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i Aol o] YetE AEFORH <17 A
a4 ek Ad ARe A2 AY Loy
HH

oheh, AEA SAEHL 9
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gYdol JdESoT Aoje 2 A ZH(John Locke)2 <l
A NdE e85tE 2AE FAHeRE FEI Ao A A5t
of Atdt &Yy =AY ANEE EYUOHY. o= 1T
SEE A4S AT Akn Fgerel AAol o4 A A
1) H2 £2E FUZ(post-humanism) B-E0] FZ8H Solux ok W
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| 7F(Tom Regan)3)

2) C. Hartshorne, “Personal Identity from A to Z,” Process Studies vol. 2 (1972):
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o] B9y BUHE, 2002), pp. 160-188. e, TH714 Ztol A <14
o] FYA #e vy, THR=F, A6sy A2 (2012): pp. 201-220.

3) Tom Regan, The Case for Animal Rights (Berkeley: Univeristy of California
Press, 1983) F=x. #H71& LEV dEIdT =YX A7 de &
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8) Bz, (5Ee] BA A g, TaEdT 83 (2011), p. 59.

9) Mekthdets], Tkt d st (324, 2001), p. 84.
10) Wz, FeEde] EAe e Adde,
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o kol otdE & & Atk Avlde FEol 27w 1LEH
FHetolet= ol TSt Qlth AZbE A FEojth Azt
oA LEolgte A L Axol wek fEo EH5¢S o/
T 8l Aotk T YAl ATA" AA ] g AAsEE A
Yal sk 2882 AJolo dHA & of “d5 s9& AY
© TEEC 99, & AT TokA ¢S oS ThA A o,
Foe olge B4R FootA AT AYre AYal Ao
© Aotk ofggt AAA I “oldo it BT LYY
A A principle of equal consideration of interests’S 19 &3t
SE72 AAR) oA =y #dE WE o $eE9
ol g FdFE e Ze AFEY odE FEoHA 2H
ot gtk AAfolthd) aBER Aofo =AloA “&E A<l
AL HHAolojop drp e Aotk AtgrEo]l AAste A
o 84Y ¢ Qe A2 U ALY o= WE’L@WUJ e Abg
59 ol¢] EI Fastthe Aotk oAl vtz Aoj7t A As}
= oldi(elhFF o] tet Aol FEEANA LF
ot ok st =S AT Zo] 1E& AASH] o
wolth

Aol YAolA = o AAEG seetttl AAYL FET]
Agke 228 FEoA 22 25 UEdHRY ofgjet= 2ol &
Adthes Aol &, “iEE =73 EA%S =7e s 7t

11) Ibid., p. 59.
12) wi=rgl, T9E Aoje] A& AN, T8y 38 (2001), p. 110. A

ol

1o

13) AZE, "Hojo] olog5aze] A A& A, TsA M 10
(2011): p. 155.

14) Ibid., p. 156.
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19) John Locke, T2

20) Peter Singer, "

21) Ibid., p. 155.
22) Ibid., p. 186.
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olq 9] 029 FrAo] tehdrh = AT Ao)AL
X

AR 24, 23 ool 8L AU EAE HAE o
Aol A%, el A3 oA S XA R 0 dA £
L 2AL Froh} goreE wAA e Aolth 24 1k
Y45 et Aol vlgYdoletn F4Hov, Bopt ofy
FA 94 AAA £ Gote AaE AN 2 Wt
Brs 2egogd

3. o] EF e ¢4 73

POl EF =7t Bt AE of3fst] A= 1Y 712 A<l
Ngel dAZA ZA(actual entity), ZF A (nexus), L] A}F
(society)2h= S olsfafor atry. LA EA7E At o
A2 Bt B4 edA ARA} B ATA F 2%
of WAl @Y B4S N AL Al Ren oAt
#2 Sel=ds Aol $oi2 59 A 2ARed Q2
2 34 et uen B,

RS 7;]] 7] (actual occasion)Z} L& &2 FAA 2= “AlA
A %

N

°

g FAste a4 Aol gAY EAqE vhed e
o] 7h QAR Aloju | Wl ke MAY mE dAH EAt
© FYe AF k) FAH 2= ggsA £4E 5+ 2
A gt i‘rolEb‘ﬂE% AAA EAE Tof(prehension) & = FAI g}
grote A 271 <#E A A A (vector charactor)>S 7}A] AL
23) Alfred N. Whitehead, T2 A, 293 (A& TAL 2009), 78.
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Aee Auist, “A7d= FA, F4, 7HAHE, AGHATL =
grejol ok WA EAES AR MRS hofgit. ot
AR E FAE Y R E2d, “dAA 259 F A (togetherness)2t=
ojeb T2 AMAA AE S BF AgA EUT)

A8 2459 A AT WA AT Adolges 54
7R SolEFEE o2 ALY AoA e #AE ©
=¥ o] At} 20

Ao ddA AZIY & 2= A1 AEUWAA &M F
dEo] Atk 3 27 FdH e W WA T A2 A
25 Aot o dubAoz & g AVISY ojet g2 A%
Aok &s Alofel diA 2 #AZE ofyete AL et
st FAIAY ASE EAFE W FF AVle e & A9
ne Lol QA 2 Zlol7] mEolth. Ig 7] o] el ARt
oot o, ddste A2 28U FHfol met F&3h= A &
WAsHA & Zoln, F&ete AL A719 FHol u=t st
A &of WA Aotk Ao AZIES olAH st A=
A3d AR Ao, 272 of= Jloly AgA ot

etk 2YAL QAL 2FHE AFT Motk
of ZFAT Afet ANE A HH AF e Bt A
48 =9T olft AYAAA 1Y A 248 23]

24) Ibid., 79

25) Ibid., 80-81.

26) Alfred N. Whitehead, T¥'d 2] B, 293 (75 gH4AL 2005), 311.
27) Ibid., p. 318.
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29) Whitehead, "33 A, p. 108.
31) Whitehead, 23 <] =&, p. 323.

28) Ibid., p. 320.
30) Ibid., 109.
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olg|gt ¢4 JEdHe TAALR AdAA FIAHY wAt
A71E arol itk SolEFE AAlE A4 A o] Q17He
dubAel A 2ozt doe ARES g3 it 33 A4 A
249 Al st2E(C. Hartshorne)o] tHE o] F 2 S| EF =
AFAEY S B =& A&se Aoks: dAAA
AotE9 BAAQ FAAE HokThM stzEo] Apolof FAUA
of SlofA zolo 845 ZxIUTH, Aojf FUA A SlofA
TUHS dxote tAEE St F8T AL Fo|EFEY
Aol TLAHY AE of7IAE Az i Ao]lo 24F
st Qltke Aol

SPolEs|= Hsto A “1AH oz HASFEH AY"Y o “F
AH(quantum), ¥Ab, 24, Aobgle ME, 2 FEY HAlol

739 28 LAEAQ 40l Q. SPolEFEs IAs “Aot
AE © 7ﬂ”(a living person)©| 2}l -‘,i

32) Whitehead, "33 A, p. 109.

33) Whitehead, "ZHd <] B3y, p. 295. “A7te] HEL AT o)
= QA BE AVNE 7 A FAR fishr
Tt 1A% FUAHL I F Qe ARdolth w3 Hte <A
A g S AlFelol Tk @AM ol o277k 7R}
of Aeffol] glo] Tt ofd eJmRe FUge] AUrh”

34) Hartshorne, “Personal Identity from A to Z,” pp. 209-215.

35) David R. Griffin, "3}o]|E3|= Aslta} xpAFod Fw
3 ALY FHA, 2004), p. 193.

36) Ibid., 223.
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aztel dA4E Zdete ol 79T 2ark AT g
EEs &0 & 7ML Ade& B, dolle 449
Mol Fe= ZFAZT

Aojeh stolEFES < JdE AHEY HIE ThssH
she 3] M7 EASHAT, Ao|HE FEHAY. & dd
A Apolo) Aol E AAe] FEA4E FAAIIEN MEE 24
ste 982 o

yE dolo A4 Feer2 SolEFEY HA HstE w4
oz Agd 5 Qe otolyo g Agd Eth &, 19 &3>
gto]EFE 3 Heo] 7 e w24 FAHe AMdet
I FE oA st Ao mgol Hul, FAIAA At A&
A= Eed € & Atk @A FA w2 o] FAFHIL
e =] ATt pA &g dAHA &4 A=
gigt Aol AU 4d WS vEHez AFde=H HAY
2%t s e & & e Aot

E Adojof A &2 SolEFET ML e 244 A
g gA4& 29t FAN7E Ao EEe 0 FolEd
=9 Aol gl Aol ARt 2%t 9of 7HAAL Sle AL A7t

39) Ibid., 327.

40) slolEI = &g ©]7]& A2 (David Schindler), =52 o] E(P.
Schilpp), AFH-E22X 9] FE|F2|(C. Palmer), °]FE2] &2|(J. Lango), 4
93 AE] £2(D. Griffin e thFslAl Aol gk AfE AN
Whitchead 74 &85 7P 8] tig A7, Fdvisk Ak}, uha)
sh9l=E, 2011, 6. & I Spo|EF = Adke 4ZA el SKdeep ecology)>
2 Z¥#3ith John B. Cobb, Jr. “Deep Ecology and Process Thought,”
Process Studies 30 vol. 1 (2001): 112-131. AN FE&2] o AA}el
&3l 4= Clinton Combs, “Historical Connections Between Process Thought
and the Moral Consideration of Animals” Process Studies 42.2 (2013):
175-180 3=
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oY Mde AAEL A Tas] fEolthAh sholES
Ee 89 MEE =dstEA 2xde F4 A7t EAEH
e AT AT g Hoje FAEFYE wHdn. =8
Aolel T MET SolEF =Y F Y Atolols zFo|7h UA
T Aofe] F AEFY vjEE SO|EFE o Eed & 4
ULt SolEF =7t Wate S5 MEH T 2olE ArjAd
Aol 2 ZbsiAl Hel stolEdE Heho] A AtEY. £
B OB ET FHO AolE FAAL Ve sHAW, I A
olg T=A2ZE YA Aololv I 4o viHA HE F
I sEe HE 2 A So|EFEY AAE Aol =UF
of =zol FUflol douAt YAH oz AHgS 7HAIL
e AlA It

gtolEF =] 3y dgto] AAstE A4 ME2 A7t ot
=012 ZEYE 44 AMdol 2HA A4 Adole Ae =2
dl Foh. Aole 239 94 de EdE d4a A4 s

e A4S AU sholEfue FedT A4 oA

D

A4SE AEE AFolgn Bk HE 914
4e FRAAMA A8WAT Aolo A4 AYL 1 AHz
2o e, Aol 193 944e FERY 24 4L X

41) StolES =7} “Hr} E2%(higher) “HT L(lower) 59 £o]2 Alg3}
o A S(degree)?t TH(gradations)S I A AETH HEFY
(ecological egalitarianism) & F33h= IAELS FYAPES AR E
stzlog WMEE w AlgEE ACEHRE Eolichk Clinton Combs,
“Historical Connections Between Process Thought and the Moral Consideration
of Animals” Process Studies 42.2 (2013): p. 179. A. Cloots, "8}o]E3| =9}
EF2 ARE AL, AAE &4 TEE - =7 AR EE2TE
2o} A3k (T SHEIA, 2012), pp. 256-257. FFx9] EAlo] wl=w
spolEF| =9} SF=E A S dEaA A= giAE:
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[ Abstract]

A Study on the Concept of Person:
Focusing on the Conversation between
Peter Singer and Alfred N. Whitehead

Kim, Jae-Hyun(Keimyung Univ.) -
Hur, Seon-Ho(Keimyung Univ)

The concept of Peter Singer's personality which radically combined
Bentham's utilitarianism and Locke's concept of personality gives a new
frame for understanding what personality is. He insists that the concept
of personality should be broadened to contain all being that has
self-mechanisms to maintain itself and experiences pain and pleasure,
which provides a basis for the higher animal interpreted as having
personality. The concept consequentially reverberates the field of
philosophy as it contradicts the traditional philosophy’s point of view of
personality—only human possesses personality. However, the limit of his
philosophy still exists. The concept roots in the practical object and
consequence in ethics and therefore is considered not free from the
modern philosophy. Also, the concept of his personality could not contain
all animals and other beings.

Whitehead’s concept of personality is more radical than Singer’s one.
He distinguishes personality from human, consciousness, or even life.
According to  Whitehead, non-human  personality, non-conscious

personality, and even non-life personality could be in existence. He
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distinguishes personality from consciousness. Personality exists even
before consciousness and thus consciousness is derived from personality.
His concept of personal order does not rely on consciousness or
rationality, which could connect body and personality. This enables the
distinguishment non-human personality from “life personality.” This
philosophy opens a new prospect that ethics could be applied to not
merely animals but objects.

Whitehead and Singer, both approaches have a commonality
distinguishing human from personality and making the range of
personality more comprehensive. However, Whitehead's concept of
personality not merely exceeds the limit of Singer's personality concept
but also extends the domain of personality cosmically. Also, He
differentiates the life personality from non-life personality in personality
domain. Given the organic perspective becomes more important as
quantum physics becomes spot-lighted and concerns of animals and
environment becomes deeper, the concept of Whitehead's personality
would provide a noble insight for the future society.

In the twenty-first century, as post-humanism is estimated to dominate
the world, it is very possible that the traditional division of
human-versus-animal-versus-machine would become meaningless, which
might cause a big confusion in the future society. Axiomatically, the
ethical issues would become much more complicated than before. In such
world, the question of personality may become more important. Singer
and Whitehead's concepts of 'personality’ could provide a ontological base
for integrating human, animals, plants, and inanimate objects in the frame
of personality. Especially, Whitehead's personality as the ordered and
socialized  society that differentiates  personality = from  human,
consciousness, or life could have many implications for ethical

contemplation in post-humanistic society.
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