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PREFACE

This is a collection of critical essays on a variety
of philosophical questions. Some of them are of long
standing, having been discussed throughout the ages.
Others are of more recent origin and, therefore, are
still controversial. The philosophical question arising
from the discoveries of modern physics are treated very
briefly in the essay which appears as the title of the
book. The concluding chapter is specially written, and,
dealing with the most fundamental question of philo-
sophy, rounds up the discussion of a variety of topice
in all these essays.

All the chapters are self-contained, each dealing
with a particular problem or a complex of inter-related
.problems. Nothing need be said about them by way of
introduction. The only exception is the first essay. I
deals with the philosophical consequences of modern
science, and therefore, in its present form, is bound to
be rather fragmentary. As a matter of fact, it is a
fragment of a bigger book — “The Philosophical




Heresies of the Twentieth Century

Consequences of Modern Science” — written over a
number of years, and expected to be published before
long. T wrote the book in jail. Shortly before my
release, I came to know of Sir Mohammad Suleiman’s
thesis bearing the title “Heresies of the Twentieth
Century Physics”. Having had been engaged for several
years in the investigation of the question, whether the
discoveries of modern physics really compel the serap-
ping of the concepts of substance and causality, I was
naturally very interested in what Sir Suleiman had to
say. 1 was concerned neither with the technical
scientific aspect of the controversy, nor with the mathe-
matical calculations. My concern was with the logical
philosophical deductions. Of course, the deductions
could be made only from a correct understanding and
proper appreciation of the scientific discoveries and of
the abstract mathematical language in which fthey are
stated. But the thing in Sir Suleiman’s thesis which
struck me was that, while insisting that rational think-
ing would be impossible without the concepts of subs-
tance and causality, he pointed out the “heresies of the
twentieth century physics” which, also in his opinion,
have discarded those concepts. His “new theory of
gravitation” or the critique of the theory of relativity
were not the subjects of my discussion for the time
being, although I incidentally pointed out that his “New
Theory of Gravitation” was not an improvement upon
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Einstein, but a reversal to Newton. The merits of his
mathematics I did not touch at all. I only wanted to
point out the contradiction between his professed
philosophical views and the Eddingtonian appreciation
of the consequences of the modern physical theories.
The crass contradiction could be explained only by
assuming that Sir Suleiman did not take the trouble of
approaching the problems independently, having taken
on their face value the authoritative views of leading
physicists like Eddington, Jeans, Bohr, Heisenberg and
others. His lectures in presenting his Thesis bore out
the assumption. Therefore, I thought it would be
helpful if someone drew his attention to the fact that
the problems could be approached from different angles.
I did no more than that in my essay, which sought to
prove that the discoveries of the twentieth century
physics did not make such fundamental concepts of
philosophy as substance and causality untenable.

Upon the publication of this essay as a series of
avticles in a periodical, Sir Suleiman was kind to take
notice of them, and sent in his reply. It was also
published as a series of articles in the same journal.
But unfortunately, in his reply, Sir Suleiman altogether
missed my point. He extensively quoted opinions of
leading scientists to disprove my contention that
modern physics does not discard the concepts of subs-
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tance and causality. Unless the reply meant a repudia-
tion of Sir Suleiman’s own view that without those
fundamental concepts no rational thinking is possible,
it was all pointless. Therefore, I did not think 1%
was necessary for me to meet Sir Suleiman’s somewhat
irrelevant aspersions against Marxism which, in his
opinion, had prejudiced my approach to the problems
under discussion. If Sir Suleiman has changed his
philosophical views since he delivered his lectures, then,
his position is quite consistent. Otherwise, he cannot
logically find fault with my appreciation of the philoso-
phical consequences of modern physics. My appreciation
is that, in the light of modern discoveries, the concepts
of substance and causality must be re-stated. The
concepts remain; only new contents must be put into
them. That is my heresy. The heresy, therefore,
amounts to a defence of Materialism which, in my
opinion, has been reinforced by the discoveries of
modern science, instead of being exploded, to be
replaced by a neo-spiritualist mysticism.

All the old problems treated in the other essays
have been approached from this heretical point of view.
The judgement about the result is left to the readers.

Dehradun,
December, 1939. —M. N. Roy.
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Addressing the National Academy of Sciences on
the 13th and 14th Chapters of his treatise on “‘a new
gravitational theory”, Sir Shah Suleiman spiritedly
defended the reality of matter. That is a bold position
to take tip in these days when authoritative scientists
like Eddington have made fashionable the fiction that
modein physics has discarded the concepts of substance
and causality. Sir Suleiman’s defence of matter, how-
ever, is seriously weakened by his rejection of the
theory of relativity which is the  technical-scientific
thesis of his paper. While on general prihcip]e his
-defence of matter is sound, his criticism of new physi-
cal theories is not only fallacious, but appears also to
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