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Abstract:

"Dr. Allama M. Iqbal delivered a series of seven

addresses for the renaissance and resurgence of religious

thought of Muslims which later on printed under the title

of "The Reconstruction of Religious Thought in Islam". In

these addresses, he tried to rejuvenate and awake the the

Muslims of sub-continent regarding development of

modern age knowledges of science and philosophy. He

also focussed on a degree change in Muslim thought with

reference to back-dated mysticism. Therefore, being the

amalgam of Philosophy, Science and Religion, these

addresses became hard to understand for a layman. In

this article the causes of complexities of these addresses is

brought into limelight."
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


 Plato
 Kant  Pr ofes so r  Rougier  Zeno  Russel l

 Goethe  Nietzsche 


 Newton  Hobbes





 Thomas  Cantor  Sir. William  (Hamilton)  Hegal 
 McTaggart’  





 Hume, David 

 





  

















 
 

 





"Six lectures is highly technical work and it requires good

acquaintance with recent development in modern science

and philosophy"(4)


















 









"It seems that every culture has a form of Naturalism

peculiar to its own world- feeling; and it further appears

that every form of Naturalism ends in some sort of

Atomism. We have Indian Atomism, Greek Atomism,

Muslim Atomism, and Modern Atomism to regulate

thought and conduct. In so far as the ultimate nature of

Reality is concerned, nothing is at stake in the venture of

science; in the religious venture the whole career of the

ego as an assimilative personal centre of life and

experience is at stake. Conduct, which involves a decision

of the ultimate fate of the agent cannot be based on

illusions."(6)














 








   
   










 


   
















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mathematician Bertrand Russell have tried to refute

Zeno’s arguments from their respective standpoints. To

Bergson movement, as true change, is the fundamental

Reality. The paradox of Zeno is due to a wrong

apprehension of space and time which are regarded by

Bergson only as intellectual views of movement."(10)
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