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Language vs Perception:

Explaining Religious Experience from a
Whiteheadian Perspective

Tinsun Park
(Ph.D. Candidate, Clarement Graduate University)

The pupose of this paper i o provide a theorefical possibdity of
genuine religious experience in the semse of being i direct confact with
2 holy or sacred dimension of reality. In arguing for this posshility, I
am challenging <me of the dominant mtellectial trends in philosophy of
religion, a frend that regards Janguage and culfwre as precedent over
percepfion and pafure fn sich a way fhaf genuine religious experience
does not and cnnot oconr. This view, however, s arglably inconsistent
and inadequate in expetience i general If this is the mse, fhe
pessitility of genuine religious expetience should net te mfed out a
prigrt on the grounds of this consfructivist position.

To make thiz argument, T first disciss the consfroctivist explanafion
of religions experience as represenfed by Seven Katr and Wawme
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Prondfoot, mving my opimion of ifs wirfles and fajlings Second, |
explore a possibility of genuine religious experience on the basis of
Whitehead's epistenclogy. By providing a way to avoid the problems in
this comstructidsl posifion, Whitthead's understanding of pereeption. I
shall argue, shows how gemiine access to a holy reality is possible

The Comstructivist View of the Omnipotence
of Language and Concepts

Life i full of experiences and feelings. How can we disfinguish one
experience of feeling from another? In particnlar, what is i that makes
recple think of some expetiences as religions experfences? Due in large
rart fo the fmpact of Kanf and Witigenstein, many confemnporary
philosophers have come fo agres that what disfinguishes one type of
experience from another is nof something that iz infrinsic o the
experience as such buf the fnguistic and conceptual.

scheme fhat we bring fo the expedence It iz fhus speclfated fhat
socalled religious experience is considered fo be such experience whally
bemuse of beckground concepts and linglistic practices. Puf negafively,
what people comsider religicns experience iz mof authenfic refigious
experience i the sense of an experience that recejves ifs religious
character by virfie of direct comfact wifh a hely reality. This general
appreech to religious experience, iz varously alled “confextuafisn”,
"enffuralism”, and “constuchivism" Although each of these femms is

1] Whereas Steven Katz prefers o call s thesis “contepiuaism”, Dan Cupitt calls
Katr's thesiz “cultumlism®. Don Cuopitt, Mpgicdeer afer Modenity (Malden
Blackwell Fublishets, 1998, 21. The tetm, ‘comtrictivism’, however, has become
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associafed with slighly different comnofafions, 1 will smply use the
"consiructivisn” fo refer fo fhis general approach. 1 will discuss this
approach by exploring the key writings by Katz and Prondfoot

Kafz begins his construcfivist fhesis by asseriing his  "sngle
episternological asumplion™ "There are NO puwe (e umpediated)
expetiences”. He confinues:

Meither miystical experience nor more ordnary forms of
experience give gny indication, or any gounds for believing,
that fhey are unmediated That is fo say, all aperience is
provessed through, orgamized by, and makes ifself available fo
ug in extremely complex epistemdlogical ways The nofion of
unmediated experience seems. if not self-comfradichory. af best
enpiy 2

By "no puwe expetience”, Katz means that expetience amnof cocur
without any culturml o comfextial background. FPressing further, Kafr
confends that these sogal faciors such as  fmages, beliefs, and
expectations, @usally defemnine In advance the experence that the
sibject will have. That &= fo say, the actal character of the experience
itself 1= fomped by the subject’s teliefs This general point applies fo
religions experfence. Kafz says

Mystical experience is ‘over-defermimed by ifs seco-religious
miliew: a5 a result o his process of infellectual acculturation in
its broadest. sense, the mystic trings fo his experience a world
of comcepts, images, symbals, and wvalues which shape as wel]

the most Widely 1sed term for sch appimaches.
2) Steven Katz, “Langnage, Epistemology, and Mysticism®, in Katz, od., Mypsticis
and Fhilomphical Andysts (New York: Oxford Unfversity Press, 1978), 2.
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a5 color the exparience he svenfually and actially has 3

Religious experience, for Katz, is a constucfion of persomal
expetience filled with conoefe, puposefil acivifies which generafe
expectations of What religions expetience will be and obwionsy such
expetience. Proudfoot makes a similar point, arguing that to identify an
expetience as religious, the person assumes beliefs about the causes of
the experience as religious. He writes:

[TThe expearience is shaped by a complex pattern o cmcepts,
commitments, and expectafions which the mystic brings fo if.
These beliefs and affifudes are formafive of rather than
comsequent. upon, the experience. They define mn advance what
experiences are pessible.d

Religious experience, Proudfoct argues, is tesially a subjective
phenomenon for which the subject aceounts by giving it a theological
in fer pretation.

Acknowledgment of that experience iz shaped by thal explanatory
ategory that fhe subject beings to it In order fo evaluate refligious
expetience, We must locafe the descripfions of the experience m the
meanings sipplied by the religicus fradition in which the sibject dwells.
The empitil tass fo suppert the comsfructivist thesis i= linguisfic.

3 Katz, “Lapguages, Epistemology, apd Mysticism”, 46,

4) Wane Proudfost, Refigines Epaionce (Betheley: University of Caifomia Pres,
1985), 121. Proudont distinguishes his position from Katz's by saying that the
commection. between concepts and eRpetichees is 2 copceptud of logkal one for
him while the comtection for Kate i5 cawsd. However, whaever the fmportance
of this distinction, they hoth apee that eXpetisnees have theft mligions chatact=t
hecatee of prar concepts and heliefs.
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There i= no expetience withouf language. Mothing is anfecedent fo
linguistic ecnventions, which muslly constifife experience. Showing the
conformity of Jewish moysfical experfence fo Kabbalisfic theology and
the confornity of Buddhist mysticl experience to the notion of nirvana,
Katr argnes that language and comeepts in different religions fradifions
affect the experiences of people m those tadifions™ All the different
expressions  of religion are results of diveme cultuml [inguisfic
consfrictions through which the different fypes of religions expetionces
are shaped. Language has the power fo fansforn the ordinary
consdoumess info moystiml consdousness®) Since there 5= no allowance
for the possibility that experience wonld have an inftindge natie—in
constructiviem, philesophical explanation and method are confined fo
language—the episternic subject s wholly redueed fo a lmguistic ome.
This posifion has a couple of strengths against the perenmial philosophy
ax well as serious fofbles, which make if 2 problamatic issue.

The consfruclivist account of religious eXpetience emerged in 1970s,
largely in reaclion io the philosophis peremmts, a fradition that tncfudes
Aldous Hdey,”) Walter Stace® Frithjof Schuon,® and Husfon Smith.1)

5) Katz, “Languape, Epistemalogy, and Mysteism®, 33-46.

8] Steven Katr, "Mysticd Speech and Mystical Meaming”, in Katz, ed, Mypsticim
and Langaage MNew Yotk Orford Umversity Press, 1992), 515

7 Aldous Himley, The Ferennicl Philnsmphy (MNew Yok Haper & Bohos

Publishets, 1944).
B) W. C. Stae, Mysiido aad Fhilamphy (Philadlphia: ). B. Lippinoott Co.,
1960).

9 Fathpef Schuon, The Trenmceders iy of ReligivRs, tams. Peler Tovwnsend
(New Yok: Harper, 1975).

10 Histon Stoith, Forgefen Thah: The Pripprdid Thaditipn (New York: Hatper
apd Row, 197
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Aldous Huxley defines the perenmial philosophy as what = “pritmardy
concermed with the one, divine Reality subsfanfial to the manifold world
of things and lives and rminds".10 The perennialists clim nof anly that
the experience of a cuffwally franscendent holy reality is possible, but
also that the various religious fraditions all feach stmilar metaphysical
Imowledge. They implicilly assume that religious expetience is
ummediated and completely free, at Jeast i ifs esoferic core, of all
onftaral condifions, regardless of the fradifion or confext within which it
ocalrs. This wiew impliess not only that religious experience is
essenfially everywhere the same buf also that religions experfence shapes
religicis beliefs, never the afher way around.

The emergence of eonstructivizn undermined the perenmialist wiew of
religions experience in two Ways. Fist, one of the major mofivations in
perenializn for the focus on religious experience is fo profect the
fruthfulness of religion against the affacks of nomreligious accounts of
teligion that have being increasingly offered since the Enlightemnenti®)
The fsste of religions eXpetience emerged during a petiod in Which
Christianity was refnferpreted in the light of modern science as
fradifional authorfies such as metaphyscs, soipbie, and ecclesfasfical
pronouncernents  collapsed.  Instmd  of  providing 2 convindng
episternological account for the idea of religious expetience, the
perentialists largely fook if for ganted as an apologefic purpose Their
axion s asserfed dearfly by Rudolf Otfo, who said that refigions

11 Aldox Hugley, The Ferenniel Fhilosaphy, Vil

13 The temme, “mlEs cxpetiones” apd “religion’ are copparatively eoetl, Wwith
hoth conceptions afisiig in the Wt in the eifhtesnth cenpiry. See Wifmd
Cattwe]]l Smith, The Meaning and End of Relighn Mimbeapolis: Fattess Pres,
1991, 43, Prondfoot, Rdighws Experisnce, 184,
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experience, Which is bevond our ratiomal asserfions, i qualiafively quite
unlike any ofher expetiences, "mot only because our kmowledge has
cerfajn iremovatbie [imits, tuf because in if e come upon something
inhetently "wholly ofher’, whose Jnd and character are incommensurable
with our own" @ If religions expeience provides the complefe
anfonomy of the stidy of religion M such a distincfive way, it will
protect religion and religious teliefs from the onifictmm that they conflict
with the results found in othet areas of disciplines. In characterizing this
view, Prondfont wiifes
What, is really disinefive abouf religous phenomena is their
remstance {0 explanafion, or ther apomalous stafus with
respect, to a)] nafural explanations. Mo affenpt fo explain them
can be permitfed without lesing thelr dstinctively religoos
character. The impressiveness of religious phenemena s
identified as that which is lost whenever explanafims are
propesed for these phenomena. 14

The idea that the distinguishing mark of religious experience = fo
glude pafural explanafions and thus fo make £ be twmune from
aificisn outside religious studies has been used to serve an apologefic

13 Budolf Otto, The fifaz of the Holy London Oxford Unbemsity Pres, 1924),
28 Although Otto coud mot be ibcluded among the peietmialists, his position
and theits have this idea ih comman.

14) Pmoudfoct, Religipus Expariencs, 211. Tt should be made clear that, in contrast
with thse who agte for fie total avtonomry of the domain of relEios studis,
th= appiach i this paper 75 what David Goffin has cdled domsin
umformitatamsm, acording to Which mligion is to be ciplaned in tefims of the
same Eenerdl catefories that are wmed in ofer domaime. Unlike Poudfoct od
ke Oriffin, 1 believe that thess Erneral categofies need to inchide diviee
inflience and ved expetience of 2 divine reality.
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purpose.

Second, the posifion of Offo and the perennialists fails fo realize the
main insight of constructivisn—the fmporance of langnage and culfire
In order to establish their thesis, the position shaped by Offo and fhe
terenmialists simply assumes thaf the use of fepms iy different ftadifions
tnplies stniflar experiences. Before employing a2 umiversl typology
mvclving fewns such as “reality”, "nofhingness’, and the "One”, if is
necessaty fo investigate the meaning of each femn i ffs o%m context
The Jack of affenfion fo this f=sie 1= showm m Shee's "common core”
argunent In Mhwtiisem apd PRilpsophy, Stace claims that “extrowerfive”
and “infroverfive” mystical eXperences imvolve commeon characfersfics,
which consfifufe the umversal core of mysticlsn m &l fines and
onffnres. 15! According to Stace, the "sense of objecfivify or reality” is
one of many belonging fo both extrovertive and mfroverfive fypes of
mystical experjences. Kafz rightly throws doubf on Stace's conclusion:

While it is the cose fhaf all mystics daim fhat theirs is an
experience of realify—actually realityv with a capifal E— this
seemingly commin claim provides no bagss foe Bfaces exfreme
eonclugion  about the ‘umiversal commwm characteristics of
mysticisny. - For eanple, while objecfivity o realify (Realify)
in Rate and MNeeplatonism is found in the ‘world of Ideas,
these characteristics are found in God in Jewish mysticsm and
azain in fhe Twa npimane, and Nafore, m Tadsm, Buddhism,
and Hichard Jefferies respectively. If seems clear that these
respecive niysfics do nob experience the same Reality or
objectivity, and therefoe, it is not redsonable to post that their
respective experiences of Realify or dbjectivify are sipmlarl®)

15) W. T Stace, Myticion and Fhilmphy, 131-132
16) Katz, ‘Lapguage, Epistemalogy, and Mysticiem®, 50.
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The fajlure fo recognize the complexity of language and concepts in
different cultures undenmines the foundation of perenmialism.

Dempife ifs confubufions, bowever, construciivism involves Iinifations
fhat make it uwnable fo account for religious experience either
consistenfly ot adequately. 1 will discuss its [imifations under three
miegotes: (1) logicl drewlarity, (2) systeamatiml incomplefeness, and
(3 ermpirical imedequacy. First, when the oconstructivist assumpfion iz
consfstenty applied fo ifs own fhesis, constructivisn i @ught in ifs
own frap. If it = universally frue fhat the matire of experdence is
oonsfructed by one’s concepts and beliefs, then this theds must te
applied to the constmciivst’s own characferizafion of experence. That is
o say, the constructivist's world 1= the product of the reductionisiic and
athejstic explanatory cafegory fhat they bring fo i This practice makes
them eschew ofher comceptial frameworks befween Jlangnage and
expeience, Which may bte more adequate As G William Bamard says:

Froudfoot's atferpt 0 limit religions stodies fo seqal
scentific explanations of oulfural and historical data, as well as
his effirts fo reduce religous experience f¢  linguistic
affribufions, is & hidden affempt fo deny (or af ledst dewalue)
the existence of a frapsoulfural realify. Proudfoof's apparent
unwillingness to enfertain serimsly the possibility of any lews]
of redlify o consciousness beyomd the purely nafural realm,
cripples his ability fo present am adequate pichwre of the

inferaciom befween language and rdigous experience 17

17 . William Bamard, “Efplaimine the UneRplanaile: Waype Proudfoot’s
Rdigiour Erpericnce”, Journdl of fhe dmaion dawleny of Religion 802
(1992:241.
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It should be nofed that the comsfrucfivists do nof aciually show how
the creafion of religions expetience fakes place. Rather, presupposing
fram the outsef fhat Jangnage and culfre shape experience, fhe
eonstcfivists only provide insfances of fhe asswped relafiomship. Faor
example, fo provide empitcal data, Katr compares Jewdsh and Buddhist
mystical expetiences. As he sfes “Tust seffing this Buddhist
upderstanding of the matwe of things over agamst that Jewish should, in
itself, already be sftong evidence for the thesis that what the Buddhist
expetiences ax nirvane iz different from what the Jew expetiences as
dewzinah” 18 Kafz dees not explain here how seffing influepces
experience; be only offers a stifement abouni two different linguisfic
terms and seffings This does not necessarily show that the causal
relation goes only fram fadifion fo experence Why could not it he
frie that while seffing may serve as a mflyst for experfence,
phenanenclogical facts also shape teliets? Although Katr's wiew that
seffing shapes eXpetience sesms reasonable, he prowides no reson fo
deny the complernentary idea that expetience also shapes seffing. Katz's
consfructivist conclusion sesms fo be posible only by assyming the
criginal epistanological clhaim so that the consfructivist thesis is cireufar.

A second preblem with the comsfrucfivist epistenclogy ix fhat, as
Robert Fomman peints out, i iz “"swimefialy  imeonplek” in
explimfing religious phenomena. The constructivist mmplhictly amumes
that each and every comcept enfers each and every expermence. This is
like having a one-fo-cme correspondence between tackground setfing and
achlal eXpetience, as in Katr's compatison befween fhe Jewish and
Buddhist sefftings. Kafz, however, does not systematimlly defafl which

18) Kar, ‘Lapguags, Bpictemology, sd Masticism®, 38,
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concepls bufd which experiences. The problem iz "an embarmssment of
tiches" That = o say, everything in cme's culfiral background, sich as
religions art, religicls mmusic, religious archifectire as well as all
religicus concepts, such as "God” and "nirvama”, are assumed fo enfer
into religious expenences. [t fooks [ke, m Fomman's words, “every
concept  effects every experfence” The constructivist thess, charges
Fortnan, requires "a plausible defimifation of the relevant coneept 19
The rmest foportant shorfeaming of fhe constructivist wew s,
however, the third one, that it is empiially tnadequate Construcfivists
tegin with ordinary experience and then go on fo employ their
episfemological prindple to s of religions experience. This approach
assUmes, however, that if dees fustice to our ordinary eXperiences. But
construchivism has a [imited understanding of owr perceptual experence,
ignaring the difference between the experience and the description of it
Proudfoot smys: "Ordinary percepiual experiences also assume beliefs.
They presuppose beliefs about the cawsss of the expefencs" In any
expetience, he holds, the idenfification of the eXpetience presupposss
concepls and teliefs on the part of the subject Howewsr, if we suppose
that all of eur experiences are characterized by the explanatory miegory
we bring to if, nothing being piven from experence ifself, then it

19) Robett K. C. Fottman, Mysticiam, Mind Consciestars (Albaty: State Utiversity
af MNew Yark Press, 1999, 4546 Tn addition, Fotman atges that the
copstetivist would pot want to push fupther apd show the detafls because “if
the constictivist delimis his conteRmalistic claims, he i5 in dangst of thizekning
the very upderpimmings of bs plumlism o Wer bhe to shew predsely which
concepts differed and how fisy gedtsd actugly different =zpetichces, somecns
elee cod point b paralleds in concepts and ths aEEe for experiential
parall=ls"(46).

) Proudfort, Rdigivus Expaisnce, 154,
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beaomes purely arbifrary why we use ome conceptual category rather
than another for cerfain experences If iz wery doubtful from this
terspective why we consistently feel pain insted of joy when we bang
our head ageinst the door. An even more obvious problem arises in
refation to babjes and animals Assuming fhat they do nof have the
concepts of "pain” and "joy", how can it be that they still feel pam or
joy as they obviously do?

It is surely fe that beliefs and concepfs inflience tnany aspects of
human comscious expetience. [ also agree with consfrucfivists that fo
ileneify an expetience as an experence of a cefain fype, e nesd a
conceptial framework, 1t does nof follow, however, that experience of
every fype requites an anfecedent comespt of that twpe of experence. Tt
does not follow, therefore, that human beings @n expetience only as
much as they can express by means of conceptial and Imguistic tools.
The constructiwist sems fo f&l fo distinguish the difference befween
percepiial experience ifself and the conceptial inferprefafion of it As
William F. Alston mys:

Although 1 recognize the subject’s cmeepfual scheme and
belief fendencies can affect the way something appears fo her, [
do nof. adknowledge fhat, if can affect what it is thaf appears fo
her. - If is essenfial nof fo confuse what object(s) is appearing
f¢ my experience, and what if appears as. This distinctio has
alse sucoumbed to the ourent obsession with the onmipofence
of ocmeepfnalization. I is frequenfly mainfained fhat our
conceptualizatio and judzments defermine what we are awdre
of {perceive), as well as how it appears fo us 2l

1) William P. Alston, Parceiving God: The Bvistaniogy of Religious Experisce
(Tichaca Comell University Press, 1991), 39,
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In construciivism, continues Alston, “there is a confusion befween
what iz involved in jdenfifying an expetience as of a cerfajn sort and
what the experience s or consists of. 29

Tn addition, the constrictist fails o indude pereepiial experience as
a discrefe and confribufing factor in the cognifion and formafion of
mening. That is fo say, the comstructivist faifls o recognize that
huwnans may first have a direct percepfion of aciualifies, which then
tmay shape many lavers of concepflalizafion. James Mcllenon, a
sociologist, Who amalyzed over a thousmnd extraordinary experiences,
which he calls "wondrons events”, drawn fran vanous cuffures, provides
sfrong evidence that perceptual events play an important rale in the
development of religions ideclogies and concepts. As MeClenon says,
"rather than beng purely products of belief, wondrous events have the
mtagly fo prodice belief” 2 He condudes, "Wondrous evenfs have
confiituted fo equivalendes in religions docfrines by supporfing belief in
heavens, hells, praver, rifals, and the value of specific individuals as
intetmediaties” ) The comstructivit understanding of expetience, in
other words, is nof adequate fo the fact that the wvarious refligious
fradifions, in spite of having greatly different coneepts and docftines,
share 2 Targe number of popular beliefs in commen. In a mufshell, the
constructivist rejection of genuine religious experience is undermined by
its own Jogical cirenfarity, systrmafic ncomplefeness, and enpicl
inadequacy.

3%) fhid., 40,

3 James McClenon, Wordrows Ewents:  Fowadiions of Reigious  Belier
(Phladtlphiz University of Pemmsylvama Press, 1994), 240

24) fhid,, T,
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Ume of the main sourees of comstucfiviem is ifs “sensationalist
episternology”, according fo which we experience realifies beyond
ourselves only through our bodily sense organs. This idea that our owm
gnpitical Jmowledge comes from owr sense experience has led fo fhe
widespread belief that genuine religious experience is itnpossible, for a
divine realify is understood nof o te a possible object of semsory
percepfion. In the same manner, the sensafionalist docftine of percepfion
also tiles out the possibility of our tnorel eXpetionce, undersfood as =
nonsensory apprehension of moral and aesthefic nomms inherent in the
nature of things.

It follows from this fact that m senstionalisn, there is no tass for
the umiversm] amumption that some states of affajre are betfer than ofhers,
at Jeast in any universmlly valid sense of "hetfer”. On the tasis of fhe
sensafionalist asunption that etperiences of ohiecive nommative values
are not possible, moden fhinkers focus on the condifions of experence
taking petespfion to be a Wholly mediafed relation befwesn the perosiver
and fhe percsived by means of backgronnd language and concepts Every
aspect of expetience is, thereby, relafivized fo its ol confext

Inscfar as consfrucfivisn presupposss the senmfiomalist docfrine of
perceplion. overcaming construciivism will require seeing the inadequacy
of this docitine of percepfion. Bemuse if was primarly through fthe
nfluence of Hupe—hoth direcfly and via Kant—fhat this doctiine has
shaped modem thought, it will be helpful fo examine Hupe's own
arficufation of this docfrine? I will here follow the lead of Whitehead,

15 Kant, the soume of modsm comstmctivism, based his view of the mind as
radically comtctive an s asumption of the tath of the sersationalist visw of
Peroeption.
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who artied ouf sich an examinafion. In erfidzing sensationalism,
Whitchead poinfs out that i is, as Hupe hitoself saw, incapable of
explatning owr beliefs in two fhings, which we all necesmrily
presippose in practice: (1) @usafion and (2) the extermal world With
regard to causafion: As a conceptual empiricist, Hune said that we an
melide in our phifosophical theory comcepts that are roofed in direct
expetience. Hume realized, however, thaf semsory percepfion as such
provdes no eXpetience of musafion. We see a billiard tell move affer
being confacted by anofher ome, buf we do nof see any causal
conpecfion. The only tneaning we can give fo the nofion of musfion,
therefore, = "constant conjuncfion”, bemuse all We perceive iz a
consfant correlation befween types of events. We cmnef, in other wonds,
speak of mumfion in the ordinary sense of real influence that one event
necesifates another one

Bexjdes not teing able to explaim the cawsal influence of one event
o another, Hune's posifion cannof even speak of an extzmal world,
which we all also presuppose in pradlice. According fo the sensafionalist
thesis, the comfent of our perceplion i [imifed fo the idems and
topressions i ot owm mind; we do nef ditectly pereefve a warld
tevond our minds. As Hume pointed ouf, sensafionalimm leads the
philosopher o be, theorefimlly, 2 solipsist Furthermore, immsmuch as
sensary petceplion mives us mfornation only about imrmediately present
ideas, full-fledged sepsafionalism implies, as Sanfayana =y, “"solipsisn
of the present mament” This means that we have no knowledge that
there Was a pasf and that there Wl be 2 fufure

Humean sensmfionalign, i swn, fils fo explin owr heliefs
musation and a real world If if cannof explam how such mdubitatie
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tefiefs are rooted in direct expetience, fhe fact that if =mot explain
how we could have genuine religious experience provides no tesis for
rejecfing the posihility of such experience.

We should nof be swayed by a theary just because if is intellectually
fashiomable. The quesion that must be asked = Does this theory
provide a tasis for deseripfions of reality that prove themselves fo be
consistent and adequate o the facts of o experience, msted of simply
being camied out bty the applimfion of an a prioei belief?
Constructivign  fafls fo  fulfill fhese tasic oiferia of rafionality.
Whitehead's episternclogy, ty confrasf, provides the basis for an acoount
of experience that besides accounfing for cur beliels in cusafion and
the external world, also allows for the posshility for geume refigions
expenience. | tum now fo this fssue

Bevord the [npasse

Whitehead's epistemclogy i roofed in the acceplance of empiricism
i the sense that "all Jmowledge is grounded on percepfion(FR138).
Howewer, he rejects the idea that all pereepfion is sensory percepfion,
dajting instead that semsory percepfion fresipposss a more primary,
nonzensary type of percepfion. which Whikthead fermed “prehension”. I
shall djscuss, firsf, Whitehead's epistenclogy, and second, ifs
tnpliztions for religons experience.

According fo Whifehead, neowmal hnan percepfion is a2 smthefic
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acfivity inwolving iwo pure meodes of pereepfion — “percepfion in the
mode of mum] efficacy” and "percepfion i the mode of presentafional
fornediacy”. In perception it the mode of @usal efficacy, the tmore
tagc of the two fypes of perespfion, we directly perceive or prehend
gther things as actual amd a5 everting causal £ffacy on ws This
prehension, o percepfion m the rmode of causal effimeoy, Whithead
holds, dees not necesmrly involve consgousness of even [ife If is
exenplified by otganisns without setsory orgens, and even by
inanimate actafifies. Percepfion in this primitive sense tansmifs the past
dafa info the present, dafa thaf are "cemsfififed by ifs fecling-fones, and
as efficacions by reason of theose feeling fones"(FR 120).

Percepfion 1n the mode of presenfational fmrpediacy, by confrast, is
the tmore sophisfimied of the fwo fypes of pereeption, which s
generally called sensory perception. In this perceplive mode, the dafa of
perceplion, sepse-dafa, are fmmnediafely present fo consgous experience
and, as snch, fell us nothing about anything beyond fhis present
eXperience. As Whithed =mws '"Tn this 'mode’ the confetnporary world
iz consciously prehended as a comfinuum of extensive relafions"FR &1).
Prezenfafional ftmrnediacy expreses the relevance of confenporary events
to each ofher, and wef preserve a tonfial independence. Because this
terceplive mode i "an oufgrowth from the complex datum implanied
by musm] efffimey - what was vague, il defined, and hardly relevant
in caum] efffcacy, becomes distinct, well defined, and mmportandy
televanf 1t presenfafional  dmmedizey"PR 1720 That iz fo mv,
presenfational ftormediacy s a2 highly seleclive fype of sensory
percepfion, arsing ouf of a more primitive form of nomsensory
perception. From presenfafional immediacy alone, "we may nof ditecty

Langoage o5 Perception 155



comnect the qualitative presenfafions of other things with any infrinsic
characters of these things"(§ 24). This wider relafinship of infemal
relatedness  and  infercommections  within  actualiffes @n oy be
undersiond by causal efffcacy.

However, bease of the superfor dominance of sensory percepfion in
cofsdolmess, Whilehead  confends, modem  philesophy  fook
presenfational formediacy as the only mode of perception, disdaining the
information about the world obfained through causal effimcy. The result
of this iz Hume's shepticisn—sensory percepiion does nof disclose any
musal influence, fime, or the external world. 2

To support his claim fhat we have a direct apprehension of an
external world all the time, Whitchead appeals to our awareness of the
musa] efficacy of owr bodily organs. Whitchead points out that even
Hume implicitly assymes this caum] efficacy:

He[Hume] writes: "I it be perceived by the eyes, if mmst he
a cdowr, if by the ears, a sound; if by the plate, a faste, and
st of the othar senses". Thus in asserting the latk o percepfion
of cavsality, he inplictly presuppeses it. For what is the
meaning of ‘by the eves, by the ears, by the palafe” His

26) Tt ix noted fhat Whitehead apmes on the idea of “subjectivist Was" brnght into
modeth philosoply  through Descaptess that “the subjects etjmihE  cohsdious
expetiences provide the primany data for philosophy, nemely, themsdvs = m the
etfoyment of =uch eRpetisneet(FR 153, However, Whitehead diagess with
modetn, philosaphes on the idea of “sljectivist prindple” that what comstifies
subjective  efpetiepcinE 05 hased on semmory data and  mpresemtatios by
umiverzals. Rather, be speale of 2 “rfotoed sifectivist pripsiple”, that the
sulfect’s emjoyment of cRpatiedcs includes actual olfects out of which an
cftema Word 5 pemefred. Whitebead appeals to commpon seoose, whish is
“iflemibly objectivist. We peroepve other things which am in the world of
actities in the same sepee & we are"(PR156).
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argument.  presupposes  thaf  sense-data, funclioning  in
presenfafimal immediacy, are ‘given’ by reasm of ‘eves, ‘edrs,
‘plates’ functiming in causal efficacy. o Hume's argument first
tanfly presupposes the fwe medes o perceplion, and then
facfly assumes fhat presentafional immediacy is fthe only
modeds 51

Another example of the direct percepfion of actalifies bevond our
present moment of experience, for Whitehead, &5 owr kmowledge of our
own past, which comes through what we @ll memory. The fact fhat we
all it “memory” instead of "perception” should not bind us fo the fact
that if iz a fype of percepfion. In Whitchead's words, “memnaty is
percepfion relafing fo the dafa from some hisfore roufe of ulffmate
percipient subjects M1, M2, M3, ec, lemding up fo M which i fhe
memearizing percipient”FR 120). Thiz percepfion by the self of ife owm
past @mmot be understood as a sensory mode of perception. This direct
terception incdudes, of cowrse, nef only o tmmediafe past buf even
events that ocourred many years ago.??

In swn, the jdea that our fundarnenta]l meode of perceplion is

7 Tn addition, these peroeived evenls cap be eRtepded beyopd our own past
expeiences. The sdence of parapsycholopy provides scientific evidence i support
of Whitehead's idea of that ditect nommetsory petception is posshle. As David
Griffin. states, dfter mwewing mwuch of this evidencs: “pargemychalogy. by EWnE
evidetce of hoteefmoty peroeptioh, sometimes quit= dramatic =videhes, povides
sciettific  disconfirmation of the somationist theaty o perception
Pampsychalogy therehy pmves jtself to be oot onky, as | B. Rhine suggested,
teligion's soenes, Wit ethics’ soepce apd asthetics’ scfspre as well”. David Rap
Griffin, Farapepchology, Fhilmophs and Sirtualiy: A Fostmoden Exploragon
[Alhany: State Unfverdty of New Yok Press, 1997), 285 In other wordk,
teligios (alang with motal and aesthetic) eRpetiencs mEy fot he 2 puely
gibjective phenomenan, & atEied by cobsthictivists ihday.
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nomsensory, so that sensory percepfion is 2 secondary fomn, @n explain
things We ineviably presuppose in pracfice, which the semsatiomalist
could nof account for, such asx owr expeences of mumfion, the past
experjence, and fhe external world This nonsensationalist account of
experience also allows for the perceplion of nonphysical relities such
as values. Whitehead's undersfanding of percepfion, which helps s
make sense of our everyday experience in practice, can also help us
make sense of religiols eXpetience.

Whitchead's docfrine of percepfion allows for the possibility of
gemine religicus expetience in the sense of direct percepfion of a holy
divine realify, in two ways (1) By providing a maturalisfic explanaftion
of such experence and (2) by providing an inferprefafion  befween
consfructivisn and perennialimn.®) Fist, Whikthead's nonsensationalist
nofion of percepfion allows for a posmibilify of geoune refigious
expetience i a nafuralistic way. Consfructivisn being based on fhe
sensafionalist view of percepfion, has assimed the human petesplion of
2 holy realify fo be mpossible. Even if the exstence of such a divine
reality were allowed, the asymplion that hurman pereeplion f= [mited to

i I copcenirate here on the ideas of thefstic reliEinE efpetence, although
Whithead's notion of “creativity” also provid=s a helpful framewatk for thinking
ahot hohtheiztic teligiols expetishes. Developite John Cobb's sugp=tion that
there are twn lfimates—creativity and God Guffin says: ‘T we assume that
thete are o Wtimates, 2 peroonal God = well as an imperoonal activity, then
both of the two hagic kinds of mligions expetencs [theistic and nonthestic] can
be taben 1o be fundamentdly vaid®. For more discussion of this jssue, see
chaptetr seven, “the Two Ulthmatss and the Relipioms” in David Ray Onffin,
Roshchanfpwri  withouf  Seperaciuralime A4 Frocess Fhiloopiy o Rdigbn
(forthcomig].
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the five physical senses would mean that there iz no way for us fo
experience this haly reality.

Az discuszed above, Whitehead's docfrine of percepfion rejects the
nafion. that percepfion otiginafes in sensory  perespiion. The mere
fundarnental mode of expetience involves the direct mum] efficacy of
other actualifies. The idem of the primacy of causal effimey as a
percepiial experience provides a pafiralistic basis for fhe commection
with nonphysical realiffes incuding a holy realify. In Whitehead's nofion
of perception, a divine remlity @n be a possible object of owr
expetience. Genuine religions expetience @n, therefore, be explined
nafura listically.

What is unusual, from Whitehead's epistanology, i not fhe
prehension of a holy reality but rather the comsciousmess of it That is
to may, wewed from this perspeciive, we all could have a direct
experience, i the mode of cuml| effimcy, of a holy reality all the
fitne. What we @Il religions expetience of a hely reality in a sfrong
and drarmafic sense would, as Griffin suggests, be unusual only in tsing
o comsciousness?® Thiz condusion iz besed on Whitthead's jdem fhat
consciolmess = a s=fecfive acfivity that llummates only 2 small portion
of the elements given fo experfence i ifs more primary mode In
Whitehead's words:

Congeiusness mly illuminates the more primifive fypes of
prehension so for as these prehensions are sfill elements in the
products of infegrafion. Thus those elements of our experience
which stand ouf dearly and distincfly in our cmscicusness are
nit, its hame facts; they are the derivafiwe modficafions which
arise in fhe process. For exanple, constousness amly dimly

M Triffin, Fangpepchology, Fhilosgphy, aad S ialing, 205
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iluminates the prebensims in the meds of causal efficacy,
hecange these prehensims are primitive elements in o
experience. Bub prehensioms in the mede of presentafional
immediacy are among those prehensims which we enjoy with
the most wivid consciousness. (FE 152)

The idea that we have religicus eXperience uncomsciously all the fitne
can acoount for our semse that there is something of ultimate infrinsic
worth in our experfences, to which Whitehead alludes i sawing that
"ot existence iz tmote than a siccession of bare fact"(RM 77).

Furthettnore, in relafion o a nafuwalistic inferprefation of religious
expetience, ancther aspect of Whitthead's epistamology, wmlled “"fhe
doctrine of the confomnation of feeling”, is also directly relevant to the
msue of why religious experience can be regarded as fmwolving an
affecfive, enofional rtesponse fo fthe percefved quality called as
"heliness” of "morednes”. Whitthead holds that tast emofion confinuss
in the present in the mode of musal effimey, which means that in the
perceplion of aciualifies, the percipient involves a conformal response to
the anofional states inherent in things themselves. As he =mys "The
feeling as enjoved by the past ocmsion iz pressnf in the new occasion
as datum felf, with a subjeciive forn confommal fo that of fhe
datn (Al 1831, in ofher words, "the primitive elament is swnpathy, that
s, feeling fthe fecling & amother and fecling confommally with
another"(FR 162). Fram this perspeciive, when we prehend a holy and
sacred realify, we would feel this reality with conformal affecfive fones,
not just as mmere ohjecfive datwn. If this conformal feeling were fo rise
o conscionmess, we would desaibe if as religions experience in fhe
sfrong sense reparted by many mystics.
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Szcond, Whitehead's understanding of peresption sfands in the middle
tevomd the exfremes offered by perenmialimn and comstrucfivign. On the
ane hand, the perenmialisft comfends that there i pure and ummediated
perception, which must include an element that iz given from the
expetience. According o this posifion, pwe religious experience of a
divine reality mvolves a supermatural oocurrence, which @mnot be
explained in afegores used for other fypes of experience, and refigious
beliefs are whally or af Jeast Jatgely shaped by religions expetience. On
the ather hand, the comstrucfivist comfends that our consciouns semsory
expetience = enfirdy consfructed by the percpient, with no element
being miven fo the experience. In thiz posifion, religious experience i= a
purely subjective phenamenon and religions experience i Wholly shaped
by religious teliefs and conespts. There seems many reasons to believe
et expetiencss are comsfructed by a subject perficnfarly when we
observe the affecfve elements of our experiences, which can be either
intensified of inhibited by a subject’s teliefs about the objects; however,
there ate also maty reasons fo believe on the basis of owr everpday
expetience fhat the external world is direcfly given fo the subject
Whitchead's nofion fthat there are two types of given elaments in
perception allows 1 fo move bevond fhe fmpasse of these o exfremes.

According to Whitthead's wiew, there is primary givemness to an
expetience from beyond itself through the nomsensory perceptual mode
of musal efficacy. In 2 lafer phese of the process. there 1s another
givenness i the semsory rmode of presenfational iwrmedimcy. This
givenness, involving sensoty dafa, atises nof fram beyond the expetience
bt fram the primary phase of fhat expetience itself In 2 sfll Jater
phase, there is an infegmtion of the da of fhe two pure modes of
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percepfion, resilfing in neompal human sensory peresption. In ather
words, Whitthead agrees with the consfructivist that sensory percepfion
iz largely consfrucfed by the percipient, in that the sensory datom is
mven by the percpient's experience ifself He argues, however, fthat
temuse sensory percepfion depends on the nomsensory mode of causa]
efficacy, the percipient also @n experience the direct prebension of the
dements gven beyond ber presenf expetience. By genemlizing this
description of expetience fo disfinctively religions expetience, if follows
that religictis experience consmisis [argely of consfrucied elements. Af the
same fime, i also involves elements that were given o the experience
fram bevond ifself.

In sum, by replacing sensafionalism with a nemsensfionalist theary of
percepfion, Whitcheadian episternology  allows for a possibility of
gemline refigious experfence in a matwalistic way. On the basis of
Whitehead's understanding of percepfion, We can always be experfending
g holy reality, while in rare tnoments, this imifial datum of 2 holy
teality may tise fo the level of consciousness. When this overwhelming
tresence of a holy reality is consciously felf, we genermlly deserbe it
as a refigions or mysficl experence. Language and comeepts, for
Whitehead, are a [imited mode of expressing such a  distinefive
experience, not the amnipotent muse of if. As Whitthead nicely puts it:

This infufion is nod the dscermment of a form of wrds, tut
of a fype of character. If is characteristic of the leamed mind
to exalt wirds. Vel mothers can ponder meny things m their
hearts which their lips camnof express. These many things,
which are fhus known, wnstifute fhe ulfimate religious

evidence, bewmd which there is no appeal (M &7
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{Conel usion

It i= an obwicus fact fhat the phenomena that we cafl refigious
experience has persisted throughout history and has been pervasive all
around the world, samefines in the foreground or samefimes in the
tackground of everyday fife In a cultwe in which a theistic view
deminates, an argument to show the possibility of the experience of a
divime reality would be unmecemary. With the rse of shepficgmnp and
unbelief in the modem petiod, the possibility of genuine refligions
experience @n no Jonger smply te faken for manted  Afheisfic
accounts  of religiols  experience, such as  fhose  provided by
consfrictivists, become opfions for mmany people fo inferpref refigions
expetience foday. A posflive consequence from this fact iz that a priovi
theistic frameworks, that do not do justice to the empirical facks, such
ax the peremmialist wew, are oificized by constrocfivist shepfics.
Haowever, the consfructivisf view makes the =me miskhke == the
perenmialist, simply imposing its ¢ priget framework on the facts. The
perenmialist and comstruciivist  posifions  are driven by o prort
assnptions, whether theological or afheclogical, rather than considering
the enpitiml evidence, Whitthead's epistanclogy fakes account of or
expetience oonsistenily and adequately with regard to the presuppositions
of our everyday [ife, and iz open fo every available trpe of evidence It
thus, by providing a wew fthat iz mare adequate o eXperience in
general, alzo allows for the possibility of genuine religious experience.
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Liar Paradox and Process Philosophy*

Sangl Kitn

5. Liar paradox and Hartshome's Process Philosophy
Infroduction

We @n think of fthe liar pemdex in fwo forms, nommal and
non-normal. Brnest Magel and James B, Mewman summarnze as follows:
"Clagses et fo be of fwo kinds: those which do nof  confain
themselves a5 members, and fhose which do. A clas will te mlled
‘normal’ if, and only if, f does nof confam ifelf as 2 member;
ofherwise, it will te mlled ‘non-normal’MNagel and Newman, 1938, 24).
For example, the sef of sefs that have more than three members iz ifself
a sef with more than three members, so if is a member of ifself, that s,
non-normal. On the other hand, the sef of dog-biscuits f5 nof a member
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of ifself, sinoe the sef itself is nof a dog-biscuif (Martin, 1992, 65)

If any cdase includes ifself ax a menber, then we @I it
"selfreference. " Bemuse this class negafer ifself ax a clasy, we @l if
"welfanmiilation.” So selfaeference and self-amibifetion are the =me
The far pamdox or Russell's paradox leads fo the mroblen of
self-reference or self-amhilation. Russell fried fo solve the paradox by
changing the paradox fram non-nomnal fo neommal His typology, or the
thoety of logical types, is nofhing but fhis change. In PM Russell and
Whitehead posit that whatever involves all of a oollection must nof be
one of the collection in FM. Plato might be the first philosopher who
applied typalgy fo onfology m the western philosophical fradition; Flato
scparated [dea from Things hierarchically as different fypes He
considered Idea fo be a class, Things o be a members of dass. Let
me @[ his phiosophy "normal philosophy’ because his Jdea does not
confain itself as a member. Even if an Idea is fhe dass of samethings,
it iz nof confamned in if as a menber. When Whilthead eatniments on
the western philosophical fradifion by saying, "The Western philosophy
is nothing but a foofnofe o Platonic philosophy,” he means that westem
philosophy follows the normal fradifion. Medieval philosophy established
its doctiine of God on the btasts of the nommal philosophical tradifion.

Applying the Har paradox fo the docitine of God, the dass is God
while the members are the world. That the dass does nof confain ifself
as member, mens God is not confained in the world as a rmember.
This is an example of the nommnal theological fradifion depending on the
notmal  philcsophical fradifion of Plafonie philesophy. This nottmal
theclogical fradifion  fo  the nommal philosophy  comsistendy  has
gnphasized that the cause iz sperafe fran the effect, absclute fram
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refative, perfect from mmperfect, and necessity from comfingent While
God 1= the cause, world is the effect God iz the creator while world 1s
the ceated. Therefore two different docftines of God are inewitable in
the nomnal thoelogical tradifions: theism, which emphasizes the absolute,
necessary, and perfect smde of Bemg, wherms pantheisn. the relative,
confingent, and fnperfect side of Being. Each are foo inclined fo one
side only, Charles Herfshome called it monopolar thetsn, or favorifisn.
These sides of the docftine of God have mn parelle withouf any
comprotnise. The wisfern theisfic fadifion has idenfiffed  orthodoxy
Christian theclogy with ififself, while pantheimn has been freafed as
herefical. Russells fypology represents tpical nommal or arthodoxical
fradifion of the westerm philosophy and theologiy.

However, as poinfed by Frege, Russell’s fypology i5 "hardly anything
more unforfunate” than Rusell’s typology.(Chiker, 1973, 1) Frege means
that the notmal philosophicl fradifion has been an unforfinate me We
have seen Variols solufions fo the liat paradox fhaf have been suggested
since Rusell presenfed his solufion in 1903, These methods of solving
fhe paradcx can be, [ think, classified info fwo  grougs:  the
hierarchical-consistency view(Rusell, Tarski., Farson, Kripke) and the
nonhierarchical of oircwlar-inconststency view. (Chiham, Herzberger, Gupta)
The former divides class and members hierarchically and comststenty
while the laffer citeular-inconsistently. The hietarchical-consistent view is
notmal while the circular-inconsistent view 5 non-normal.

Applying the laffer view in onfology, Idea and fhings have nof a
hiemrchim] relafionship binf a eiroular ome: Jdea becomes things and things
become [dea The circwWarinconsgsnient wiews represenfed by Chibara,
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Herzherger, and Gupla come close fo the proess comeepl of realify.
Aceording o the cirowlar-inconsisency view sees nonnormalility s nof a
pathological buf a creafive dymamic Becuse the hierarchical-congistency
views see non-normalifty as pathological, many scholars, incuding Russell,
fried fo eradimte the paradox instead of acoepting if.

A. General Background

Western philosophy revisifed the lar paradox beginning i the lafe
19th century. The liar pardex was barely discussed duting the medieval
age but not foo much.(Spade, 1973, 292-309). 1t was hand for
philosophers and theologians fo be avware of the peradox bemuse of
theit dogmafic fride and bias. Throughenf westem history philosophers
and theclogians who used the liar paradex were freafed as heretics and
were senfenoed fo deth.

The persons who reinvited the pamdox on to the philosophical stage
were not philosophers or theologians buf mathetmaticans ke Cantor and
Poinmte in the Tate 19th cenfury. Canfor was oppresed by s
eonfemporary mathematicians and died alone i a menfal hospifal in
1914, Even amaong mathamaticans, o consider the ffar paradax serfousy
was considered herefieal. Chntor's suffering shows how much it had
teen for the western fradifions fo accept the paradex.

Howiever, saiols discovery of the paradox sfarted fo rise wifh fhe
2Xh cepfury in areas as divers as [ogics, philosophy, physics, biology,
anfhropology and theology. The liar patadeX mmade a paradigm shiff in
this cenfury possible. Mo major paradigm shift of this cenfry i= not
refated in some way fo the Har peradox. While fhere are toany
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taradigms, they can all be cafegorized as fwo: the [ar paradigm and
the non-liar.

Wittgenstein fs the first philosopher who applied the Gar paradox to
the study of language while Bateson i the biclogist and anthropologist
who applied it to behavioral scepces. P Watrlawick sfates, "To the
best of owr lmowledge, it was Wittgensiein who first specufated on the
prafi@l, behavicml mmpliemfions of peradex.” and confimies, "Bateson,
Whose great confibufion fo the behavioral sciences probably is precisely
the mfroducficn of the Theory of Logiml Types info the field, and
whese mentorship we matefully ackoowledge, swmmarized this sfate of
affaire sifficienfly when he sfated: “inmcfar as behavioral scenfists =il
ignare the problems of FProwipic Matfematoa, they @n chim
approximately sixty vears of abeolescence” (Watrawick, 1974, 63

I poinfed out that i 1908 Russell and Whitehead suggested fhe
theary of logial type fo solve the paradox. Sinee PM was published
the liar peradox has been comfimiously discissed by fhe amalvfil
philosophers. The fheoty of Jogial fype is poor and one of Russell's
handicaps, as poinfed ouf by Frege. Russell's finding the paradox is
great but his solufion is poor. We have exarnined how Russell fried fo
solve the paradox. Then how did Whitthead, the other author of PM,
fty fo molve the paradox and apply it fo his philosophy (process
philosophy). Mest of his philosophical wiitings are wiitten affer he
moved fo Harvard in 1926, almest two decades had passed since PM
was published. In ofher words, his philosophizm] svsfsn may te a
hierarchicalconsistency. Mo process phiosophers and theclogians contend
with this. Whitehead's direct indication of the theary of logiml fype in
relation fo his philosophical femns iz wcerfam. Recenfly Granwille C
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Henry develops the relafionship between predimate Jogic and Whitehead's
process philosophy in parfioular the relafionship of mefa-Janguage fo
object-language (Henry, 1993, 201) Henry says, "= Whifchead and
Witigensfein, logic bas nol omly beem a primary and  influential
tackground of their waork buf also a2 signifimnt part of the subject
mater of their work"(Henry, 1993, 2010, Bui Henry doesn't seam o
think fhat the far pardox is a peradigm which the 20fh cenfury
thinkets ate all in line with. Buf I agree with Henry that Whitehead's
philosophy can be correctly understood in femns of mef-language and
object-language. Then ancther trocess thinker, Chales Harfshome,
direclly speaks of the theory of logical fype and ifs relafionship in his
philosophical ferms. It means that Hartshome's application of the Tar
paradox iz more evident than Whitthead's

Charles Hartshorne wiites aboul the theory of logical type in The
Divine  Reluvie(]948), The Logie o Ferfodon(1902), Anmim’s
Disemery( 1963, Fhilosophers speaks of Gad(1905). 1 will fty fo explain
Hartshotnes's mmajer fetms le “divine relaffwfy,” "panentheisn,” and
"ontological argunent” as ey are used in the above menfioned books.
Hartshome's personal remark on the logic is as follows "Had 1 fhe
fraining and skl in logic of a Cammap (fo whose sharp buf impersomal
and helpful erificisns | am much indebfed 1 could demonsfate the
soundness of this belief—f i be sound—more convingngly than, as it
% | @n expect to do” (DR, 18, ). Let me infroduce one mere
quotation fram The Logic of Perfecfionior LP),

I feel chiefly indepted, i cotmection with thiz stidy, fo my Harvand
teachers of fmany years ago, o same discussions with Rudolf
Camapisho shares wery few of my opmions), and fo the advice on
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sane Jogical poinfs given fo mme by Richard M. Marfin and Ludo
Chiaraviglio. If 1 Jnew all that any of the furee men mentioned knows
about Jogic, this book would be at Jeast somewhat different. it might be
sitnply 2 mere tgorous statement of emenfially the same thoughts O
= 1 wish ] Fmew! (LP, 1962, ¥ij)

Discussio on the lar paradext has been aclive amaong philosophers
arly =mee fhe 1970s Theomes ofher fhan the fheary  of
hiemarchical-consistency Wwere not been disclissed when Harishome Was
wiiting the above four books:

B. Harfehorne and Theory of Logical Type

Hartshorne indicates his infention of witing The Divine Relatiwity in
the preface of the book as follows: “In this book 1 am frying fo set
forth the logic of tesic theclogical comeepts; tuf pethaps these are the
same as the theistic implications of tesc logial comeepts If only a
few logidans could be induced fo Took info the mater? (DR, 1948, xiv)
His efforfs is focused upon how he can mmake the edueated persons io
understand fthe possible consisfent meanings of “supreme  being.”
"absolute,” "necessary teing.” and the like

Refering to Hefmann, Hartshome thinks that God iz the one whe
alone is adequately moved by what moves people. God alone nof only
fels tuf feels how people fesl This is the lar rhetoric, the Mover
dees confain himself as the meoved Harfshome newer sid this rheforic
comes fram the [t paradex buf rpenfioned from whee he got fhe
Jmowledge, "Fram Plate’s Tieuews through the obscurities of Schelling's
Ages of the World and the clearler pages of Fechner's Zewd
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Awstaichap.xi) fo Whitthead's Frocess amd Reality or Monfague's Way
af Thizgs—or, in mere mysiical vein, Berdyayew's Destiry of Man and
MNiehuhr's Human Destmdchap. 101 (DR, 1948, x0)

Within the limit of noomal theology, the comeept of “absolufe,”
"necessary”’ cowld nof he understood withouf confradiction. Hartshome
borrowed the fheory of logial fype fo peresive the comespls without
contradiction. He first digged ouf the theory from Anselm’s ontologicl
argument. He said “if the omfological argument is valid in some form,
an affirmafive answer fo the question ‘i there a God? follows Iogically
from an affimmative answer to the question ‘Tz a God coneervable T (DR,
1948, 3 Harfshorne comsidered the above fwo quesfion as a fwo
different logical fypes belonging fo different logicl levels. He confinued,
"The Issie here is whether or nof the emistence of deify is, af Jeast In
one aspect, of a logiwlly different fype from that of ofher enfiffes
= "DR, 1948, 3) The one belongs fo objectlanguage while the ofher fo
teta-lan glage.

For Hartshome, we are living in the age of removing the paradox
associafed with the foundafions of mathematics, ifself the foundafion of
all science. How mn we renove the paradex? The paredoxes are not
upavoidable with customery logical fechniques, tut avoidable with more
refnedd Eefmigues. Then what are the refined techmiques? Harfshome
suggested if: if is "logical type” or af any rafe in degree of absfraction.
He concluded, 'Tf this is =0, the fmnous pamdoXes, o confradicfions—to
avoid the custamery enphemistn—of mefaphysics and theology are nof,
as iz clajmed, an inevifable resulf of hwnan linitafions, of the finite o
relative o conditioned tying fto understand the infinite or absclute o
uneondiioned, nor of the meaninglessness of the lafier, but the natural
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vet avordable result of haste and matfenfion fo edact shades of
meaning "OR, 1948, 4)

We @n dearly find ouf that Harfshome is applying Russell’s theory
af Jogical type to remove the paradex. He thinks “"the analogy befween
the metbphysizl and the logiml paradoxes s perhaps fandly dose"(DR,
1984, 3 Logcal type was already well knowm in the philosophizal and
theological circle in the 1940z when he wrofe The Divine Relativity. Af
that fitne logial type was a fool applimble fo philosophy, biology,
anthropology. For Bateson if is applied o tiology, for Wittgenstsin it o
philosophy. Hartshorne applied it fo theclogy along with them. Therefore
it iz not new bui natual for him o know the theary and apply if to
theclogy.

For Hartshome the paradox is not the inevitable resulf of hwman
Tirnifation tut avoidable one. But T can not help mising a quesfion: dees
the fheary of logical fype remove fhe pardex fufly? As Frege
indicated, Rusmell's method i wne of the poorst fo remove fhe
tatadox. Hartshorne fell info Russells piffall. The theotis fo ovetcome
the paradodes had been developed affer Harfshorme published the above
four books, so we @n not expect any further and new theories’ applied
fo his thoughts. So we have fo be satisfied with only knowing how
Hartshome dealt with the Jogical fype theory in his major erly books.

C. Liar Paradox and Surrelafivity
The ltar patadox appears in vatious forn, of which 1 w4l infroduce a
few of them. The ways distinguishing befween object-language anf

mefafanguage are many;, mel-fanguage s lnguage "of" language,
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language ‘itself,” Janguage 2 fo Janguage 1 of object-language
Meta-language is passive voice fo the aclive voice of object-language.
For mstance, when english iz leamt by Koren. "Temming English is
learnt by Koremn” Among these varous forms, "of" and “itself” are
mast oftenly used in mefaphysics and theology.

Let's frv fo Joow how Charles Harishome applied the paradox by
uzing these fonns o his major philosophical themese [le "surrelatiwty,”
"tanentheiem,” "onfological atgument” Harfshome applied the paradox to
izsue of relafivity. What is relafivity? Js relafidify itself relafive? A
quotation from Hartsharne's Divine relativity s as follows:

For instance, if all things are relafive, i= they depend upon and vary
with varying relafionship, then at least relative itself, and as such -
must bte something invarant, nonrelafive, “absolufe DR, 1948, &)
Hartshomne made distinction between "relativity” and "relafivty rfself”
The latfer, "relafive iftself” is non-relative or "absolufe” Relafive is nof
dentim] fo "refafive ifself” A paradox is produced. Lef tne mmake a
chart as follows:

relafive relafive ifself
dhjective-language meta] anguagze
relafive "relafive"

relafive 1 relafive 2

relafiee relafive of relafive
relafive nonrelafive o absolute
dhject language mefal gnguage

Refafive and "relafive” iz equivom] Is relafive "relafive’ The answer
Iz Mo, bemuse "relafive” = nof relafive buf absoluie. "relafive’ doss
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confain ifself as relafive” means "absolife’ does comfatn ifeelf as
relative.” Therefore ‘relative’ iz idenfical fo abeclufe. In other wonds,
"refative” sz the logial fype 2 iz absolute as the logal fype 1
Russell's suggesfion i "don’t confuse fype | with fype” He thinks that
when the logical hiearchizl type s confused. the paradox is inesitably
produced: refafive 1s absolute. But Rusmell's problem is a diffficulifes to
make any distinefion the types in the practical siafions and confexts.

Accroding to Hartshome, the paradex is nof nombornal buf notoal
Bather the absclufeness of nonrelafiwiy iz nownel He @=l= it
suprelativicy. Both “refafive” and abscfufe are inmeparable m surelativity.
Hartshome dmaws all his thoughts from the logic of swrelafivisn.
Exterpal relafions were sfndard docfine of the Middle Ages. He
cormments on the Medieval theology as follows:

God Jmows all things, but in such fashion (it was held) that there is
zero  relafpvity of dependence i3 God asx fmower, and  rmaximal
dependence in the creafites as Jmown (DR, 1948,

God iz extermally related fo the world: he is Joower of world but
not wiee versa in the medieval theclogy. However God is both the
Inower and the Jmowm in surrelafivism. 1 think Hartshome's surelafivity
origins fram the Tiar paradox without any deutt

Tn Liar Paradex and The Logic of Panentheism
The liar paradox appears in not only The Dioime RelativiteDR) in
1948 bt afso Philosophers Speak of GodPSG) in 1953 evideny. The

mait philesophical theme m these two books, &= dipolsr or pamcnthetsm
These twig themes are inssparably relafed with each ofher.
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The opposite comoept of dipolsr is momopolir. The comeept of
dipelarity orgine fran the medieval theologian, Cusanus, who insisted
an the cobwidenre of apporite. Harshome also confesssed his indebfness
to comfernpolary Jogician, Moris Coben, whe also said cowcedence of
compadiction i Cohen’s Preface fo Logic DR, 1948, xm) But 1 think
that the comfidential Jogial teckground of dipolariy comes from the
liar paradox. Why is the [ar pardex led fo dipolarity? Lef me repeat
the natwe of Liat. The liar sentence iz Jed fo the froblem of
setfrefereme and self-reference creates binary system, so called TF
sefes.

I am liar. — self-reference or self-anmihilation
If 1 fell alie, then [ f&ll a fruth

If T fell a truth, then [ fell a lie.
Therefore Lie is Truth and Truth is Lie.

Calisn i= fimally overcome. The monopolarity, either Truth or Lie,
s no longer relevant in the Har paradox. The dipolarity of Truth and
Lie i produced through the far paradox. Harishormed cafled the
dipalarity Sumelativity. Applied to the dociine of God, he spedally
defines it pamentheism. Atistofle’s Jogic, Law of Confradiction and Law
of BExcfuded Middle Temn, 7= the cawse of monopolatity. Tradifiona]
philosophers and theologians have considered Aristofle’s Jogic as normal
and the liar logic as nonnomnal and pathological Buf Hemaditus' rmind
was different from Arsfofle’s. He said there is night afier day, day
after might But day i= only Day;, might is not Day. Might is fofally
excluded fram Day. Here the mpifal lefer, Day, means the whole day
while the small Jeffer day the opposife of night In fhe wistem
ftadifion, day i only Day excluding night. Heraclifis’ vofce has been
declined while Aristofle’s logic has been adopted as the orthodex logie
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i wesfern philosophical tradifion. As Kanf potnfed out the basic
sfruchire of Wesfern philosophical Jogie hasn't been changed at all since
Anistofle. Tn conclusion, Arsile’s logic s monopolar Whereas Liar
Togic dipolar.

Adopting Aristofle’s logie fo the doctiine of God, the comeept of God
becanss monopolar, that is Ood i abslue, mecessiry,  perfens
wichanging being. The orfiedox fheclogians favored fo the ome side
onle autfing the ofher sides of reluthie, comtingent tmperfet chunge.
Hartshorme called it favopifimn. Favoritism made the western doctrine of
God  fumeated, that 1z, frunmted theism 75 the tadifional doctine of
God. The francated theism 1= the monopolar themmn.

The five different quesfions are possitle fo the concepts of Ged: Tz
God Eferal(E)., Temporal(T), ConsgousiC), Knowing(K), World(W).
The westen fradifiome]l docfine of God can be clasgfied mio 8
different categories according fo the frupcafed degree as follows:
ETCKW(Flato, Whifehead, Schelling). ECiArstoteles), ECKAngustine,
Aquinas), EFlotinus), BECKW(Spinoza, Rovee), ETCK (Socints, Lequier),
ETCK(W)iJarmes, Brightman), TiC)E)(Alexander, Ames), T(Wistman).

E iz opposite polar of T and CK iz oppesie polar of W ECK iz the
franscenfal polar while TW fs the fmrmanent polar. Fmphaszing on
ECK. the docirine of God mey te indined fo Theism and emphasizing
on TW, it might be inclined fo Panfheism. So both theism(BCK) and
tanthelsn (TW) are monopolar. Panenthelmn = inclusve of thefmm and
rantheistn, that s, ETCKW. Hartshome denonstrafed & different
docftines of God fhrough fthe history of wesfemn philosophical and
religions docyments in P5G He is developing the Jogie of panenthizm
in the end of the book. I want fto show how he applied the liar
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taradox io panenthein in next chapter.

What does if tnean with “monopelar’ and “dipolar i the poinf of
the far paradox? 1 think that the words origin from the fwo femns,
clasy and wembers, of the liar pemdox. 1f wou apply the tom of class
to the docfrine of God, you will became theist, while if you apply the
tern fo menbes fo if, you will become pantheist Because fwo femns
were polatzed i the wesfern frdifion, theisn and penfhelsm are
running parallaly without any meefing point. The tnain reason why they
dissociateed from each other, is due fo adopfing Arsile’s logic only at
the price of abandoning the Kar paradox. Beginning with fhis cenfury,
western soienfists and methematicians have sarfed fo adopt the paradeox
to theit acdemic areas. Hartshome's adopfion of the paradox shenld te
counfed same as they did. He applied fhe lar paredox fo his doctrne
of God, panentheizn, az he did it to surrelativity.

Firt of all he used two signs, C and W, fo explain fhe Jogial
situchite of the docfrine. C sfands for universal Cause upon which
everything else depends, tuf which ifself requires no other thing W
stands for the allindlusive somethings, the Whole of ralify. He
proposed three possitle asserfions about God: (1) God ie (Whether as a
whale or in same aspect of himself only) universal muse, ar God &5 C,
(2) God is all-nchsive reality, o God 5 W, (3) God is both universal
muse and all-nclusive reality, or Ged iz CW. (PSG, 1933, 5330)

Hartshome i asking, "What are the Jogical refafions of three
mropositions™ He confimied TE the second altemafive in the parenthesss
of (1) is excuded, then (1) becomss contradicory of (), and (3)
becomes selfcontradicfory. This = the basiz of the jdes that we rmust
choose befween fheimm, positing deity as independent wuse, and
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tanthefsm, posfing him as all-nclusive reality."(Tbid) Immediately afier
he quoted the previous senfence, he is raising the problem of Jar
taradox as follows:

For, indeed, an idependent muse of all things cannof confain o
indude thern, since, had thete nof been just fhose things fo include,
there must have besn a mare or less different fofal reality. An mefusive
reality does require whatever if includes. Buf there 55 no reason why an
inefusve reality tmay nof confain an independent muse of things, o
why God may mot omly in his fofal acfuality be idenfical with this
mchsive reality, bt also, in an aspect of himmself, idenftical with fhe
independent canze."(talic s mine)PHG, 1933, 5Ma)

The last three senfences in the above gquofafion are decisively related
to the liar paredox. "The class does confain fself as membes” can be
narated as follows, The dass does confain mof only dass iself Dot alro
the members of the chs The dass ifself is the independent cause and
the memnbers of class are fhe incluisive reality wiewing fram
Hartsharmian quotafion.

According fo Hartshome, C and W are compafitle with one anofher.
S theizn and pantheimn @mn be assodated with one another. He said:
= if theizn only means that there = 2 divine indpendent muse of all
things and pantheism, that there is a divine all-inclusive reality, tut may
te fme. Mot that there may be two Gods btut that one Geod may have
both an independent essence and dependent accidents, sormewhat as a
man has both bis relatively fixed and wmmedifiable character and also
his vatying achial experiences. Thus the pxsifive confent of theism and
tantheisn @n be comsisten(y combined m Ged & CW, for the
confradiction befween theiem and penthalsm atisss only fram the denjal
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of any possible distincfion befwesn God as independent muse and God
in hie fofa] actuality. FSG, 1933, 304a)
Let me rearrange Hartshome's words according fo the [iar paradox:

tlass ifsdf members o class
theisml C ) panthiesm{ W )
a divine independent. canse of &l things
a divine al-incusive reality

an independent. essence dependent. acd denfs
fived and unmedifiable varying actudl experiences
independent, cause total actuality

Hartshome are using various expressions fo explam the refationship
befween class ifself and ifs members as seen in the above diagram. By
applying the far paradox Hartshome ocombined theism and pantheism
suocessfully in his panenfheism. It is something unheard of before in
the western philosophical and theological fradifions, tnf eotmmon and
poplar in the omenfal tradifions. In this setse, Hartshome's process
thought is same as the oriental rather than the Westemn tradition.

E. Liar Paradox and Han Philosophy

Harfshome related the logical tesis of panentbeimn to Maons Cohen's
Law of Folatity. He announced God is CW as "the best claitn of all fo
olp consideration (PG, 1933, 304b). he confimed, "Asserfion (3), which
I call “"panentheisn,” affitns God as confaining both an all-independent
all-causafive factor amd the fofality of effects"(PSG, 1948, 335
Panentheisn is mndumve of both theisn and panthesn: "Tn God 5 OW,
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God as C conforms fo clasdel theien, God dy W, fo classiom]
pantheimn "(hid). Harfshome implies Bussell's paradox indimectly when
he menfions the ‘atefaciness’ and “conarefenss’ of God.

Among atstactions, as Russell has remarked, is "abstractness” and
‘concrefeness.” The property of being concrefe is not a conorefe thing
(PSG, 1948, 311k). What does by "the property of being concrefe is not
a concrefe thing” mmean? 1 think if is a version of the liar pamdox.
"Absfraciness” iz absfracfion  ifself o concrefeness. If iz the
metalanguage fo the object-language of absitacion. However, the
troperty of bemg congefe differs from a comorele thing. All these
difincfions depend upon the Har paradex. Hartshome is using the lar
taradox to explain the refafionship befween absfaciness and conorete in
divine nature. Bemuse "abstractness.” or abstract itself, iz concrefe, God
is bofh abtsfract and concrete. Let's apply the same Jogic fo Absolute(A)
and Relative(R) of God.

Now R iz the overall alsiection, divite concreteness as such. And
the A in AR means what is reflexmvely petfect must, in some absfract
aspect, be nomreflexively or wmmutably perfect. A bas refation o R in
that ifs only rmeaning is as an absfract aspect of conerefe perfection.
But fhis iz refafion R as a mere suchness the peneric property of
"hawing accidents,” by which the perfect transcends all and surpesses
itself, and fhis "having accidents” as such indudes no acddents, but
only demands that fhere be some. So A, though related o R, is not
related to anything confingent tuf fo the necessmry category of
acodentalify—there shall te accidents. God as a congefe whale, AR in
character, & the onme who iz related fo  accdenfal  things
thermselves. (PSG, 1953, 511h)
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Hartshome finished the theory of incomplefensss in philosophy and
religion as Goedel did it in rmathematies in 1931 Harfshome and
Goede] both used the liar paredox fo buld up their theotiss.
Hartzhome's concept of ‘process’ = the same expression of Goedel's
Incompletensss.

I an first aware of Kormn word of Han from which Korean coneept
of God, HamanimiZH4E). The Han bas varous different meanings in
the single words ke Whole, Fart, Middle, Sarne, efc. 1 especally
ooncern on the Whale and Part m i Korean God iz both whole and
part He iz not only an independent essence, but alzo  dependent
accidents, that is, panentheistic The Tiar perdox iz popufar and
wellHmown fo Korean people through their religious ideas and cnstorns
bistorically. Therefore the westen theism and panthelsm are nof well
accepiable to Korean minds

The liar paradox is wlttnately refated the problem of whele and part,
and One and Many, i other wond, that of Han Lef's see how
Hartshotte telated the liar paradox fo themn. "God iz 2 whole whoss
wholeproperties are disfinet fram the properfies of the parts. This is =0
of every whaole, buf the most radically two of the supreme whole The
rarte are ar, the whole, AR A whole of refafive parts @n never be
merely atmolute, for there can always be addifional parts. But a whale
of ar tarts mn wery well be AR PHG, 1833, 3114 Parfs are whole
and whole 5 parts. This &5 a world of helography. The hologmphy s
geafed by D. Gabor in 1948 Gabor got a Nobel mrize with it D.
Bolin called the holographic world the implicate order against the
explimte order of Newion. [ think that the implimie order or
helographic order is refated o the liar paradox. The explicate order is
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hierarchica] whereas the implicate order i= horarchical. Koren comeept
of Han is really reflecfing this holographic world. Hananitm, a divine
tmplimtion of Han, is the religions object Iz panenthisn religious? The
answer iz negafive m the arthedox fradifions, tut pesifive tn Fechner's
and Tames” docfrine of Ged.

Can human fresdom®) be part of GodiC)? Onee more, @n hiyman
ignorance and eor be part of divine wisdom? Fechner's and Janes'
answer fs affimnafive, tut the corthodex answer may be negafive How
mn Fechner and James indluding Hartshome jusfify if7 Harfshome
regponds to it "Believing iz an act, and thiz may be ouwr ad buf not
God's, = It has our beliefs as ours, and parfs of itself - buf nof as ifs
tefiefs would be parts of iBelf"PSG, 1933, 314a) The pure Koren
word, Hui{Zh, which has the same root as Han, means 'domg’ o
‘acting,’ and ‘migracting.’ In oher word, Hamanim s doing and
inferacting being with huwman-beings. Doing-f and Hamawim as fhe
name of God all origins fram the word, Ham Han implies "one became
many and many become one” by which doing-Han has the meanings.
Let me infroduce one more comnofafion of Han, namely Al of Deing.
Hananim fs entiched and influenced by the warldly beings and becomes
fullness of his teing. The wery Jast senfence of P&G shows doing-Han
and fullness-Han of Hapanim as follows:

The surdativity or reflexively franscendent perfection of God iz the
Jiless of Riy Deing, his wholeness ay abeayy ientival Dut selfidential
a5 seffemriched,  oyfiemed - a4 limg seasithe, flee  persomality
presepving all detual evemts with tmpaptial care and forever adding mew
ety o his expereinoe(PSG, 1953, 314b)italic 1s mine).
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The vatious dicfionary meanings of Han, doing, one and many, and
fulness, appears in fhe above quofafion. Through over 3000 years
history, Korean people are conscions of Han in which afmost all the
trocess conoepl of God are developed exactly. Harshome's next words
are maore dose fo Korean Han mind.

The absclute s the Toe merely as One, the superrelative is the many
as aleo one, of fthe one as also many. The world as not God 35 the
tany mmetely as tnany—an absfracfion frotn fthe rmany as one, as fhe
integrated, active— passive confent of amniscence (PSG, 1933, 514b)

Hananizm as e and Many simultanecusly iz a real panenthersfic
God. The Koren nafive religion, Dong-Hak or Eastern Leaming, asserts
“nan is God™ or tgechon(SUE). 1 think that imeechon is nothing
tuf the ather form of "ome becomne tmany and many become one,” fomm
of Han. Deong-Hak led fhe Jargest revolutionary mevement in the end of
19th ceptury fhat js defeafed by Japapese nwolvement Buf Dok-Hak
has been developed a religious rnovement alled chondogyo(H =)
now in Korea. [ think Chondogyo is a perfect religious form of process
philosophy.

F. Liar Paradox end Unfological Argument

The year when Anseln presenfed Onfological Argument is 1070 CE
Hartshome  asks that Anselm's discovery is ome of fhe greafest
mtellectual discoveries of all fitne or an intellechual blunder in his bock
Anselm’s Discovery (La Salle Open Cowt, 19635) during medieval age
there are varous proof for God's existence, buf among them the
onfological and cosmological arguments are mest imporfant ones. The
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comtamparary philosophers and theologians consider the cosmological
argiment ofd fashioned ome, buf the onfological argument as sl
confroversial one. The onfological argument is rediscovered by the 20th
cenfury  scholars like Barth, Findley, Maleolm ez a theological and
logical issue.

HG. Hubbeling points out “ome of the first scholars who called our
atfenfion to Anseln’s onfological argument in a modem way, was Charles
Hartshorne i an arficle m the Philosophial Roview My 1944, Ne3,
th.225-24%) with the fifle *The Fornal Validity and Rea] Significance of
the ntological Argument™ Hartshorne's bocks related o the oninlogical
argument are Fhilorophers Speak of God m 1933, The Logic of
Ferfection m 1952, Anselm’s Dimgery o 1930, Hartshome's discovery
supperfed by Notman Maleoln, Witigensteinian logician, who wrofe an
artical "Ansefm’s Onfological ArgumentsTPhilosophical Reviews, January
1960, Mr.l). Bofh Harfshome and Malcohn have fhe same ides fhat
Ansehn’s Proslogion 2 differs fran Proslogien 3, abbresiated T and 117
hereafter. Alnost all fhe oifics tnissed the differences befwesn two
withent exceplion.t)

The crcial point falls upon making a disfinefion befween 11 and TI1.
Let's hear of Hartshome's own words: "Unlike that of Frosl J, itlor
Imy fums upon conceplions of medal Jogic, and deals explicy with

1) Hazhote said, "Here is a2 sample of what ha been pomg on. In 2 fiend's
oftice 15 2 ww of dSxteen books, some mtber Jd, sotpe rmoant dedling with the
philsoply of mligion. Hleven of these updettake to explam apd evduate the
ottaloeical aEument, o 4] bd obe case mentiomne Amelm These deven
discuissios vary pratly in quality, b one thing they have in common: They
pay oo attertion to the chiefl points Amelm makes i Frod [0V apd repeats
aften in the Rgolv. Only the apument of Frad [ is dedt with “(AD, 1965, 14)
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two kinds of existence, confingent and necessary, mther than with
eXisfence versus nonexistence, or rmerely subjective wersus objectivelas
well az subjective) existence."(AS, 1903, 19)(flic i ming) Harfshome
divides “confingent and necesmry’ from Cexisfence versus nomexisfence.”
Hartshore might think that II deals with the latier whereas III with the
former. His concening on the argument is not 11 but 11 Hartshorne's
central thesis is not whether God does exist or nof, tut “eiher Refif)
exists mecEsmirily or RE(E) mecessarily dofs mot exists” Hubbeling call
thiz theorem THerfshorne’s cenfral thesfs, abhrewiated CT.(PCH, 1991,
35 This CT iz a emgally imperfant cne by which we can fully
understand Hartshome's thought

What is the major differences befween 11 and 1117 The cenfral dictum
of 11 is something than which mothing greaier can be comeied. And
the central dictum of 11T i if can Be comened fo De something such
thaf we cdpnet concEng of © a5 pot ExGSERg.

What is different befween two dictums? 1 wrge you fo pay atfenfion
on my falie e in 1. The falfc fhut is foml point fo undersfand
what Anselm infends fo here. Ansefn divides fwo senfences with that
as follows:

It can be camceived fr be something (1)
such that
We cannof conceive of if as nof exisfing (2

Senfenee | and 2 bhave the same word, comebe, i their senfence.
Lef's make distinefion befween two comceiies, that is, comceiwe ] is in
the sentence (1) and comeie 2 05 in the senfence (2). A big quesfion
iw, "Are comeig ] oand comegne 2 same? A siidenfs who kmow the
har paradox may answer, "Oh yes, these two belng @ the different
types" That iz a night answer.
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I think that Hartshorme is the first scholar who finds the logimal
tyre in Ansehn’s onfological argument 30 gemerafions affer Ansehn
mvented in 1070 Due to fack of Jogical kmowledge, imorance of the
liar paradox, Ansehn's valable finding had been hidden inside of earth
duting over 900 yers. Then from whom did Harhome Jmm the
logical skills? 1 think that he rmay leam it from Busell and Whitthead
indirectly and Chrmap direcfly. Chmap's phrase, meaping possdaes is
key word fo koW Harfshomne's evaluation on the ontological atgyment
He sajd, "What was this discovery? In crude anticipatory outline, it was
the following: Assuning cerfain ‘meaning posfllates’(fo use Chmap's
helpful  phrase) comeeming the import of "God' and cerfain related
fens, it follows faf the existence of God is a loghal or damab:
fruth."(AD, 1965, Aiifalic ming) What is logical and analyfic trufh?
Hartshome responds fo i, "Proslogium 11T is 2 Jogical and amalyfic
fruth. Anselm’s CT iz not a factua] and experiential but a Jogical and
analvlical fruth. HG Hubtelling well defines CT as follows:

(1) CT: Eithet God eXisfe necessarily of he necessatily does not

exist.

() God's existence iz possitle. (by hypothesis)

(3 1t 1z not fufh that he necessanly doss nof exist (from 2)

(4) God extsty necesmrily. (from (1) and (3) by mpdes iollerde ponens)

O the besis of CT. the logiml structure of the Ansshnian argoment,
in itz matie or "Second” fonm, may be parfially fonnalized as follows:
'y for )Py There is a perfect Deing, or perfection exists.

W for it is necessary (ogeally frue) that
o for 5t is net frue that’

' for o

— for D ostricfly implies o & W ~{ph gl
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1. g—Ng "Anselm's Principle”™ petfection could not exist

aontingendy

2. Ngwvw~MHNg Excluded Middle

3 ~MNg— Mi~Mg) Fomn of Becker's postufate: modal sfafis

4. Mg vMN(~Nq) Inference fram (2.3

3 N(~Nq—MN~g Inference from (1): the necessary falsify of the
consequent  implies fhet of fhe anfecedent
(Modal forrn of tmedns follens)

8 NgvN~g Inference from (4, 3)

7. ~N~g Inbuitive postulate (or conclusion fen other
theisfic arguments): perfection = not impossitle

8 Ng Inference from (@, 7)

9 Ng—g Medal axiom

13. g Inference from (8, 9

We @n find fhree presuposions i the above inference Anslem’s
Frinciple, Becket's Posfilate, Modal Axiotn withouf which the inference
becames tnpossible. Ansein’s Prindple iz “perfection could not exist
confingently tuf only necessarily fre

Camap's ‘meaning posilates’ iz cue fo understand Harfshorne's
onfological argument, because it is related fo the above three itams. In
the refation fo meaning postifate, Oscar Becker, a physichn, proposed
‘Bedker's Postule’ which is the T=wiul structure of the possitle
Becker's postulate f= not referting to the factua] and actua] realify tut
logically pessible world as the tmeaning postilafe dees. The logically
possitle world has begun o be rmenfiomed in mathemafies, physics,
philosophy beginning with the lafe 19th cenfury in the Wesfern world,
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and finally formulated as ‘copenhagen ammouncement’ in 1929 (P,
1952, 179 Lets swympanze the three ifems:

Anselnys Principle {prop. 11 g—¥y

Backer's Postulate {prop. 3 ~Ng—Np{~Np)

Moedal Axiem {prop. O My

The consistency within any Jogiml systen is wlled ‘amalyfic’ o
‘fautology.” According fo Harfshome's discovery, Ansehm’s 11T is not
refated i the factual dimmension btut to the Jogical-analytical dimension.
The explosive power appeared as zoon as fhe Ansshn’s Prndple is
associafed with Becher's Pesfilate and rmeaning pestilate. The friangle
comnectivity of Camap, Becker, and Ansfn rmade possible a new
understanding of Onfclogical argument in the modem sense of meanings.
Farshome presenfed his discowery in 1944, apd affer 16 years

Malcoltn supporfed Hartshome in 1990 Harishome's fwo books, The
Logic of Pefection and Amsekn’s Discovery, related fo Onfological
Argument was published in 1962 and 1963 one by one. Hubbelling
indjcates that Malcoln's support iz an unexpected ome (PCH, 1991, 33
But | disagree with Hubbelling's comment. that iz, Maleokn's suppart is
an expected one The reason that Maleakn is welllmowm Witlgensteinian
philosopher. Then Who iz Wittgenstem? 1 fhink Witigenstem’s
philosophy can net be undestood in the same line with the parmdigm
shift by the lar paradox in the 20fh cenfury. T think the 20th cenfury
iz the ecenfury of shiffing the paradigm according to the liar paradox in
all ower the arms nof only i philosophy buf also in physics, biology,
fine arts, ete. [V Hofstadier's Goedel Eroher, Back am Etepmal Golfew
Rmid, iz a monynental work of this cemfury. in which the auther
telated romthemafics, music and gaphic works in the Har pamdox,
narmely, an efemal golden blard. 1 think numerous arsms @n be linked
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to the baid Witigenstein's philosophy and Bateson's biology also can be
undersfood in this golden bijad. Whitehead's process philosophy is net
excepiion.

I insist that Anseln’s Frinciple. Becher's Posfiulate, Meaning Fosfulate
and Modal Axigm, are in line with the efernal golden blaid or the Jar
paradox. Lef me elaborate if more i defail The disfinction befween
objectlanguage and mefatanguage is mmpertant in the Nar paradex. ]
think fwo postulates becanes possible through the disfinction befween
two. Object-world js factial and actial one Whereas mefa-world, Togical
and analviic ome. The metafimafion, meta, meta of mefa, meta of mefa
of meta = iz the mme as the two postaltes. 11 refers fo Object-God
while 111 fo met-God Mefafication iz a phenomena of world
development and of cognitive evalution.

Buddhist call the mefaficafion ‘scale flling from eves' On fhe
history of argwment on the divine being, Ansehn’s Il is a mse of
falling scale fram eye Through Ansehn’s finding, a new dimension had
besn opened, buf Descartes’, Kanf's eve hadn't seen Anseln’s new
ditnensfon. Thelr eve was fallen on God as objectteing, mof as
meta-teing, so they all fajed fo see the real implimfion of Ansehn's 111
Coming info the 29th cenfiry, a great parmdigm shiff ocowred with
Frimeipis  Matemativa, bt two authors didn't expect so  ronch
tnportance of their book Russell's sofufion to the paradox is poor, tut
hiz finding is valusble ome. The theory of Logiml type has given
amazmg mflumes, i ofher word, shiffing pamdigm. So Harfshorne's
discovery should be evalnated byt the sense of the great paradigm shiff.

My crificistn and evafuation on Hartshome's argument: 1 understood
Hartshorne's onfological argoment as a pamdigm shiff i the 20th
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cenfury. Thete are several ofher perspectives, evaliafions and crificizms
on  Harfshome's argument. Lef me infroduce here Hicks and
Hubbeling's criticistns and evalations on Hartshome's thesis first of alll
Hick’s crificdisn on  Harfshome's 10 proposifens = follows  Hick
considers prop.], Ansslm’s Principle (g—Ng), == the key proposifion,
temuse at fhis point if is esenfial fo decide whether N is fo be
upderstocd as signifying logical or omtological necessity. Hick said,
"Hattshorne himself is quite explici that he is using excusively the
fommer. N, he save, "tmeans amalviic or L-rme, tme by necessity of the
ferne emploved. This = the sense infended in the present essay. "(MEA,
1967, 337 Conceming Hartshome's argument, Hick maintaimed:

(1) that when N iz inferprefed as signifving logical necessity, prop.]
has no knd of selfevidence,

(2) that i order to represent, as Hartshorne clairns, Anselm’s basic
priciple, N i prop. ] must be inferprefed as signifyving onfological, ather
than logical, necessity,

(31 that when N is so inferpreted, prop. 1 comsfififes ap accepfable
premise, and leads by valid steps to prop. &

(4) that in order fo reach s comclusion in prop. 0, the argument,
hawing exfablished prop. & in ferns of oniologicl necessity, must
thenceforth proceed on the (falze) assympiion that prop. © bas been
exfablished in fenns of logical necessify; and that the procf s rendered
mvalid by this change of meaning of ¢ key ®mm in midoowese. (MFA,
1967, M9)(ifalic mine)

Hick’s view @n be swnmarized as follows: If prop.] is onfological,
trop. @ should be oniologiml foo in order fo infroduce the =mme
enfological prop. 10, For Hick, Hartshorne changed propt from logieal
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to ontological o reach fo prop. 10, Hick wlled it “mideourse change.”
My question = "why doesn Hick mention abouf prop. 3 or Beclet's
postufate. 1 think prop.3 is a bridge connecfing prop.] fo 6. Becker's
pesfilate is a scienfific pestilate which is aciual and ontological in the
aten of science. It is meaningless to make distinction between logical
and onfological n physics. Becher's postulte prowides us with fhat
scienfific background. If Hick had paid atfenfion on Becker's postulate,
then be sheuld have not enficized on Harfshorne that much.

Hick comeems on the foundation of prop 1. What i the background
of prop.1? Hick believes that Harfshome fafled fo supply if. My defense
o Harfshome will be discussed in next section.

Unlike ofher predicate, “non-existence’ dees existz. 8o ‘non-exisfence’
and ‘existence’ both are conceivable For examnple, If sapebody ask,
"anvbody there?" then "is If possitle fo answer 'nobody here™ I Is
topossible bemuse "nobody here" ifself iz showing "samebody here”
Buf an answer, T do nof eaf food”, fo the quesfion "do you eat food?”
= possible. The answer ifself does nof negate the answer, tuf in the
mze of "existenoe,” non-eXistence ifself revenls “existence" 1 think this
i the tads of Anseln’s princple, i other word, it is not onfological
bt Jogical or self-reference. Lef's repeatl again the dictum of Jar
paradox, "Existence doss comfain itself as nem-edistence” T think that
Anselmn realized the Tiar peradox and applied it o his argument
sucoessfully. Anseln's principle is analviiml on the btesis of the Tar
paradox. [ eppose Hick's view of no self-evidence of prop. 1. Frop. |
has self-evidence in fettms of far petadox, fhat is, bofh exisience and
non-eXistence are both concsivable So Hidk's following erificism on
Hartshotne ean not be justifiatie:
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Prop. 1, inferpreted in ferms of Iogical necessity, asserfs fhat a cerfain
propwition, g, sttictly implies andher propesifion which 5 a proposition
ahout g, fo the effect that g i a2 logwlly necessmry fruth. That a
propoition should sticlly imply ancther proposition, which is & proposition
ghout the first propesition, involves wnfomuated princples which fomm no
part of accepted logical theory, and which require justifying considerafions
which Harfshome has nof supplied (MEA, 1957, 3300

I think Harsherne supplied if, the liar paradox, fo a proposition about
the first proposifion: the liar paradex ifself is the first proposifion.
Anselm and Hartshame are aware of if, buf Hick misunderstands if.

Hubteling's crificisn on Harfshome iz about the logial tadkground
of Hartshome's argmment: "= i my view Hartshome should have
painfed out more clearly with what Jogical system he works. Such a
syelem is oomnedted with a2 whole phiosophy and with  various
philosophical presuppesifions, as We have seen. That means fhat
Hattsharme's proof 4= only valid within a cetfam systemn!"(FCH, 1991,
¥¥5) 1 agree with Hubbeling's wiew fo same sense. My first quesfion is,
"why didn't Hartshorme sepamfe semanti  parador from  logial
paradoy?” Hartshome applied the sermantic peradox fo  Anselim’s
onfclogical  argument and the Jogical paradox fo the logic of
panentherstn without narming them separately.

Hartshome's dependency upon Camap’s logic, meaning postifate, is
simiar to Tarski's Tconvenfion: "smow js white” if and only if sow is
white. Tarski's system Is dosed ome 1 am not swe Hartshome Jnows it
of nof. Russell's and Tarski's solution fo the [Har paradox s
hicrarchiml-consisfency  which means  "closed” By "desed” 1 tnen
Togical” o ‘amalyfic.” So meaning postihie, Becker's postulate, and
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L-fmth are all relafed fo “dosed” Kripke opened it Hubelling and
Malcolm  agree that Harshorne’s Jogie Jooks ke Kriphe-style
semantic (FCH, 1991, 348) Owmtplogiral and lopiral 5 imseparable in
Krphken systern. The Timit of closed syefern 7= dlemr: what sfafes and
fimes iz GOod pefect or necesmry? Gods respond fo the sfates and
achialiffes is not closed buf opened. Hartshome's panentheistic God &5 in
the open system.

Harfshomme's openness is mote clear th his applismfion of logical
paradex fo the argwment. Hartshorne's application of Jogical paradex js
as follows:

Let us Jook at Anselm’s definifion: “that than which nome greater or
befier can be coneefved” Two meanings are possibie here: none greater,
excepl Hirnself in a greafer stfe, nome greafer, even Himself To be
divine is at Jeast fo be wsirpesable by apother, tuf is i also fo be
upsipasshle by self, incapable of growth? Anselm  assumed this
inferprefation. He thought God was unswpassmble absclufely. Buf this
leads to many diffioulfies. For fnstance, if must te purely ndifferent to
the waorld, and fo what happens in it For otherwisw the waorld could
confritinte value to God, and in this way fi2 would sepdss fimel as
He would B¢ withm the worlf, or with ap GfErior ome (MEA, 1967,
328 (ialic mine)

The very last senfence is jdentical fo the dictwn of Har paradox by
which God is opened toward world. The far peradox makes God grow
with world bemuse God doss comfain hitmself as a member of world
The drcular-inconsistency theory of lar parmdox has been developed by
Chibara, Herzberger and Gupfa aknost 20 years affer Harfshorme
published Awselm Dimemzre of 1957, His divine dipolarfy and
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ranentheistn shows Guptasiyle two polars, T and F, are inferacfing in
trocess. When Harfshome refnvited Ansehn's Argument i 1944, Tarski
alzo presented his T-convention, tuf [ am nof sure any communicafion
tetween two persons. Among the logicians Hartshome favored Tarskd is
not included. Howewer Camap's meaning pestulate Hartshome favored
much and Tarski's T-convenfion are nof far from each ofher The later
scholar's crfidsn on T-convenfion s ifs "closedness" by which 1 mean
Togical’ ot ‘tanfological.’ The lack of ‘smpitical’ ot ‘factml* in
T-convention hronght farth the new discussion on the fiar parmdox sinee
1570

Let me one more imle, isue of confinuity of dizcomfimuity befween
I and T11. Hartshame telieves Anselm’s 1T fafled, but T think 111 sheuld
be considered in the comnection with 1. Sesing fram the perspective of
liar teradox, the confinuity befween 1T and 1T s inevifable: 1T is
referting to Object-language while Il o mefa-fanguage beth of which
are necesmty in the liar paradox.

According fo Hubelling’s wew, fhe disfincion mefafanguage and
object-language, of second order and first order, appears nof only in
Anselmn’s  onfological argument tuf also in Amquinas’ cosmological
argument  Aquinas fnsists not only @use as the first order but also
mse of muse as second order in his compological argwment In ather
word, there are two different fypes of @musss inside of cosmological
atgunent, =0 Ansshn and Aquinas are sme in their proving existence
of God. Then what is Ansehn’s own meif and uniqueness?
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<APPENDLE:

Liar Paradox and Oriental Philosophy

The characterisfics which disfinguish befween East and West are
variols, not one, btut many. In the earfy part of thiz cenfuy, DT
Sumki, a Japanese Zen scholr in Awpetica =id, "West iz dynamic
while East s safic,” tuf hiz view is foo stople fo be pasuaded by it
Although East and West are different from each ofher, the differences
befween the fwo @n not be defined by any single word Because rmy
major acadernic conestn i o compare the Eastn mind with the
Western mind, T have itied fo idenfify the mest decisive pomi which
makes the didincfion befwesn the two minds. According fo my final
judgernent, the Liar's paradox chereafier The Liar o the paradox) is the
pritnary point dividing the two mind systerns. This means that when [
reach the Liar, my mind becomes dear on fhis issue : East accepts the
Liar while West doesn’t.

It both the Westetn and Bastern philosophical fradifions for the past
24X vears, the Liar's paradox has been very probletmafic. The Liar was
firf  mmerntioned ax a  philosophical  issue  Gresce  Eubfidess  and
Epimenides. The paradex is close o fhe siatement commonly atfitited
to Eublides of Mietus of the fowrth cenfuwy BOE: "The shfsment |
am now making is a lie” Anofher important wersion of the paradox is
derived from a remark atifbuted to the Crefan prophet Epinenides of
sixth century BCE: '"The Crefans are always liars™ St Paul also
quottes this in the Episile to Tifus, "Ope of themselves, even a prophet
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of their owm, sajd, The Crefans are always Iars, evl beasts, slow
telies. This witness is tre"(King James version) William Oclam,
Burley, and Fsendo-Sherwood alzo discussed the paradox i the middle
ages, bui the Liar has been disregarded by the Wesfern philoscphers
through mest of the history. Interestingly, however, if has been rewisited
ty western mathematicdans and logigans of the twentieth cenfury.
Western scholars have nof paid as much affenfion fo the Liar as fhe
ottental scholars have.

I think that Arstofle fmew the Liar but didn't comsider if as a
angal problem. When he dassified senfences info fhree miegores as
equivocal, univocal and derwafive, the equivocal senfence iz the Liar
senfence, bt his prior concem fell em the univocal senfence because the
equivocal senfence does not make sense. As soon as the wistem
philosophers Tooked mfo the jor of this peradox, they were embarassed
and put the lid back on bemuse the paradox is foo agonizing for their
mind. Instead of ioquirng info ifs sfructure, they shied away from it
Atistofle devised his own dear logic, the Jogic of confradicfion and of
excluded middle ferm, which mled the western mind for over 2500
years af the expense of serjous inquiry info paradox. Since Arstofe
abandomed the paradox and only Arsfolelian logic dominated westem
thinking and methodology, paradex has been freafed az a ridiculons,
puzzing, sanefimes humorous isste.

In the eastern fraditions, however, the Liar paredox is a cenfral theme
and fhe rmain line of every arem, inchuding philesophy, polifics,
econanics and religion. T think that an understanding of Tiar paradox is
orugal fo those branches of social sciences® That is. the abandoned

7) See Gupta 1994, p.6.
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stone in the West becommes the comer stome in the Orient Western
thinkers who have been comcemed with pamdox were unweleamed in
the main sfrean. Whereas in the Fast the same kind of thinkers are the
main stream. Arstofle two logical rues have not teen accepled in the
orental spintual world. 1f 52 Pawl hed paid much attention to the Liar
in hiz epsfle to Tins, the western theological sfandpeint might have
been directed in quite a different wav. But Paul's remark on the Liar is
buf a just pasing Word The Liar is nof a pasming word in the Orfent
but a cenfral one, while Asistofle’s two logical rules are useless and
even thought fo be dangerous o otenfal philosophers bemuse
Atistotelian  riles Jemd fo  dualistic ways of thinking So fhe
disftinguishing peoinf befween the Orent and the West is clear: one
accepts the Liar, the ofher doss not Either affirning or despising the
Liar paradox has defermined the goal and history of the fwo
hemisphetes. That the twenfieth cenfury western philosophers have begun
fo pay aflenfion fo the Liar tneans two herispheres ate catning doser
together.

Szen  from  the perspecfive of Arsfofe’s logie, the otiental
philosophies lack logic buf seen fram the Liar paradox, Orienfal
philosophies have their owm logic different from the former. The Liar is
another kind of Jogic which is nof idenfical fo Arstotelian Jogic. The
first modem person who thought of the tmportance of the Liar was
mathematician . Cantor. Cantor's findings date back fo the paradox of
Zeno i Greece, the paradox of the race befween Archiles and fhe
torforse. Although fhe paradox had been discussed in the tiddle ages, it
iz affer Bussell infroduced his paradox called "Russell’s paradeox’ that it

3 Rabert C. Kooms 1992, ix.
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tegan to gef a philosophical atfenficn. Russell produced the Liar in
Frimipis Mathematos with AN, Whitehead in 1908 1 think that none
of the 20th cenfuny's scienfife revolutions. mich az Einstein’s Relafivity
Theaty, Heisenberg's FPrinciple of Uncerfainfy, Fuzzy-Chacs  theary,
Gaber’s Holographic Theory. Bateson's Double Binding Theory, are
unrelated to the Liar In the recenfly published book, Feze Thinking,
Barto Kosto shows the fuzzy Jogic's relationship fo Rusell's paradox
and otienfal philosophy. For hitn South Korean flag is the enblem of
fuzzy logie. I think that Thorpas Kuhn's paradigen shift in the sgenfific
revolufion becomes possible onfy through the Liar Is ‘the Liar so
powerfl? [ reply "ves." The new paradigm backing the modem sdences
iz the Liar. The shift of the paradigm means the shift from Arsfofes’
mind to the Liar's mind.

F. Capr's The Tuo of The Fhesics, I= vwniten fo show the
relationship befween the modem sdences and the orienfal philosophies,
tut his infention s nof siccessful because he fafled fo menfion the Liar
tatadox which is fhe background of fhe fwo rmind systems. He just
compares fragments of modern sciences with those of the otfenfal
philosophies. The reason why Whitehead's process philesophy = so
dese to the orfental philosophy 1= that both of them depend upon the
Liar. Even if Russell Imew the paradox, his philosophical mind is
tradifional: he fajled to apply the pamdox fo his whole swfem of
philosophies whereas Whitthed did, o a Jarge extent This might be, 1
think, cne of the resons why they are separated fn 1908 Apstofle and
Liat have rning in the two different ways, buf £ we collect
Aristofles’ passing words in his books, the two of them might be
reconeilized. Let's frv it herel
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Abstract

A Study of Weetern and Hastern Civilizations
from the Perspective of Whitehead's Philosophy

Wang-Shik Jang

The objective of this paper is fo provide a compermtive analysis of
Eastern and Western civilization, and to bring fo Tight the confradictions
tefween then i view of Whifehead's philosophy. On recogmizing the
established chatactetistics and  significance undetlying both of fhe
cwilizations, the primary concemn i= fo avoid a2 ome-sided of biased
evaluation. That iz fo say, the evaluafion of one civilization from the
rerspective of anofher civilization would be impossitle az well as
meaningless, if Wete @mied out in a unilatera] way.

The first secfion infroduces the recent development of oultual
upderstanding, m comparson o the deficiendes and fthe isues of
credibility that fradifiomal percepiions eXposs. It the second and third
secion, an analytical account of the cultural background behind both
gvilizations 1z addressed, pointing out some fimitations of both Eastern
and Wesfern coivilimafion. It is argued that some shorfeonings of
Western  gvilization lie in  ifts  fendency o overssfimate the
reason-orfented, being-orienfed, and logos-orented civilimtions. By
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confrast, the fendency fo see nafure mainly in terns of the prerefleciive
and aesthefic crder presenfs a linifafion of Fasfern oivilization. If goes
withouf saving that fhis fendency of the East has produced an
sestheficeorjented  civifizafion, tmf i iz argoed that such an
aestheticoriented perspective in cultual understinding has fnpeded the
development of mionalisn mn Eastern civilizafion.

Whitthead's philosophy offers an alfernafive perspeciive fo these
pesifions  presenting  warious limifafions of Wesfern and  Easfern
cvilization. The third secion highlights a signifieant bearing on the
methadology of harmanization between the rafionalistic and the aesthefic
order. Furthermore, the argurment is extended fo Whitehead's jdea of
hammeonization befween cosmos and chaos, history and nature, and finally
the West and the Fast
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How to Understand Human Mental ity

A Whiteheadian Look at the Contenporary Mind-Body
Debate

Insok Ko

How iz the menfal aspect of the hwmpan being fo be understood?
What 1= the relafion befwesn 'mind” and "hody"™? This i= nof only one
of the mest Dmdarnenta] philosophical questions tut i has also been the
cenfral fopic of the inferdisciplinary researches under the overarching
fifle of "cognifive science” in the past couple of decades. The dymamic
of the philosophical debate of the mind-body problem is, howewer, far
fram being seffled.

Non-reducfive physicalisn, a mixtore of onfological rmonism
(physicalism) and epistemological duafism (antireductionism), is sl
ackmowledged as the rmest influential approaches in this detate, vetf is
orificized as inconsisfent by Jaegwon Kim (1993). On the ofher hand,
nefther reductionist physclisn nor dualisn heve been successful in
formulating a consistent allemative view that explains owr ordinary
experiences adequately and comprehensively.

David R Oriffin (1999 argues that Whiteheadian philosophy will

provide 2 soluffon fo the mind-body problem. He se== Whitehead's
onfology which he expresses ax "panexperentialism with organizationa]
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duality” as providing the key fo the sclufion. Alfhough [ share with him
the anficipation that Whittheadian philesophy will give us a nowel and
effective bags for an understanding of the mind-badv problem, T find
same deficiendes in his approach.

This paper discisses sane implications of Whilcheadian mefaphyso
for the confemporary mind-body debate Within the Whiteheadian
schene of metaphysics, as presented in Process amd  Reatite, the
poesibility (and also existence) of menfl musation iz nof incompatible
with the fmcf that hurpan menfality 1= "the oufcame of the hurpan
body (PR 108). "Physical” and "toental” are inferprefed as two “poles”
of an acfua] enfity. Each of fhem ean be analysed omly through
"ahstracfion” from comcrefe experiences. This peper also addresses the
fssue that the comespf of body s too narrowly inferpreted m tmost of
the recent discussions of the mind-body problem.
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Public Participation in the Technical Assessment and
Whitehead’s “Toretherness” in Decisin-Malking:

Sang-Ha Lee and Jongduck Ched

Technical assessment (TA) iz a2 decision4making procedure fo estimate
the possible sodal and economic comsequences that the applimfion of a
new fechnique will bring about. TA i frmly mstiofionalized in
America and same parts of Burope, wheres public participation i TA
i= sfill o be realized af a prachical Tevel. Ohe theorefim] reazon behind
the lack of public parficipation may be found in the ufilifatian tradifion
in the western culture. Comsequentialist Model of TA (CUM) regards
the wewpants of the mndwiduwl oiizeps az imelevant fo the public
ufilify, becanse the rmeans are jusfified only by fheir end-reslts.
Dizcourse-Efhical Mode] of TA (DM a= 2 posgtle altemative fo J0M,
confined by its owm nefwork of the theorefical nofions, also appars fo
te mmaciive as to the public parficipation i TA.

It iz doubffnl, whether a fommal comfextfree disecurse-reason @n be
presipposed i our ordinary comrounjcafion. We come to consider
Commeon-Sense-Model of TA (C5M). The combination of the nofions of
"acts allowed merely in the ordinary sense” and "acts allowed wmorally
in the ordinary sense” suggests a need of public parficipafion i TA.

Buf any decsions made by CSM annot exactly defepmine the fufure
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bemuse the organically infertwined, patierned stmictire of individuals
and the safisfacfion of mdividual desires never seam fo agree. The
Whiteheadian concept of “"togetherness” explains the reasons underlying
our Jife-world that fake fime evwolving a stucfire in which infrinsic
vafues are accompanied Then, ow  ordinary and fufwe-orented
judgments tesed on these values are a kind of "living occasfons” in an
organic structire, which = the life-world There iz no somow on fhe
tart of philosophets in fhe fact that our actia] dedsionsmaking is not
exacfly quanfitative i rmathematial sense.

The work presenfed here is af ifs schemafic stige. Further progress

and meore defailed account will follow in the fortheaming phase of this
work,
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Matural =science, Philosophy of Nature, and Whitehead

Chang-¥ Mun

In hiz Teter philesophy of nafure, Whitthead does not fry fo ansver
the ofd questions of tradifional philesophy, i fo deconstruct and, then
reconsfruct, the presuppositions of fhose questions. And he, thereby,
atfempts o Jead the infellectial energy of human race fo a greafly
different ditection from the fradifional one This fadt explains why w
hardly find #mmmediate references fo the various subjects of fradificmal
philosophy in Whitehead's philosophy of nature.

Buf Whikhead's anf-fradifional posifion made him a stranger in
eonfemporary philosophy, and if alse made his Dundarmental propositions
i philesophy of natire umally neglectd withenf bemg adequate]y
undersfood. He especially has been regarded fo deny completely the
modern scienfific mefhods or concepts, and fhis view is offen supported
trr the fact that he characferizes his owm philosophy as "philosophy of
otmanism”. Bemuse while an organism is generally regarded as an enfity
that, in itz essence, depends upon it envirommental enfifies and thus iz
not able fo be explained by the mechania] reduction, most of physical
objects about which scienfists are comcemed are regarded as being
externally related among themselves and thus @peble of tbeing
mechaniclly explained. It is, however, a result of mere nominalisfic
understanding of his thought fo confrast his phiosophy of nafure with
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the modemn natural sclence in this way. If we wish fo eamine the
poesibility of reductionis explanation of the natural sdence i respect to
bis philosophy of nature, we first of all have fo pay atfenfion fo fwo
distincfions that Whitthead infroduced info hiz descripfion of nature. The
first s the distinction between microscopic level and macroscopic level,
and the second the distincfion befween ‘sociefy’ and mere “nexus’
within the masoscopic level.

Each acflal gocasion on the mictoscopic level iz unique, and neither
repeaty ifself nor endures. 1t omly becomes and perishes with ife owm
praper spatio-trmporal region. Aciual ocason is alm what it & owing
o ite relation o all past oceasioms. If is nof, however, enfirdy
defermined bty this relafion. It has ifs own freedom. Although it s not
able fo extrimie compleely il fom the restictions of past
condifions, if parfly deviafes from them in ferns of s own infemel
oreafive decision. Consequenfly it may be mid that in the mictoscopic
world of actual ocoasions, there &= only the siocession of heferogeneons
becomings, buf no enduing self-denfical enfifies If in this level,
Whitehead's philosophy of nature should te understocd as nef acoepfing
the reducfionist analveiz and explanation.

But this aspect of hiz philesophical desctipfion of nature j= frrefevant
to the reductionist procedure in matural science, because reductionist
procedure in sdentific mquiry is applied to enduring enfifies, that is, in
Whitehead's fettns, the sociefies which telong fo the mactoscopic world.
Whitehead amwumes fthat all physl enfities, the objects of scenfific
inquiry, are capable of being amalysed info ‘enduring objects’ or
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‘eorpiisenlar sociefies’ which consists of the enduring objects. These
latter enfifies, although within same limitations, enjoy the self-denfity
and fhe relafive steadiness. And it follows from this that the physic]
world of sdenfific mquiry, altheugh alse within some [imifafons, s able
to be analvesd and explamed in ferms of the reductionist method. And
on the basiz of fhis fact, & may say thaf Whitchead's philosophy of
natre does not exdude entirely the sdenfific methods or concepts, but
accepfs 1 his inclisive scheme of phifosophy of mefure and
anfologically justifies them.
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A Study on Whitehead's Concept of God

Sang-Tae Park

Metaphysical mvesigations of Ged are the legacy of the past, while
our eonfernporary Warld is characterized by sclentific and fechnological
avilization. Mest religions foday represent secularfsn. Atheism prevails
in many areas. The concept of God genemtss [iffle infersst even in
philcsophy. Whitehead , however, infroduces the concept of God into hs
‘philoscphy  of organism’ and if constifufes a Jarge part of his
mefaphysics. What the process theologians sfrive fo achieve on the
moinds of Whittheadian mefaphysics is to revifalise this pivcial issie
that confernparary religion fends o neglect.

DW. Sherbume's "Whitehead Without God” caused surprise amaong
the process theclogians induding C Harishorne and TB. Cobth Tr. In
that paper Sherbume shtes fhat "God" iz dispensible i Whittheadian
scherne. He further argues that fhe concept of God even resulfs in
mmeonsistency and incoherence i the systemn of Whitehend's mefaphysics.

Sherturme’s athestic view of Whittheadian mefaphysics is refemed fo
as "mafialisiic” reinferprelafion of Whitheadian proces philosophy. This
renewed perception disagrees with ofher mfegorial nofions of fhe
philosophy of orgamism, and if forms the thests of argument m this
fater.
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The issies of inferprefafion rajsed by the fwo opposing wews of the
theistic and the afheisfic, are discussed in this paper. The specific
questions inposed for discussion are:

Why did Whitthead infroduce the concept of God info his philosophy
of organism? Is his coneept of God m fhe nofion, "actual enfity” in
complefe  disagresment with ofher noftons in the philosophy of
organisn? What @n bte leamed from the detafe befween thejsfic and
atheisfic process philosophy?

Whitthend infroduced the comcept of God under these fhree
assympfions: 1) Only God can preserve the past, 2) God provides the
enfological ground of the efernal objects, 3) God is the only source of
the subjective aim of femporal oocasions These assumpfions guide our
thinking to the primordial and the consequent natue of God
Whitehead's conecept of God presents many isues fhef are confradictory
to soine ofhet cafegoreal nofions in the phifosophy of otganisno, and it
dermands further confernplation. Consequently, the process theclogians iy
to rejferate Whitched's mefaphysics ty expanding the fundarmental ideas
bevond enr cosmic epoch. In confrast, the atheisfic mmp of prooess
thoughts maintains that the Whittheadian scherme need to be restricted
to eur commic epoch without sich expanson.

The prblem of God, af fhe cenfer of fhe defafe befween fhe fwo
pusifions, showd nof be an jwue of liferal iferprefafion of Whifehead's
metaphysics. Buf the amwer fo this problem should te fomulated i an
imaginative and creafive inferprefafion of the Whifeheadian scheme of
metaphysics. This may be the wlfimate aim of "Whiteheadian" philosophy.
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Language vs Perception: Eaplaining Religious Esperience
from a Whiteheadian Perspective

Tinsun Park

It is widely held in infellectus] drces today that genuine refigions
experience in the sense of being i divect comfact with a holy reality
dees not oecur. Ohe of the main reasons for rejecting the possibility of
gemuine access fo a holy realify s the accepfapce of the frufh of
consttucfivism. Fram a construcfivist wew, religions eXperience is a
purely subjective phenomenon that = wholly shaped by badkground
language and concepts. However, the consfructivist rejection of genuine
religions eXperience, as [ argue. & Undermined by itz own Jogical
crclarity, svsbemafic incomplefenes, and empid@l medequacy. In
addificn, one of the main solrees of consfructivism is s =ensaficnalist
episternology, which i not able fo adequately account for the heliefs
we af] necessanly presippose in practice

Whitehead's epistenclogy, by confrasi, helps us avoid the problems
in  the construcfivist posifion by  replacing  sensafiomalimn with
nonsensafionalimn. Whitthead's undersfanding of perception,  which
provides an adequate account for experience in general, allows for the
possibility  of gemume religious edperience i twe ways  Bist
Whitehead's jdem of the primacy of nomsensory percepfion allows for a
haly reality as a possible object of our experience in a natumlistic way.
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Second, Whitthead's docirine of percepfion has us go beyond the
tnpame of the exfremes, exfremes in which religious coneepts wholly
awe refigiots experience and in which refigious experence whelly
cause religious docliines.
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