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~Abstract>

A. N. Whitehead’'s Theory of Perception
and Aesthetic Experience

Yoon, Ja Jung Dong-But Untyersdhy?

For Whitehead, actoal farfs are smply asethefic facts, Whitehead's
philosophy 12 simply  agetheficlem,  and his philosophical svetem
iftoelf is simply  aesthefics.  Tef Whiteheads aesthefics is much
more than a “philosophy of aprf” in the fradifions] sense. The
former is composed of finy units of actualifies which make up
pompler orpamieme and whose oounterparte extend through the
whole universe. The dualism befween expetrience in peneral and
aesthetic experience in particedar js merely a sort of dogma in
Whiteheads philosophy of orgamism He uses “the nature of
apsthetic experience® and “the assthefic nafure of experience”
inter-chanpealls.

Whiteheads swstem posite universal conditions {cateporeal
obligations] as 4 basis for any experience. These conditions
cofncide with principles, which sestheficians have appealed to
in undevstanding assthetic experience. Insofar as Whitehead's



list of cateporeal oblipations is adequate and owherent fo
inferpret experience, Whitehead is able fo characferize the
upiversal nafure of an aeethetic experience. This, in effect,
means that the inguiry of apsthetic experience is based on the
ingquiry of experience in peneral.

The aim of this essay is fo elucidate apethetic experience
throuph Whitehead's theory of perception. I ressarch aesthetic
experience  through  Whiteheads thoupht berause of his
succeseful  explanation of the nature of aesthetic experience
through his explanafion of the nafure of human experience.
Aesthefic experience has fhe following three feafomres {10 The
diral aspect of subjecfive feeling and fhe objective, formal it
op structoare that ie felt in such experience. (3 The dual aspect
of  disinterestedness, which implies that the objert s
experienced for its owm sake, and detachment, which stresses
emotional  distance. {3) The dual aspect of perceptis)
presentation fo the senses and imaginative amplification, and a
dimension of lusion counterbalancing this presentness.

Accopding  to Whitehead's fheory of perception, aesthefic
experience acoords with symbolic reference and the fwo modes
of perception-perception in the mode of causal efficary and
perception in the mode of pressufational immediacy. Aesthetic
gxperience is  representafive of “value  experience”, which
Whitehead fakes as the bass of all experienve. In this essay I
seek an adecquate apcount of agsthefic experience which explaine
the above three feafures.
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~Abstract>

Beyond Subjective Relativism
A Whiteheadian Solution

JinSun Fork Clarement Groduate Schedl?

This paper aims to explope two main theoties in Whitehead's
Epistemology—hard-core commeon sense and 4 nonsensationist
doririne of perception—in order fo provide a criferion with
which fo measmive the adequacy of all fheories. 1 arpue that
providing such 4 criferion is necessary o overcome  fhe
inadequacy of subjective relativiem, which wunderstands all
poinfe of wiew as being equally valid. As a pesulf of this
relativistic worldview, a moral confusion of oilfures and values
has deweloped. A common criferion can be g puideline fhat
provides a, path out of this confusion.

Whitehead finds sich commonsense criferia in  practice.
Arcording to Whitehead, there are umiversal presuppositions in

70 6



our evervday life. Even though these ideas can be denied
worbally, they will nonetheless continue fo be presupposed in
praciice. David Griffin calls these idess hard-wore commonsense
notions. The examples of hardoore commonsense notions
discussed in this paper are freedom, causafion, fruth as
purrespondence, and value. Anvone whe attempts to arpue that
we have no knowledpe of such ideas would show in that wery
art that the knowledpe of wmich ideas was being presupposed
Because we connot live without these notions in our daily life,
we should not deny fhem in our theories. Therefore, because
hard-core commonsense nofions cannof consistently be denied,
they can provide criferia fo test all theories. To suppot the
farf. of hard-core oommonsense nofions, [ alss  explore
Whitehead's nonsensafionist epistemology and explain how we
can have knowledge of these notions.

Heywords © Whitehead, Whiteheads Epistemolory, Process
Thought, Commen Sense, Hardcore Commonsense Notions,
Nopsensafioniem, Perception, Relativiem, Fresdom, Causation,
Truth as Corpespon detce, Value
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~Abstract>

A. N. Whitehead and Requisites for
Social Progress

—With Specia Reference to Political Reform in Korea—

i, Hwrhwee rditve for Feaoe Studies, Koreo Universihy)

In sympathy with E. Burke, who was frving to penefrate the
magnetic  force  of community  and  conceptualized it as
‘prejudice’, or in ofher words use and wonf, A N Whitehead
also emphaszed a ‘routine’ underlving historical process and
even called it ‘the God of every social evstem!. We can easily
understand Whiteheads conception of routine by reference fo
his following rematks “Now it is the beginning of wisdom fo
understand that social life is founded wpon routine. Unless
soijety ds  permeated, throuph and threuph  with  roufine,
cwvilization wamishes. So mamy  sociological doctrines, the
produrte of aprfe intellects, are wrecked by obliviousness fo this
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findamental sociological truth.”

Routine implies difficulties in social change, because changs
in  moutine & prerequisite for sodal  change. What s
Whiteheads solution to social change? It is an ‘adwenture of
ideas’ bevond rofe learning The 17th cenfury in the Wesf, the
pentury of penius, iz o pood example of sodal change It is 2
mafter of common knowledpe that the Sclentific Revolufion of
that fime and ifs oonfeibution fo modern dvllization was
ulfimately based on the advenfure of ideas of penmius. In
poptrast to the Weet, howewer, Horesn infellectuals in the 17th
penfury  sfronply  emphasized fhe rofe  Tearning of the
tradifional knowledpe, neo-Confucianjem. If was a kind of a
reign of acquiescence in which the advenfure of ideas was
exfremely obstructed. It follows that political reform in Horea
at that time was impossible and therefore paved the way fo
the tragedy of Korean history abt the end of the 19th cenfury.

We Horeans are, now, living in the age of Globalizafion. I is
another kind of preat challenpe to us. To cope with this
challenpe and to avoeld the repefition of the fragic histery in
Korea, we have to encourage the advenfure of ideas over rofe
learning in order to remeld the routine of Horean society.
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~Abstract>

A Comparative Study between Whitehead
and Only-Consciousness Metaphysics

Zomok S Yourg—hin Kim

What is Realify? This question has been perhaps the most
difficolt  question o answer in  philesophy. In  Western
philosophy reality has penerally been understood as ousia op
substance, whereas in Eastern philosophy realify has penerally
been understood as relation or process. After 20 centuries,
however, the Western philosopher A N, Whitehead seeks to
view the wotld 2z composed of an intercormected, dynamic and
fluent process. In this essay we compare Whitehead's onfology
with the Eastern onfology, eepedally the Buddhist ontology.

Buddbiem understands that evervthing must hawe a cause
and effect. To explain caunsalify, we explore Only-consciousness
in Buddhism, which is called alows. To answer causalify, we

/ . 133



also  explore Whiteheads onfology. Two  relipious  and
philosophical positions, Buddhist philosophy and Whiteheadian
philesophy, theugh distinet in tradifion and colture, express
their views of metaphysics smilarly. Everything in the wotld is
inferdependent and inferactive. Through the smilarity of the
two positions, we find o common meeting point of Western and
Eastern philosophy.

This paper proceeds in the following way firet, we lay out
the basc aspects  of  Whiteheads onfolopy  and  of
Only-consciousness, Second, we desceibe the notion of actug)
entity, which plays g dominant role in Whifeheads onfology.
Third, we develop the nofion of alowe, which ie fhe key
pomponent of Only-onsciousness.
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~Abstract>

A. N. Whitehead and Wonchuk's
Yogacara Buddhism

Sarg=ll Kim (Henshin Uriversity)

Unlike the case of the San-lun and Hua-ven schools, a sharp
pontrast occurred between Chinese and  Korean thinkers
poncerning Topacara Buddhism. Topacars Buddhism is the best
example of differences befween Horean and Chinese fhought. AL
the oufset of this presemtation [ briefly discuss the historical
background of Yogacara Buddbism, but wdll omit Indian
Togacars, and focus on the Chinese and Horean forms.

Wonchuk and Kui-chi both studied under Hsuang-teang but
thelr interprefations of Topacara doctrine differed preafly. I will
fipst discuss the theoties of the ti-lun { ) and ghe-lun ()
schools and relate them fo fa-hsiong, since they precede
Hui-chis fo-hsiong { ) 1 also discuss fr-hsicng fopether with

C ) / 165



Wonchuk rather than with #i-lun and she-lun because fo-hsiang
shows a cear-cuf confrast with the Wonchuks Siming Scheol
{ ).

The fa-hsiang doctrine cafegorized human beings infe five
species according to the purity or impurity of the Buddha
pature within them, and typolopized homan oonsciouspess into
four divisions according fo copnitive function. Wonchulk opposes
thiz theory amd cafeporization by insisting that we understand
the human mind as One Mind{ ). Previoudy, the #i-lun and
the she-luns Poromartha presupposed a2 ninth vimans, the
amalavijnana, in order to overcome this error, but their efforts
intensified rather fhan solwed the problem. So  Chinese
Topacars, in peneral failed fo escape fhe fallaces of Efernalism
and Annihilationism.
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~Abstract>

The Principle of the Cosmic Change
and Process

Eol'?d; Sc:lr'g _K}'Ur'l

I this essay [ study the issue of time’ I compare Time' in
process philosophy with ‘fime' in Jeung San Do, T also compape
the ides of fime' in Western philosophy with thaf in Orienta)
philosophy. In Oriental philosophy, fime ie decolafive while in
Western philosophy time is straightforward. The model of a
straightforward perspective of fime in the Ocoidental world
opipinafes from Aristotles philosophby, Christian philssophy and
Newtonian nafural sclence. From this perspective, fime flows
straightforward. On the other hand, from the perspective of
fime in the oriental world, especially from the perspective of
drodative time in Jeung San Do, time and space are nob
separated. It is based on the cdroulative characteristice of
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Tin-Tang and the Five Primary Substances {metal, wood, water,
fire, and earth).

Whitehead does not understand fime as reversible. Teb his
perspective is that fime is reproductive. This perspective impliss
that time droulafes. Whitehead expands the possbility of a
droative perspedtive as a logical sfructure of thoupht by
stating the possibility of fime reproduction and  his
understanding of the exfensive space-time continuam

Both Whitehead and Jeung San Do share common feafures
in  their mderstanding of time’. Both see fhat in the
pontinuore chanpe of fime, we find a cerfain patfern and order.
Also, time does nof flow straightforward, but is an orpanic and
pircal ative system with the beginming and the end conmected.
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