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[Abstract]

On historical Constexts of Whitehead's
Relativity Theory and its so-called “Death”

lee, Kwan=Soco ©ong=guk Univ.)

This essay traces the historical background of A. N.
Whitehead’s Relativity Theory and sketches the lineage of
physicists’ researches on Whitehead’s theory, as a preparation to
examine the meaning of so-called “Death” of Whitehead’s theory
of gravitation.

A. N. Whitehead came from Cambridge Mathematical Tripos
tradition and A. Einstein came from German physics tradition.
This micro-socio-historical difference enable us to see their
difference as natural, though it never determined their
theoretical and philosophical differences.

Physicists’ intermittent researches on Whitehead’s Relativity
Theory were centered on whether it produce any observationally
meaningful difference. We can now conclude that Whitehead's
gravitation theory is dead as an theory of empirical science.
However, reinterpretations on Whitehead along modern
development of mathematics may enable to nullify past
philosophical objections to General Relativity.

Key-Words: A. N. Whitehead, A. Einstein, Relativity Theory,
Mathematical Tripos, measurement.
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