨vL¨v Ki‡Z †`Lv hvq: 

...religious relationship requires that God should understand, 

will and love the worshipper, In other words, God is supposed to 

have personality. But any personality remains sundered 

internally by diverse demands of feeling, will and cognition. So 

God having personality becomes a finite being. Besides, God’s 

personality will repel the impact of other finite personalities of 

worshippers, with the result that the total union with God never 

becomes possible. Hence, both God and the religious experience 

remain incomplete, inconsistent and so ultimately they are 

appearances and not the Absolute. (Masih, 1990 : 380) 

 
eªvWwji g‡Z, a‡g©i Ck¦i I cigmËv Awfbœ bq; eis `yB wfbœ mËv| Ck¦i‡K 

cigmËvi GKwU we‡kl w`K I Aefvm e‡j we‡ePbv KivB AwaK hyw³m½Z| 

`k©‡bi Av‡jvP¨ welq¸‡jvi g‡a¨ AvZ¥vi aviYv AZ¨šÍ ¸iæZ¡c~Y©| A‡bK 

wPšÍvwe` AvZ¥v‡K wbZ¨ ZË¡ e‡j g‡b K‡ib| Dcwbl`xq `k©‡b AvZ¥v‡K cigvZ¥vi 

mv‡_ Awfbœ e‡j g‡b Kiv nq| cÖPwjZ †jŠwKK I `vk©wbK gZev`mg~‡n AvZ¥vi 

¸iæZ¡ m¤ú‡K© eªvWwj AZ¨šÍ m‡PZb wQ‡jb| wZwb GK_vI g‡b Ki‡Zb †h, 
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Acivci aviYvi Zzjbvq AvZ¥vi aviYv AwaK wbtmw›`»| wKš‘, m½wZi bxwZi 

gvb`‡Ð cigmËvi cwi‡cÖwÿ‡Z AvZ¥vi Ae¯’vb ch©v‡jvPbv Ki‡Z wM‡q eªvWwj Gi 

¯ŵe‡ivax ¯îƒc D‡b¥vPb K‡ib Ges mËvi gvÎvi aviYvi Av‡jv‡K D”PZi Aefvm 

e‡j D‡jøL K‡ib| eªvWwj Appearance and Reality MÖ‡š’i `ywU As‡k AvZ¥v 

cÖm‡½ Av‡jvPbvi AeZviYv K‡ib| cÖ_g Ask A_©vr ‘Appearance’ As‡k wZwb 

AvZ¥vi eY©bvq ‘Self’ kãwU e¨envi K‡ib| wKš‘ wØZxq Ask A_©vr ‘Reality’ 

As‡k wZwb AvZ¥vi msÁv wba©viY Ki‡Z wM‡q ‘Soul’ kãwU e¨envi K‡ib| Dfq 

As‡ki Av‡jvPbvi cwi‡cÖwÿ‡Z ejv hvq eªvWwj ‘Self’ A_ev ‘Soul’ †Kv‡bvwUiB 

cvigvw_©K mZ¨Zv ¯x̂Kvi K‡ib bv|  

eªvWwj AvZ¥vi wbZ¨Zv ¯x̂Kvi K‡ib bv| ZvB e‡j wZwb AvZ¥v‡K †Kej 

ÿY ’̄vqx †PZbvi cÖevn e‡j g‡b K‡ib bv| Appearance and Reality MÖ‡š’i 

wØZxq As‡k ‘Soul’ m¤ú‡K© eªvWwji e³e¨ AvZ¥v m¤ú‡K© wnDgxq aviYv‡K 

AwZµg K‡i| GB As‡k eªvWwj e‡jb, Aefvm mËv †_‡K m¤ú~Y© wew”Qbœ wKQz 

bq| eªvWwji g‡Z, AvZ¥v e‡j hv‡K ¯x̂Kvi Kiv nq †mB mËvi g‡a¨ ¸YMZ mgZ¡ 

iwÿZ nq| Kv‡ji avivq AvZ¥v GK fveMZ Av`k©| GB we‡ePbvq AvZ¥vi GK 

cÖKvi ¯’vwqZ¡ wZwb ¯̂xKvi K‡ib| Z‡e cigmËvi mv‡_ Zzjbvq GB AvZ¥v c~Y© 

m½wZm¤úbœ bq| AvZ¥vi ¯v̂Zš¿¨ GKUv gvÎv ch©šÍ ¯x̂K…Z nq| AvZ¥vi ¯v̂Z‡š¿¨i 

gvÎv cÖm‡½ ax‡i› ª̀‡gvnb `‡Ëi e³e¨ cÖwYavb‡hvM¨| wZwb Zuvi MÖ‡š’ welqwU 

wb‡¤œv³fv‡e Zz‡j a‡ib: 

Individuality carries the idea of a unity of distincts, something 

which includes, harmonizes and unifies many contents. 

Individuality, according to this notion, belongs to human self 

only in a limited sense, since it is not completely harmonious, 

though partly it is so. (Dhirendra, 1970 : 57) 

 

eªvWwj g‡b K‡ib †h, RxevZ¥vi GBiƒc aviYv e¨envwiK Rxe‡bi Rb¨I AZ¨šÍ 

cÖ‡qvRbxq| d‡j Zuvi AvZ¥vi aviYv wnDgxq aviYv‡K AwZµg K‡i GK cÖKvi 

¸YMZ mgZ¡ I e¨envwiK ¯’vqx mËvi iƒc cwiMÖn K‡i| eªvWwji g‡Z, AvZ¥v 

†hgb wew”Qbœ g‡bve„wËi aviv bq †Zgwb †Kej g‡bve„wËi avivi AwZwi³ ˆPZ‡b¨i 

wbivKvi HK¨I bq| eis ˆPZb¨MZ H‡K¨i mwµq mn‡hvwMZvq wewfbœ wPšÍv, 

Av‡eM, Kíbv cÖf…wZ g‡bve„wËi mymsnZ msMVbB AvZ¥v| Ab¨vb¨ e¯‘mn †`‡ni 

Zzjbvq AvZ¥v AwaK gvÎvq m½wZc~Y© ZË¡| ZvB mËvi gvÎv we‡ePbvq AvZ¥v 

D”PZi ¯’v‡bi AwaKvix| 

eªvWwj cigmËvi Aeqe wbg©vY Ki‡Z wM‡q Avgv‡`i mvaviY Áv‡bi RMr‡K 

Mfxifv‡e we‡kølY K‡ib| †h mKj cÖZ¨q Øviv RMZ‡K Rvbv hvq, Zv‡`i 
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cÖK…wZi g‡a¨ we‡iva Abym~¨Z n‡q Av‡Q| d‡j Gi Øviv ÁvZ RM‡Zi Ávb †h 

¯ŵe‡ivax G e¨vcv‡i eªvWwj wbtmskq n‡q e‡jb, RMr Aefvm| eªvWwj RM‡Zi 

¯ŵe‡ivax iƒc D‡b¥vP‡b e¯‘i gyL¨ I †MŠY ¸Y, `ªe¨ I ¸Y, ¸Y I m¤^Ü, †`k I 

Kvj, MwZ I cwieZ©b, Kvh©-KviY m¤^Ü, mwµqZv, ª̀e¨ BZ¨vw` cÖZ¨q¸‡jv‡K 

we‡kølY K‡ib| GB Kv‡h© wZwb wewfbœ cÖwµqv I †KŠkj Aej¤̂b Ki‡jI Gi g~j 

wfwË wQj m¤̂‡Üi aviYv| DwjøwLZ g‡Zi mg_©b †g‡j wcUvi wnjU‡bi e³‡e¨: 

The unreality of relations is the basis Bradley’s other 

paradoxical conclusions. He condemns as unreal all of the 

fundamental features of what we take to be ordinary things as 

well as things themselves. In part 1 of Appearence & Reality, 

Substantive and Adjective, Space and Time, Causality, Motion, 

Change, Activity and the Self are all examined and found to be 

unreal. ...Bradley employs various tactics, but his strategy is 

always the same: the phenomenon concerned is shown to be 

relational, or to depend upon relations, and thus to deserve the 

same fate as relations themselves. (Hylton, 1999 : 55) 
 

eªvWwj wPšÍvi †ÿ‡Î mKj ¯̂we‡ivax ZË¡‡K Aefvm e‡j‡Qb| mËv I Aefvm‡K 

mwVKfv‡e wPwýZ Ki‡Z wM‡q wZwb m~² hyw³i AeZviYv Ki‡Qb| ch©vß hyw³i 

Øviv weiæ×gZ LÐb K‡i wZwb Zuvi wb‡Ri wm×všÍ cÖwZôv K‡i‡Qb| hv wKQz 

m¤^Ühy³ ZvB-B ¯ŵe‡ivax GB cÖZ¨q‡K ¯̂xKvi K‡i wZwb RM‡Zi ¯îƒc e¨vL¨vq 

e¨vc„Z nb| †h mKj cÖZ¨‡qi Øviv e¯‘RMZ ÁvZ nq Zvi ¯îƒc D‡b¥vPb K‡i 

†`Lvb †h, H mKj ZË¡ †Kv‡bv bv †Kv‡bv cÖKv‡i m¤^Ühy³ A_ev m¤^‡Üi Dci 

wbf©ikxj| Gi d‡j wZwb wm×všÍ MÖnY K‡ib †h, e ‘̄RMZ Aefvm gvÎ| GKB 

Kvi‡Y wZwb Aci GK Zvrch©c~Y© wm×v‡šÍ DcbxZ nb †h, Aefv‡mi AšÍiv‡j 

mËv e‡j Aci GK Z‡Ë¡i Aek¨¤¢vex Aw Í̄Z¡ i‡q‡Q| 

Aefvm cÖm‡½ eªvWwji gZev` cieZ©x‡Z wewfbœ `vk©wbK KZ…©K mgv‡jvwPZ 

nq| †h m¤^‡Üi aviYvi wfwË‡Z wZwb RvMwZK e¯‘ivwR‡K ¯ŵe‡ivax e‡j cÖgvY 

K‡ib †mB m¤̂‡Üi cÖK…wZ cÖm‡½ wewfbœ `vk©wbK wewfbœ cÖkœ DÌvcb K‡ib| gwim 

j¨vwR‡ivDBR Zuvi The Structure of Metaphysics MÖ‡š’ eªvWwji Aefvm 

m¤úwK©Z g‡Zi mgv‡jvPbv K‡ib| Zuvi g‡Z, e¯‘‡K Aefvm ejvi A_© n‡jv e ‘̄ 

†KejgvÎ e¯‘ e‡j cÖwZfvZ nq Ges cÖK…Zc‡ÿ e ‘̄i †Kvb Aw Í̄Z¡B _v‡K bv| 

j¨vwR‡ivDB‡Ri g‡Z e¯‘ RMZ‡K Aefvm e‡j D‡jøL K‡i eªvWwj cÖ”Qbœfv‡e 

e¯‘RMZ‡K AjxK e‡j cÖwZcbœ K‡ib| j¨vwR‡ivDB‡Ri GB mgv‡jvPbv eªvWwji 

Aefv‡mi GKwU fzj e¨vL¨v| †Kbbv eªvWwj Aefvm‡K †Kv‡bv A‡_©B AjxK e‡jb 

bv| GB cÖm‡½ mykxj Kzgvi mv‡·bv e‡jb, “Bradley uses the term ‘illusory’ 

for what is ‘self-contradictory’, not for what is capable of being rubbed out 
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from existence, like a sensible illusion.” (Sushil, 1967 :77)| GQvovI iv‡mj 

Zuvi Our Knowledge of the External World MÖ‡š’ eªvWwj Kw_Z m¤̂‡Üi AmËvi 

aviYv mgv‡jvPbv K‡ib| iv‡mj g‡b K‡ib, m¤̂Ü‡K †Kv‡bv c‡`i †KejgvÎ 

¸Yvejxiƒ‡c Avjv`v Kiv hvq bv, †m¸‡jv cÖK…Z RM‡Zi ¯̂Zš¿ Ask| †m Kvi‡Y 

m¤^Ü‡K ev Í̄e e‡j ¯̂xKvi Ki‡Z n‡e| G cÖm‡½ eªvWwji e³e¨ n‡jv, wZwb 

m¤^Ü‡K c‡`i ¸Yvejxiƒ‡c Avjv`v K‡ibwb Ges †Kv‡bv cÖKvi m¤̂Ü‡KB wZwb 

c‡`i †Kej ¸Y e‡j D‡jøL K‡ibwb| D‡Ïk¨-we‡aq AvKv‡ii eP‡b †h m¤̂Ü 

i‡q‡Q Zvi wfwË‡Z iv‡mj eªvWwji mgv‡jvPbv K‡ib| eªvWwj g‡b K‡ib eP‡bi 

we‡aq wn‡m‡e hv e¨eüZ nq Zv m¤̂‡Üi GK RwUj Rvj Ges D‡Ïk¨c` e„nËi 

mËv| G cÖm‡½ mykxj Kzgvi e‡jb: 

For, even with regard to judgment in general, Bradley’s view is 

that what is asserted of a subject is no mere self-sameness, but 

‘both diversity in unity and identity in differenceÑ(the) subject 

being at once the whole or undivided and a special reality’ 

(Sushil, 1967 : 124).  

 

cÖK…Zc‡ÿ eªvWwj m¤^‡Üi ev Í̄eZv ev ¯v̂Zš¿¨ †Kv‡bvwUB A¯̂xKvi K‡ib bv| Zuvi 

g‡Z m¤̂Ü‡K Aefvm ev Aev¯Íe ejvi A_© Gi Aw Í̄Ë¡ A¯̂xKvi Kiv bq eis Gi 

A‡evaMg¨Zv wb‡ ©̀k Kiv|  

KzK DBjmb m¤̂‡Üi aviYv AbšÍ cðv`Mg‡b eva¨ Kivi †ÿ‡Î eªvWwji 

hyw³i mgv‡jvPbv K‡ib| wZwb e‡jb, hLb ỳwU c` m¤̂Ü hy³ nq Zvi A_© n‡jv 

c` ỳwUi mv‡_ m¤^ÜwU Awfbœ A_ev c`Ø‡qi g‡a¨ †h m¤úK© eySv‡bv n‡q‡Q Zvi 

Ask we‡kl| d‡j c` ỳwUi g‡a¨ Ggb †Kv‡bv cv_©K¨ _v‡K bv hvi Rb¨ m¤̂Ü‡K 

m¤^Ühy³ Kivi Rb¨ Aci †Kv‡bv bZzb m¤̂‡Üi Dcw ’̄wZ cÖ‡qvRb nq| d‡j, 

eªvWwj Kw_Z m¤^‡Üi Kvi‡Y e¯‘‡K †evaMg¨ nIqvi Rb¨ AbšÍ cðv`Mg‡bi 

cÖm½wU Ab_©K| wKš‘, KzK DBjm‡bi, m¤^Ü‡K c` ỳwUi mv‡_ Awfbœ A_ev c` 

`ywUi g‡a¨ †h m¤úK© eySv‡bv n‡q‡Q Zvi Askwe‡klÑ GB aviYv h_v_© bq| 

GQvov gwim wkøK eªvWwji Kvh©-Kvi‡Yi aviYvi A‡hŠw³KZv cÖwZcv`‡b hyw³ 

cÖ`k©b K‡ib| 

bvbvfv‡e mgv‡jvwPZ n‡jI cieZ©x `k©‡bi Dci eªvWwji `k©‡bi i‡q‡Q 

¸iæZ¡c~Y © cÖfve| eªvWwj BD‡ivcxq fveev`x `k©‡bi Ab¨Zg cÖavb `vk©wbK| Zuvi 

gZev` cieZ©x `k©‡b we‡kl cÖwZwµqv m„wó K‡i| Zuvi mgmvgwqK `vk©wbK g~i I 

iv‡mj Df‡q eªvWwji ZË¡welqK `k©‡bi D”P-cÖksmv K‡ib Ges eªvWwji `k©b 

Øviv cÖfvweZ nb| Z‡e eªvWwji fveev` g~i I iv‡m‡ji Dci Mfxi cÖfve 
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†dj‡jI GKUv ch©v‡q G‡m Zuviv †m cÖfve AwZµg Ki‡Z mÿg nb| G cÖm‡½ 

GKwU M‡elYv MÖ‡š’ wb‡¤œv³ Z‡_¨i D‡jøL †`Lv hvq:  

But as Russell’s own thinking developed, he found himself in 

complete disagreement with the idealist philosphy; so towards 

the middle of 1898 Russell rebelled against it. In fact Russell’s 

emergence from the idealist period was quickened by Moore 

who began to rebel against the ideadist view which he formerly 

adopted. As Russell later says, for some years I was a disciple 

of Mr. Bradley, but about 1898 I change my views largely as a 

result of arguments with G.E. Moore. (Sajahan, 1998 : 2-3) 
 

g~i Zuvi ÔThe Nature of Judgement’ I ‘The Refutation of Idealism’ bvgK 

cÖe‡Ü fveev` LÐ‡bi gva¨‡g ev Í̄eev` cÖwZôv K‡ib| Ab¨w`‡K m¨vgy‡qj 

Av‡jKRvÛvi ev Í̄eev`x `vk©wbK n‡jI eªvWwji `k©b Øviv Mfxifv‡e cÖfvweZ 

nb| †n‡M‡ji cieZ©xKv‡j `vk©wbK wPšÍvi †ÿ‡Î †h eûgyLx avivi weKvk N‡U 

Zv‡Z eªvWwji `k©‡bi Mfxi f‚wgKv i‡q‡Q| G cÖm‡½ ax‡i› ª̀ ‡gvnb `‡Ëi gšÍe¨ 

AZ¨šÍ cÖvmw½K| wZwb Zuvi MÖ‡š’ D‡jøL K‡ib:  

The importance of Bradley’s thought is not simply for the 

consummation that idealism reaches in it, but, perhaps more, for 

the vitality in introduces into philosophical speculation, 

provoking thereby a host of non-idealistic lines of reaction. 

Even for understanding such anti-Hegelian contemporary 

movements as realism, pragmatism, one has to understand the 

problems raised by Bradley and the solutions he offers. 

(Dhirendra, 1970 : 44) 
 

wesk kZvãx‡Z fveev`x `k©‡bi cÖwZwµqv iƒ‡c we‡kølbx `k©b, cÖ‡qvMev`x I 

Aw Í̄Z¡ev`x `k©‡bi D™¢e N‡U| Kvh©Z GB mKj `k©‡bi DrcwË‡Z eªvWwji `k©b 

kw³kvjx AbyNUK wn‡m‡e KvR K‡i‡Q|  

be¨ †n‡Mjxq fveev` cieZ©x `k©‡bi Dci Mfxi cÖwZwµqv m„wóKvix `k©b| 

GB `k©‡b RM‡Zi †gŠjZË¡‡K †hfv‡e e¨vL¨v Kiv n‡q‡Q cieZ©x wPšÍvwe`‡`i 

wbKU Zv weÁvb I mvaviY Áv‡bi `„wó‡Z †hŠw³K e‡j g‡b nqwb| d‡j fveev`x 

wPšÍvi wecix‡Z mËvi iƒc wba©viY A_ev RMr e¨vL¨vq Hiƒc †Kvb g~jmËvi 

AcÖ‡qvRbxqZv‡K cÖwZôv Kiv eªvWwji cieZ©x mgqKv‡ji we‡kl GK cÖeYZv 

iƒ‡c wµqvkxj n‡q I‡V| †n‡Mjxq fveev`x `vk©wbKMY mËv‡K ˆPZb¨¯̂iƒc e‡j 

g‡b Ki‡jI cieZ©xKv‡j ev Í̄eev`x `vk©wbK iv‡mj GB gZ‡K mgv‡jvPbv K‡i 

av‡c av‡c wbi‡cÿ GKZ¡ev‡` DcbxZ nb| Zuvi g‡Z, mËv gvbwmKI bq, 

RovZ¥KI bq, eis wbi‡cÿ| GQvov RMZ‡K Avw½K HK¨ iƒ‡c eY©bv Kiv‡ZI 

wKQz †hŠw³K Amyweav jwÿZ nq| GgbB †cÖÿvc‡U fveev‡`i cÖwZwµqv iƒ‡c 
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ev Í̄eev‡`i DÌvb N‡U| GB cÖwZwµqv m„wó‡Z eªvWwji `k©‡bi wQj AMÖYx f~wgKv| 

ax‡i› ª̀ †gvnb `Ë G cÖm‡½ e‡jb †h,  

“Realism is revived in modern times through a reaction against absolute 

idealism, mainly neo-Hegelianism, which culminated in the philosophy of 

Bradley in England”. (Dhirendra Mohan, 1970 : 296) 
 

ev Í̄eev` cÖ_‡g †MÖU weª‡U‡b I c‡i Av‡gwiKv‡Z weKvk jvf K‡i| †MÖU 

weª‡U‡b ev Í̄eev`x `k©‡bi cÖeZ©K n‡jb, wR.B.g~i I evUª©vÛ iv‡mj| g~i I 

iv‡m‡ji `k©‡bi cÖfve Av‡gwiKv ch©šÍ we¯Í…Z nq Ges †mLv‡b AviI QqRb 

ev Í̄eev`x `vk©wb‡Ki Avwef©ve N‡U| ev Í̄eev`x `vk©wbKMY Ab¨ A‡bK wel‡q 

wfbœgZ †cvlY Ki‡jI mvaviY Áv‡bi RMr mZ¨ GB wel‡q HKgZ¨ wQ‡jb| 

iv‡mj eªvWwji `k©‡bi Øviv Mfxifv‡e cÖfvweZ nb| GB e³‡e¨i mg_©b cvIqv 

hvq wb‡¤œv³ D×…wZ‡Z:  

“His adoption of idealism was mainly instigated by his teachers G.F. Stout 

and James Ward, his friend J.E. McTaggart and by his reading to 

Bradley’s Appearance and Reality and The Principles of Logic” (Sajahan, 

1998 : 2). 
 

  iv‡mj eªvWwji Appearance and Reality  MÖ‡š’i D”P-cÖksmv K‡ib Ges 

G‡K behy‡Mi m~PbvKvix e‡jI AwfwnZ K‡ib| wKš‘, wKQzKv‡ji g‡a¨B iv‡mj 

fveev`x `k©‡bi cÖfve KvwU‡q ev Í̄eev‡`i cÖwZ AvMÖn cÖKvk K‡ib| wZwb cÖ_g 

AvZ¥MZ fveev‡`i we‡ivwaZvi gva¨‡g wb‡Ri ev Í̄eev`x cÖeYZv cÖ`k©b K‡ib| 

eªvWwj wb‡RI AvZ¥MZ fveev‡`i we‡ivwaZv K‡ib| iv‡m‡ji g‡Z, g‡bi evB‡i 

e¯‘i GKwU ¯Ẑš¿ RMr bv _vK‡j Zvi Ávb nIqv m¤¢e bq| Avi Ávb nIqvi 

Rb¨ m¤^‡Üi aviYv AZ¨vek¨K| Ab¨w`‡K eªvWwj Zuvi `k©‡b mKj iKg m¤^Ü‡K 

¯ŵe‡ivax e‡j eR©b K‡ib| eªvWwj AvšÍim¤^Ü I evn¨m¤^Ü Dfq cÖKvi m¤^Ü‡K 

Aev Í̄e e‡j g‡b K‡ib| Aciw`‡K ev Í̄eev` GB m¤^‡Üi aviYv‡K Aej¤^b K‡i 

mËvi aviYv e¨vL¨v Kievi Rb¨ GB mgq cÖ ‘̄Z n‡Z ïiæ K‡i| ev Í̄eev` “which 

was then shaping itself both in America and England, founded on the 

attempt to atomize reality into relations and their terms.” (Muirhead, 1965 : 

283) iv‡mj GB mg‡qi ev¯Íeev`x wPšÍvavivi cw_K…r `vk©wbK| †h m¤^‡Üi 

aviYv‡K eªvWwj ¯ŵe‡ivax e‡j eR©b K‡iwQ‡jb, ev Í̄eev`xMY †mB m¤̂Ü‡KB 

Zuv‡`i `k©‡b ev Í̄e I †gŠj cÖZ¨q iƒ‡c MÖnY K‡ib| 

iv‡m‡ji mgmvgwqK Aci ev Í̄eev`x `vk©wbK wR.B. g~‡ii wPšÍvq fveev‡`i 

we‡kl cÖwZwµqv jÿ¨ Kiv hvq| g~iI eªvWwji `k©‡bi Øviv we‡klfv‡e cÖfvweZ 

nb| wZwb eªvWwji cÖwZfvi ¯x̂K…wZ w`‡q e‡jb, Awawe`¨vi †gŠwjK aviYvi †ÿ‡Î 

eªvWwji wbKU wZwb we‡klfv‡e FYx| g~i Zuvi ‘The Nature of Judgment’ I 



eªvWwji Aefvm fvebv 

 

 

89 

‘The Refutation of Idealism’ bvgK cÖe‡Ü ev Í̄eev` cÖwZôv K‡ib| g~i The 

Nature of Judgment (1899) cÖe‡Ü †`Lvb judgment-G `ywU fve (idea) wgwjZ 

n‡q †h wPšÍviƒc m„wó nq, ZvB-B judgment-Gi g~j jÿ¨| G‡K eªvWwj e‡jb 

mvwe©K A_© (universal meaning)| Ab¨w`‡K g~i G‡K e‡jb wPšÍviƒc (concept)| 

g~i e‡jb, GB wPšÍviƒc gb wbi‡cÿ| wZwb e‡jb, wPšÍviƒ‡ci gb-wbi‡cÿ ¯Ẑš¿ 

Aw Í̄Z¡ bv _vK‡j †Kvb wPšÍv wµqvB m¤¢e n‡e bv| Gici g~i 1903 mv‡j ‘The 

Refutation of Idealism’ cÖe‡Ü mivmwi fveev` LÐ‡bi gva¨‡g ev Í̄eev` cÖwZôvi 

cÖqvm MÖnY K‡ib| GB cÖe‡Ü fveev` LÐb Ki‡Z wM‡q wZwb ‘esse is 

percipi’ePbwU †e‡Q †bb| wZwb percipi kãwU wewfbœ A‡_© e¨vL¨v K‡ib| g~i 

†`Lvb †h, ‘percipi’ †K sensation ev thought A_ev Dfq A‡_© MÖnY Ki‡jI Zvi 

Øviv esse ev Aw Í̄Z¡‡K e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv| AvaywbK fveev`xMY Aw Í̄Z¡‡K wPšÍb 

A‡_© e¨vL¨v Ki‡Z AwaK AvMÖnx| wKš‘ g~i †`Lvb †h, ‘percipi’ †K wPšÍb A‡_© 

MÖnY K‡iI Zvi Øviv RMr e¨vL¨v Kiv hvq bv| jÿYxq †h eªvWwj mËv‡K †Kej 

wPšÍv¯îƒc e‡j g‡b K‡ib bv| ZvB g~‡ii D‡jøwLZ e³‡e¨i Øviv eªvWwji fveev` 

Kvh©Z LwÐZ nq bv| 

Dch©y³ Av‡jvPbvi cwi‡cÖwÿ‡Z ejv hvq, eªvWwji `k©‡b Aefv‡mi Av‡jvPbv 

AZ¨šÍ ¸iæZ¡en| †hŠw³Kfv‡e Aefv‡mi ¯îƒc wba©vi‡Yi ci AvZ¥m½wZi bxwZ 

Aej¤^‡bi gva¨‡g wZwb cigmËvi ¯îƒc wbY©q Ki‡Z mÿg nb| weªwUk 

AwfÁZvev` I cvðv‡Z¨i fveev`x `k©b, we‡klZ †n‡M‡ji eªþev` Zuvi `k©‡b 

Mfxi cÖfve †d‡j| ZvB wZwb AwfÁZvi RMZ‡K AvZ¨wšÍK Amr ej‡Z †hgb 

ivwR bb, †Zgwb G‡K cig mr e‡jI AwfwnZ Ki‡Z cv‡ibwb| eªvWwj e‡jb, 

RM‡Zi eûZ¡, ˆewPÎ¨, kZ©mv‡cÿZv, ¸Y I m¤̂‡Üi mgvnvi mKjB 

AvZ¥we‡ivac~Y©| †h mKj cÖZ¨‡qi Øviv RMZ‡K e¨vL¨v Kiv nq Zv‡`i 

†KvbwU‡KB GKwU wbw`©ó A‡_© MÖnY Kiv hvq bv| cÖ‡Z¨KwU aviYvi g‡a¨ i‡q‡Q 

we‡iva| eªvWwji `k©‡b AwfÁZvi RMr‡K Aefvm e‡j wbiƒcY Kivi cÖ‡Póv Zuvi 

wPšÍvi bT_©K w`K| wKš‘, weï× wb‡la (mere negation) A‡hŠw³K I Am¤¢e| 

bT_©K `k©‡biI GK m`_©K w`K i‡q‡Q e‡j wZwb `vwe K‡ib| eªvWwj Zuvi The 

Principles  of Logic MÖ‡š’ D‡jøL K‡ib, Ò...negetion presupposes a positive 

ground.” (Bradley, 1950 :114) Gi Av‡jv‡K wZwb wm×všÍ MÖnY K‡ib †h, hv 

wKQz AefvwmZ nq Zvi wbðqB GK m`_©K wfwË Z_v mËv i‡q‡Q| Aefv‡mi 

Aw Í̄Z¡ cigmËvi Aw Í̄Z¡‡K cÖwZôv K‡i| Aefv‡mi Ávb e¨ZxZ cÖvZ¨wnK Rxeb 

Am¤¢e n‡q c‡o| ZvQvov cÖwZwU Aefvm cigmËvq Ae¯’vb K‡i Ges mËv‡K 

AvswkKfv‡e wee„Z K‡i| †Kv‡bv AefvmB Pigfv‡e wg_¨v bq| Aefv‡mi GB 
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cÖK…wZi Kvi‡Y mËvi ¯Íi‡f` ¯x̂Kvi Ki‡Z nq| m½wZi gvÎv wePv‡i wewfbœ ¯Í‡i 

Aefv‡mi Ae¯’vb eªvWwji `k©b‡K we‡kl ¯v̂Zš¿¨ `vb K‡i| AefvmcyÄ 

cigmËvi e„nr‡ÿ‡Î Ae ’̄vb jv‡fi gva¨‡g A_©c~Y© n‡q I‡V| Zuvi g‡Z, 

Aefvm¸‡jv iƒcvšÍ‡ii gva¨‡g cigmËvq web¨¯Í nq| wKš‘ iƒcvšÍ‡ii cÖK…wZ I 

web¨v‡mi mvwe©K Ávb gvbexq eyw×‡Z aiv c‡o bv| Ab¨w`‡K Aefvm‡K eR©b 

Ki‡j cigmËv k~Y¨Mf© GK‡Z¡ cwiYZ nq| eªvWwj Aefvm‡K AjxK e‡j g‡b 

K‡ib bv| wZwb e¯‘RMZ‡K g‡bi aviYvgvÎ e‡jI g‡b K‡ib bv| wZwb AvZ¥MZ 

fveev`‡K AwZµg K‡i e‡jb, hw`I Avgv‡`i mKj AwfÁZv †Kv‡bv bv †Kv‡bv 

fv‡e ˆPZ‡b¨i mv‡_ m¤ú„³, wKš‘ Zvi Øviv RMZ‡K e¨w³ g‡bi aviYvq iƒcvšÍi 

Kiv m½Z bq| Aefvmcy‡Äi e¨w³ gbwbi‡cÿ ¯̂Zš¿ Aw Í̄Z¡ i‡q‡Q| Aefvm 

cÖm‡½ eªvWwji wm×všÍ n‡jv, Aefvm m‰eŸ©iƒ‡c Amvi ev AmËv bq| Aefvm‡K 

cigmËv eR©b K‡i bv, eis wb‡Ri g‡a¨ ’̄vb †`q| cigmËvi cwi‡cÖwÿ‡Z †h 

Aefvm hZ †ewk gvÎvq m½wZc~Y© I we¯Í…Z †mB gvÎvq Zv mËvevb| 
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