Whiteheag's Method of Philosophizin

Whltehea/p/ﬂ ry puccessful s ientloﬁ and mathematjician before he turned to
Strmctly meféézggzgggflnquiries. As a scie tist, @e was interested in what

constituted a concrete fact, that is, he was concerned with the question of

what ultimately makes for a fact in physics, in Whitehead's own words " what

are the concrete’facts wh7ch exhibit the mathematlcal attrlbute wave-vibrationgh
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Speculative philosophy is the endeavomr to frame a coherent, logical, neces- §?’
sary system of general ideas in terms of which every element &f our exmperien-

cé can be 1nterp;>eéed.3
Zg—;ew inportant terms in this definition regiire explication if we are to have

an adequate appreciation of its richness and of its true significance. ~Sommiie-
it is a refinement of the notion of the philosophic wonder which the Greeks spoke ‘
of and it meets adequately, sse—F=&dimic, the requirements of rationality in reg-
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€ asserts that the fact of this universal inter-relatedness should be exhib- :
ited in the coherence of the general ideas, the framing of which is the task of
Speculative philosophg

The term logical is to be understood in its ordinary sense as being without
contradiction, or rational inconsistencﬂ
/S0 much for the rational side of the philosophical ideal. An important dimension
of Whiteheads worth a® a philosopher seems PN to consist in his inclusion in
the philosophic endeavour of an empirical side. He does not relieve philosophy
of the task of explaining what we termg the scientifically observed facts and

the scientific laws of nature. Mit was his concern whth facts

as a scientist and mathematician that led Whitehead to underake the more specific—-

ally philoso h;c a<=1 L M pCactstf L
o1 thi emrlrlcal uékle 5] =) ' 7) ,
both applicable and adequaté. The coher nc ;
izal consistency of the general ideas are not enough. Wa
/ .

taq "" Ei;!_‘ = :.Tm/ﬂ e e:e
- “Wmﬁﬂw

e L S SEPID, - s DI s
__;-._;._..._..‘___-./ = " /’/‘;&/ ans that' there sho*d be
‘ ~ [
no elements of experience whéfh Are JSRCITLE—F—F :’ interpretable by the general

scheme. If bb“'ﬁT'UTC'é_ﬁTer&-SthJ:é—t—ufn—ﬁ-p—sﬁ-ehqelements of experience that cannot

find adequate interpretation in &Emismsed~ the existing scheme of general ideas,

then Whitehead's phidessshy—of method dictates that the general scheme of i ade
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iese a weeessibates the constast revision of those theories which make

up the so-called world-view of g given epoch. The more evidence discovered which

cannot be. aedfemetamedrpy the i theory, the more the theory becomes use-
lesss amd—=t
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warrant and testimony of universality throughout all expeeience, he tells
us flatlys; n Philosopherg
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¢an never hopg finally to formulate these metaphysical

Bwt Whitehead is no Sceptic. Let us nobse his'emphasis on the word fimally, and
once

resulting\in the impossibllit¥ of arriving at a final formulefionof the philosphic
scheme arise\{rom the so;éélled empirical side of philoﬁdggif and they are two:
1) the deficiendies of lanquate to really express or-capture the concrete fact in
the totalityﬂpf/it aspects and the immemsity of Ats relational significance to
all atherﬂfﬁ;ts; in Adventures of Ideas Whitelfead has this to say about language
Zda its/fﬁnction as a teol for the expression and formulation of ideas:
Q;ﬁquage is incompletd and fragmepfary and merely registers a stage in the
/Sverage advancebeyond aps-menbt&flity. But all men enjoy flashes of insight

/ bepond meanings already atXbilized in etymology and grammaz.'

) Secondly, the finitene and deficiency in imaginative penetration which
characterizes the human/mind] and which indeed constitutes its very mode of oper-
ation, forbids the fihal formulation Of the philosophic scheme discussed by
Whitehead. In opHer words, Whitehead's Xormulation of the function and goal

of speculatve-Philosophy is an ideal which byr most brillian@ and penetrating

human migs can only approac a§ymptotically, inthe way that constant dividion
by ¥ derel vproachsg but c never rgach erg., 5
A 5 * AP 7 /l //, /

by the expligagion of the

’ . - .
entailgents 9f certain Selfievident, firs
LB ' la<

'6gical inference dng/ deducti g

Spinoza an¥ eir modo geomet

of induction because it orecl



Tlight into the thin air of imaginative generalization; and it again

lands for rénewed observafion rendered acute by rational interpre-.
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By "imaginative generelization" or phildgsophic generalization

is meant that notions derived from a particulér ofspecific group of facts

generic notiofs which apply

or‘deyp

should beutilized fro the dicovery of tie

to all of reality., .4 good example of philosophic generalization was

Newton'!'s T ﬁé%at the force which made an aprle fall to the

ground might just be the same forece phat keeps the moon in its orbit

around the Earth, [and which is in o eration accordingto ceratin laws

between any two masses in the entire universe, J e

In this manner, spe cific notioné arinsingy from the cbservation of the

subject matter of physics, psychology, aesthetics, 'phisi%y, sociel-

1d be generalized to see what 11ght they can ;
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An Tdesk which any science must unflinchifly maintain is Rationality, by
m"ﬁﬁ%’aehga‘,d ;neans‘that a science should seek both coherence and log-
ical pé‘isfectiph‘. Whitehead is not blind to the lmlf-hearted attempt
that \:par}:.:.cular scieﬁées haveimade in the pursuit of this ideal. He notes
tha*h ;}hez;éds within itsown borders natural science has adhered to rational
,, mei;hOds, the turne is a different one when natural science turns to the

oonsfiaier‘a;tion of the attempts aty truth made in fields other than its
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 OWlle Hei'e,‘ for insta.nce\@ in the fields of ethics, religion, or assthet-
jcs in generalk natural science has dogmatized quite irrationally in its
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