
INTBODUCl' I O N  

l.1, The i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  the n o t i o n  o f  * r e l a t i o n t  

R e l a t i o n ,  a n  i r p o r t a n t  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  c a t e g o r y ,  hao been 

d i s c u s s e d  e x t e n s i v e l y  b o t h  by I n d i a n  and R e s t e r n  t h i n k e r s .  

AB Klausner  and Kuntz remark,  ltNothing can b e  ?mown except  a o  

it  s t a n d s  i n  r e l a t i o n a h i p  t o  something e l s e .  R e l a t i o n s  a r e  

t h e  n e c e s s a r y  i f  no t  the  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  t h e  

e x i s t e n c e  09 a n y  o b j e c t  -- t h i s  c o u l d  be c a l l e d  a b - e l a t i o n  

Ir .I predicament.  I n  s p i t e  of i t s  impor tance ,  r e l a t i o n  has been 

d e s c r i b e d  as  a n  i n d e f i n a b l e  u l t i m a t e , 2  i n  view of t h e  complex 

n a t u r e  of t h e  phenomene deno ted  by it. B u t  what i s  t r u e  of 

t h e  c a t e g o r y  of r e l a t i o n ,  i s  t r u e  of almoot a l l  s i g n i f i c a n t  

p h i l o s o p h i c a l  c o n c e p t s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  keep ing  i n  mind t h e  

l i m i t a t i o n s  o f  d e f i n i t i o n s  of p h i l o s o p h i c a l  c a t e g o r i e s  i n  g e n e r a l ,  

me may c o n s i d e r  some d e f i n i t i o n s  of r e l a t i o n  t o  a r r i v e  at a n  

u n d e r s t a n d i n g  off t h e  phenomena s o  d e s i g n a t e d .  

The OxforC U h i v e r s a l  D i c t i o n a r y  g i v e s  a v e r y  broad 

d e f i n i t i o n  o f  r e l a t i o n .  R e l a t i o n  is,  I t tha t  f e a t u r e  o r  a t t r i b u t e  

o f  t h i n g s  which i s  invo lved  i n  c o n s i d e r i n g  them i n  comparison 

o r  c o n t r a s t  w l t h  e a c h  o t h e r ;  t h e  p r t i c u l a r  way i n  which one 

t h i n g  i s  t h o u g h t  of i n  c o n n e c t i o n  w i t h  a n o t h e r ,  a n y  c o n n e c t i o n ,  

co r respondence ,  o r  a a s o c i s t i o n  which c s n  bo conce ived  as 



n a t u r a l l y  e x i s t i n g  betmeen thingo.!" A more s p e c i f i c  def i n i -  

t i o n  i s  o f f e r e d  by J o ~ ~ E o ~ .  A r e l a t i o n  o r  r e l a t i o n a l  a d j e c -  

t ive  i s  def ined  by him as, "a type of a d j e c t i v e ,  whose meaning 

when analysed e x h i b i t s  a  r e fe rence  t o  some srrbstantive o t q a r  

than t h a t  which i t  c h a r a c t e r i s e s ; ?  O r ,  aga in ,  "A re1atio.n 

l a  properly def Lned a s  a  t r a n s i t i v e  ad jec t ive .  ' Johnson's 

d e f i n i t i o n  of r e l a t i o n  i s  I n  a d j e c t i v a l  terms. A d e f i n i t i o n  

i n  terms of mathematical concepts  is  g iven  by Whitehead and 

Russel l .  They remark, Ilk r e l a t i o n  as we & a l l  use t h e  term 

v i l l  be understood i n  ex tens ion .  It may be regarded a6 8 

c l a s s  02 couples  (x ,y )  f o r  which some func t ion  (x,y)  i s  t r u e .  n 
6 

In  o r d e r  t o  provide $01" t h e  aaymlretry of c e r t a i n  r e l a t i o n s ,  

t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n  l o  q u a l i f i e d  i n  a note  t o  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  

t h e  couples  i n  a ques t ion  have a sense. ' Commenting on t h i s  

d e f i n i t i o n ,  Parker observes  t h a t  t h e  m i t e h e a d - B u e ~ e l l  def'ini- 

t l o n  nay be c r i t i c i s e d  on t h e  ground t h a t  it oovers only 

dyadic r e l a t i o n s .  Ee p o i n t s  out t h a t  it can be modified t o  

g ive  it complete g e n e r a l i t y  and d e f i n e s  it a s  a c l a s s  of 

i n d i v i d u a l s  t o  whic3 some f u n c t i o n  P (x, y ,  2 . .  . . ) app l i e s .  8 

A s  he pu t s  i t ,  "A r e l a t i o n  i s  a many valued func t ion  i n  con- 

t r a s t  wi th  a simple concept,  which i s  a one valued func t ion  
9 

F ( x ) . ~  

There i s  a n  important d i f f e r e n c e  between t?.e clef i n i -  

t i o n o  given by Johnson and t h e  one given by Whitehead and 

Russel l .  Johnson t r e a t s  r e l a t i o n  as an adjective, a  



t r a n e i t i v e  one, of a  s u b s t a n t i v e ,  while t h e  l a t t e r  d e f i n i t i o n  

is  nore g e n e r a l ,  t r e a t i n g  it as a p red ica te  09 a  system invol-  

ving more than  one tern!. Both agree  i n  so f a r  as t hey  hold 

t h a t  a  r e l a t i o n  l p p l i e s  t o  more than  one ind iv idua l .  ?ie a l s o  

f i n d  t h a t  t h e s e  d e f i n i t i o n s  do not s 2 e c i f y  t h e  na ture  of t h e  

terms involved i n  a  r e l a t i o n .  The absence of such a  apeci- 

f i c a t i o n  i a  necessary i n  view of t h c  var ied  na tu re  of t h e  

relat -s  one comes a c r o s s  i n  t h e  course of an a n a l y s i s  of t h e  

d i f f e r a n t  k inds  of r e l a t i o n s .  

Another a inens ion  of r e l a t i o n  i s  brought out by Alelander.  

AccorClng t o  him, nhen a r e l a t i o n  r e l a t e s  c e r t s i n  terms a  ' .  

conncctec? mholo of t h e s e  terms nay be said t o  come i n t o  ex i s -  

tence .  31e says Wonceived i n  t h i s  concre te  f a sh ion  a r e l a t i o n  

may be descr ibed ae t h e  whole s i t u a t i o n  i n t o  vhich i t 8  te rms 

e n t e r ,  i n  v i r t u e  of t h a t  r e l a t ion . I1  Chat te r joe  r e i t e r a t e s  

t h e  sane i d e a  when he d e s c r i b e s  a  r e l a t i o n  as a ioru of o r d e r  

anong t h i n g s  whica belong t o  one syeter .  Ee r -zarks ,  "It 

holQs  betaoon two o r  nore t h i n g s  and br lnga  them t o g e t h e r  a s  

p a r t s  o r  as members of one mhole o r  s y ~ t e r s . ~ ~  The po in t  

t h a t  i s  enphasised he re  i s  t h e  element of u n i t y  t n c t  i s  i c p l i c i t  

i n  any r e l a t i o n a l  s i t u a t i o n .  It i s  t r u e  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  

d i f f e r e n t  views regard ing  tAe na ture  of t h e  un i ty  involved,  

and t h e  na tu re  of t h e  u n i t y  may a l s o  vqry depending upon t h e  

na tu re  of t h e  r e l a t a .  Sone form of u n i t y  anong t h e  tormd 

i s ,  however, an e s s e n t i a l  aspec t  of not ion of r e l a t i o n .  



i.2, T e s t e r n  vieme on r e l a t i o n  

The p h i l o s o p h i o a i  i e p o r t e n c c  of t h e  n o t i o n  of r e l a t i o n  

i o  o v i d o n t  i n  t h e  e x t e n s i v e  d i s c u s s i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  t 5 e  v a r i o u s  

q u e o t i o n c  i n v o l v a d  i n  t h s  a o n c e g t i o n  o r  r e l a t io : !  found i n  t h o  

p h i l o s o p h i c a l  l i t e r a t u r a .  :&viewlog t h e   observation^ of  many 

i d e a l l o t i c  and r e a l l o t i c  t h i n k e s c  of  t h e  P e s t  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d ,  

D a t t a  p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  t h r e e  g r o u p s  ~"roblenrs  have become 

prominent  i n  c o n t e ~ p o r a r y  l i t e r s t w e  r e g e r d i n ~  r e l a t i o n s ,  v i z . ,  

q u e ~ t i o n c  regnrd i f ig  t h o l r  n e t ~ : : : 2 y ~ L 3 ? l  c t a t u 3  i .c., t h 8  real 

o r  rinrc.%?. or e x i s t e n t i a l  o r  ~ u ' s s i s t e i ? t l & l  nature of r e l a t i o n s ,  

t h z l r  l o e i c a l  i r p l i c s t i o n a ,  l . e . ,  t h e  i n t e r n a l i t y  of e x t e r n a l i t y  

o f  r e l a t i o n s  an8 q u e s t i o n s  abou t  t h e i r  e p i s t e u o l o g i c a l .  v a l i d i t y ,  

i . e . ,  t h e i r  p e r c e > t u a I  o r  ~ o n c e p t u ~ l  n a t u r a .  Re a l s o  n o t e s  

t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a n  o v e r l a p p i c e  oC m e t s s h y s i c c l ,  l o g i c a l  snd 

o g i a t ~ m o l o g i c a l  q u e s t i 3 n s .  12 

D a t t z ' s  a n a l y s i s  r e v e a l o  t h a t  t h e s o  t h i n k e r 3  have a n a l y o e d  

r e l a t i o n  ac a g e n e r a l  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  c s t e g o r y .  i t e l a t i o n  a l s o  

a d ~ i t s  of c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  i n t o  d i f f e r e n t  c l a s c e o .  R e l a t i o n s  

nay bo c l a o s i f i e f  i n  t e r n s  o f  t38 n a t u r e  o r  numbcr of t h e  

t e r m  i n v o l v e d ,  t h o i r  l o g i c a l  p r o p e r t i e o ,  e t c .  The n a t u r e  

of ths o l c s o i f i c a t i o n s  va r i e s  dependiog upon t h e  c r i t e i i o n  

adop ted .  



1.3. Tho need f o r  a ~ t u d y  of Indian views on r e l a t i o n  

W study of t h e  phi losophica l  l i t e r a t u r e  r e v e c l s  t h s t  

a t t e n g t s  have also baon nade t o  examine i n  d e t a i l  t h e  var ioua 

ques t ions  involved i n  s p e c i f i c  r e l a t i o n a l  u n i t s .  This  i s  

p a r t i c u l a r l y  t r u e  of t h e  Indian sys t ens .  Yost of t h e  Indian  

sy9ten.s do not  examine r e l a t i o n  oo a genera l  category.  Fhougq 

one o f t h e  IndPan cys tens ,  t h e  NyEya-~aidesika holds  t h a t  t h e  

same r e l a t i o n  salcaviiys, u n i t e s  d i f f e r e n t  k inds  of r e l a t a ,  

r e l a t i o r ?  ~ r i t h o v t  r o - f e r c x e  t o  the  r z l a t a ,  h a s  r a r e l y ,  i f  e v e r ,  

been a subjec t  of d i scuss ion .  The re levance  of a  study of t h e  

views of' t h e  Indian systems regard ing  r e l a t i o n  has  been pointed 

out by Dravid. Hk? remarlss, 1'. . .only a profound knonledge of 

Ind ian  phi losophica l  d o c t r i n e s  would r e v e a l  as t o  how much 

d i v e r s i t y  o f  views h inges  upon a  c a r e f u l  drawing of d i s t i n c -  

t i o n s  i n  t h i s  f i e l a . r i 3  

1.4. The scope of t h e  study 

On t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  t h e  na tu re  of t h e  r e l a t a ,  

r e l a t i o n s  can be c l a s ~ i f i e d  i n t o  icetaphyoical, ep is temologica l ,  

l o g i c a l ,  l i n g u i s t i c ,  e t c .  In t h e  present  otudy t 3 e  views 

of f o u r  r e a l i s t i c  s y s t e m  of Indian J)lhiloaophy, v i e . ,  ~ y z y a -  

V a i  de s ika  , ~ a ~ k h y a ,  V i  d is t? idvei ta  and Dvai t s  regarding t h r e e  . . 
metaphysicel  r e l a t i o n s  and a n  ep is temologica l  r e l a t i o n  a r e  

examined i n  a  conpara t ive  franeolork. The r e l a t i o n s  taken up 



fOT f#tUdY are s u b s t a n c e - a t t r i s u t ~ ,  a h o l e - p a r t  and c a u s e - e f f e c t  

under  t > e  c e t a p h y s i c a l  t y p c  and c o g n i t i v e  r e l a t i o c  under t h e  

e p i s t o n o l o g i c a l  c a t e g o r y .  

Oi t h e  d i f f e r e n t  c ' z t a p h y s i c e l  r e l a t i o n c ,  o n l y  t h r e e  have  

been s e l e c t e d  and t h i s  neers t o  be j u s t i f i e d .  Co~raen t ing  on  

t h o  n a t u r c  02: u n i t y  i n v o l v e d  i n  a r e l a t i o n a l  s i t u a t i o n ,  

3 h a t t a c h m y n  p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t .  a d i s t i n c t i o n  can  be made betwcen 

two t y p e s  of  n b j e e t b v c  u n i t y ,  i?. d i n t i r e t i o n  t h a t  i s  n1t:ilar t o  

that betmaon a i l c t u r n i  k in$  and a r t i f i c i a l  class. 14 According 

t o  h i s ,  I n d i a n  p h i l o s o p h e r o  have concentrate.- ':  more on  r e l a t i o n s  

t h a t  f o r s  o b j e c t i v e  u n i t i e s  of t h e  f i r s t  t y p o ,  v iz . ,  t h e  n a t u r a l  

Bind. ?he r e l a t i o n s  t h a t  ?re i n c l u d e ?  by h i r :  under  t h i s  

c a t e g o r y  a r e  wh07.e-p%rt, c z u s o - e f f e c t ,  s u b s t a n c e - a t t r i b u t e ,  

u n i v e r s c l - p a r t i c u l a r ,  r e l a t i o n  of c o c t a c t ,  r e s o z b l a n c e ,  e t c .  1 5  

Of t 3 e s e ,  t h z  first f o u r  d i f f e r   fro^ t h e  r e s t  i n  i n v o l v i n g  

a p p a r e n t l y  i n s e p a r a b l e  t e r n s  and c o n s e q u e n t l y  posa s p e c i a l  

d i f f i c u l t i e s  mlien an a t t e n p t  i s  nade  t o  a n s l y s e  t h e r .  The 

probler .  o f  u n i v e r s a l s  h a s  been s tudiec ;  e x t e w i v e l y i 6  and h a s ,  

t > e r e f o r e ,  been 0 2 E i t t ~ d  i n  t h e  prsscint study. it l a  t r u e  t h e  

p r o b l o n  c f  c e u s a t i o n  h a s  a l s o  been i n v e s t i g a t e d  i n  d e t a i l .  17 

B c t  i t  h a s  been i n c l u d e d  h e r e  as t h o  p r o b l e c  of c a u s a l  r e l a -  

t i o n s h i ~  h e s  been n p p o a c h e d  f r o c  a d i f f e l - e n t  a n g l e  i n  t h i s  

s t u d y  . 



F u r t h e r ,  w c  f i n d  t h a t  " subs tance  ", W k i o i ~ ' ~  and '!cause 1' 

a r c  i n t e r r e l a t e 6  c o n c e p t i o n s  and need t o  be s t u d i e d  t o g e t h e r .  

Kany t h i n k e r s  Ijold t h a t  c a s u a l  e f f i c i e n c y  i s  sn i r rpor tan t  f e a t u r e  

of ~ u b o t s n c e .  S i r i l a r l y ,  d i s c u e s i n g  t h e  n o t i o n  of ca7.ise, 

matt p o i n t n  o u t  t h a t  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  change i q l i e s  t h a t  

t h e r e  i s  eor:ething t h a t  c h s ~ l g e s .  He says ,  '!The a s s e r t i o n  o f  

t h e  r e a l i t y  2nd i r ipor tance  of c a u s a t i ~ n  i n  t : le  e x i s t e n t i a l  

--lorlo", i s  tlzus t h o  a s s e r t i o n  o f  t h c  r e a l i t y  and impor tance  of 

coi?t inoouo p r o c o ~ s a s  an$ endur ing  cu2s ta ;ces  oiitIi in it. 11 
18 

T%se o b s e r v a t i o n o  have  s p a c i c l  e i g n i f i c a u c e  i n  a s t u d y  of 

I n d i a n  p h i . l o s o p h i c ~ l  s y s t e c o ,  rioms of vhicl;  r e l a t e  d i f  Reren t  

k i n d s  of r e l a t n  w i t h  t h s  he lp  qi t h e  caze r e l s t i o n a l  c a t e g o r y .  

The r e l a t i o n  between z e t a p h y s i c ~ l  and e p i c t e c o l o g i c a l  

c o n c e $ i o n ~  h a s  a l s o  bean  po in ted  ou t  by  m a y  t h i n k e r s .  Conmn- 

t i n g  on t h c  r e l a t i o n  betwee:; knowle&e a n d  t h e  c o n c e ~ ~ t i o n  o f  

nubs tance ,  Santaysna  rer!arirr ,  tgAll 2no;aledge be ing  f a i t h  i n  

an o b j e c t  p o s i t e d  snd p e r t i a l l y  descri 'bet? ,  is b e l i e f  i n  subs- 

t s r c e ,  i n  tho c t y t r o l o g i c a l  sense  of t h i s  word; it i s  b e l i e f  

i n  a t h i n g  o r  even t  e u b s i a t i n g  i n  i t s  own p l a n e ,  and wei t ing  

f o r  t h e  l i ~ h t  of Prsoa~leclge t o  exc. lore i t  e v e n t u a l l y ,  and pe r -  

haps naca  o r  d e f i n e  i t ,  r l9 S a n i a y s n s t a  view i o  no  doubt  

i n f l u e n c e d  by his r e s l i  s t i c  p reouppos i t  ions .  S t i l l ,  it 

b r i n g s  o u t  t h ?  r e l a t i o n  between t h 5  r e t a p h ~ s i c n l  cnd e p i s t o -  

r o g i c a l  views advocated  by p h i l o s o p h i c a l  syster: '~. TEl e 



phanonenon of knowledge 16,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t a k e n  up f o r  s t u d y  

under t h e  e p i s t e o o l o g i c a l  c a t ego ry .  There  a r e  t h i n k e r s  who 

deny t h a t  knowledge i s  r e l a t i o n a l  i n  n a t u r e .  But i n  t h e .  '. 
c o n t e x t  of t h e  r e a l i s t i c  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n  of t h e  e;:istcnce :of 

1, 

o::jecto independent  o f  t h e  e x p e r l a n c e r ,  t h e  p r o c e s s  of k6ow- 

l odge  does  i c p l y  sone k ind  of r e l a t i o n ,  thoug!~, t h e r e  a r e  

s i g n l i i c s n t  d i i P s r e n c e s  i n  t h e   view^ of t h e  d i f f e r e n t  ph i l o so -  

~ h i o a l  s y s t a c s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  n a t u r e  and number of t h e  t o r n 2  

invo lved  i n  t h i s  r e l a t i o n .  

T l e  .?ystar.s s e l e c t e d  f o r  s t udy  i n  t h i s  t h e s i s  a r e  r e a l i s -  

t i c  i n  t he i l -  approech t o  r e a l i t y  and e x y e r i e n c s .  The t e r n  

' E e a l i s c '  l o  de r i ved  f r o c  Let  i n  I res  - ~ e a n i n g  t h i n g .  R e a l i s t s ,  

i n  a broad s ense ,  a r e  t R o w  ah3 a r e  convtnced t h a t  t h i n g s  

e x i o t  i n  t h e i r  own right, withou t  n c c e s c e r y  dependence on t h e  

n ind .  They a r c ,  c t y n o l o g i c a l l y  s p e a k i a z ,  t h e  t h i n g - i s t s .  2 0 

W i 1 o s o p : ~ i c a l  s y s t e r s  can be r e a l i s t i c  bo th  i n  r ! e t a ehya i ca l  

and o p i s t e z o l o g i c a l  oenseo. E p i s t e 3 o l o g i c a l  r e a l i s m  h o l d s  

t h a t  t h e  o b j e c t s  of c x : ~ e r l e n c e  tire e ; : i s t e n t i a l l y  independent  

of c i n e  and t h e  c o g n i t i v e  p rocess .  Neta?hys%cal  r e a l i a n  

i n s i s t s  n o t  on ly  on t h e i r  e p i c t e ~ i c  independence of knowledge 

bu t  r .eta?hycal independence of and unli lcengss t o  n ind .  21 

It should  be k e p t  i n  n i n a  t h a t  one Rorn of realisc does  n o t  

n e c e s s a r i l y  i ~ p l y  t h e  o t h e r .  VQ f i n d  t h a t  s o r e  m e t a p h y s i c a l  

i d e a l i s t s  a r e  e p i s t e e o l o g i c a l  r e a l i s t s  and l i k e w i s e  sone 

r e t a p h y s i c c l  r e a l i s t s  a r a  e p i s t e c o l o g i c z l  n o n i s t s .  



four Ineis.:l s y s t o n s  s s l o c t o d  f o r  s t u d y  here are 

g e o o r a l l y  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  be r e a 1 i s : l c  i n  bo th  t h e  aensos. Some 

d o u b t c ,  however, have been cnpreosed  r e g a r d i n g  t h o  r o a l i s t i o  

n a t u r o  of ~&iirhyo, Conrent  i n g  or, t h e  r o s l l  cr. of  ~ ? h h y a ,  

p3rti r e r a r k ,  " l t  i s  not :.uitt a t y p e  of rea l i sc : . ,  f o r  it t a k o ~  

phonomce as i n  s 3 t c  way 2ue t o  t h 3  c n t a n g l e n e n t  of t b c  s u 5 j e c t  

(puruqa)  v i t h  t k a  o b j e c t  (p ra imrmi) ,  though t h a  l a t t e r  i s  f r e e  

i n  a r ~ t e r i z l  oenso. T a i ~  cn.51 i lerh' ly t;e o ~ b s c r i b e c i  t o  by 
22 any r o s l i s r - ,  n 3uL ho r o c o g c i 3 e s  t h z t  s & k n y a  i~ n e i t h e r  

c c n e i 3 t e n t  nor thorougfi i n  c a r r y i n g  oa t  t3Le  C o c t r i n ~ .  23 

s?it_khya is 2akon up 2:r stl:dy zlong w i t h  t h z  o t h e r  r e a l i c t i c  

sye te r :  i n  t h e  p r a s a n t  i n v o s t i g - - t i n n  ao ouc5 a s t u d y  would 

b r i n g  o u t  t h c  a p x 1 2 1  p r o b l u r s  encoun te re?  by a s y - t e n  v ~ h i c h  

ar2voeatec e p i s t e m 1 3 g i c a l  r o a l i m  a n d , z e t e g h y c i c a l  d u a l i o n  

of a c ? e c i f  t e  kind.  

1.5. The A i m  of t h o  Study 

The zi-; o i  t h e  p resen t  o tudy i s  .to e x a c i n e  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  

i s s u e s .  

I .  TI:: e z t e x t  t o  which t h o  v i w s  of tizeee s y s t e c o  r e g a r d i n g  

t h e m  t h r a e  c e t n p h y s i c s l  ro1ntio:':r r e f l e c t  s n 3  j u s t i f y  t h e i r  

m t a p h y s i c a l  r e a l i a c .  

2 .  Tho 1 r . t s r - r ~ l s t i o n s ,  i f  a n y ,  ".:.RE t h e  v i e o i ~  r e g a r d i n g  

d i f f e r e n t  n a t a p 3 y s i o a l  r e l a t i o n s ,  



3. Ti12 d e g r e s  t o  which t!w v i e n o  o f f e r e ?  r e g a r d i n g  c o g n i t i v e  

r c l a t i o n  i n p l y  a p i s t e o n o l o g i c a l  r e a l i s m .  

4. T i o  r e l a t i o n ,  i f  any,  b e t m e n  t h e  n e t a r h y s i c a l  and e p i s -  

t e m o l o g i c a l  vie ,ns of t m s u  c y s t e o s ,  

5. The p o s s i b l o  s o u r c e s  of v a r i a t i o n  11 t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  

a x i l y o i o  o f f  e r e 0  by s y s t e r ? ~  s!mrl!~g t 3 2  same ms taphyo ica l  and 

o p i s t e a o l o g i c a l  o r i e n t a t i o n s .  

6. F o i n t o  ol' s i m i l a r i t y  nn5 d i f f e r e u c e  betwezn t h e  a p p r o a c h  

adopteB by Xeotorl? anZ I n d i a n  r o 3 l i c t i c  s y z t c r a  t o w a r d s  

g r o b l e c s  of c x w o n  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  i n t e r e s t .  

I n  vier1 of t 8 e  P.cct t k t  l;hf r e l a t i o n a l  u n i t  t s e l e c t e d  

f o r  a t s d y  a r e  no t  uniquc t o  t h e  I n d i a n  t r u e i t i o n ,  it i s  a l s o  

b e i l e 7 ~ o d  t h a t  t h e  s t s d y  wouEl p rov ide  n o a  i n s i g h t s  i n t o  t h e s e  

t r a d i t i o n a l  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  p r o b l e s s .  P o i n t i n g  ou t  t h e  v a l u e s  

of c o ~ l g s r a t  i v e  ph i losophy ,  Balm s a y s ,  "New i n s i g k t  :tn i n t o  o l d  

p h i l o o c p h i e s  csn  r e s u l t  f r o n  s e e i n g  t5cn f rom new p e r e p e c t i v e s ,  

c h a l l e n g i n g  thee mlth cew aucs t l ;on=,  ail8 s u b j e c t i n g  the-:  t o  now 
!, 2 6: 

c r i t i c i s m s .  Te bbcliev.2 t!:& o c o n n a r a t i v e  approach, in 

n p i t e  o f  t 3 e  d i P P i c c i t i e e  i n h e r e n t  i n  c o c p a r z t i v e  ph i loagphy  

i n  genere; ,  docs pr'1vld3 nc81 i n s i g h t s  a p a r t  Yror  r o v e e l i n g  

s i o i l a r i t i e s  and d i f f e r e n c e s  b c t w ~ s n  t h e  p h i l o s o p h i c s l  a n a l y s i s  

o f f e r e 3  by e y s t e y s  b e l o n g i n g  t o  t h e  S m : 0  t r s d i t i o t ?  as w e l l  as  

d i f f e r e n t  t r e 3 i t i o n c .  


