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CHAPTER 1L

THE CATEGOREAL SCHEME *

SECTION I
contains an anticipatory sketch of the primary notiong
which constitute the philosophy of organism. The whole‘of the.su]:osequ(mt
discussi has the purposé of rendernng this summary
¢ notions inevitably

on in these lectures ! :
intelligible, and of showing that it embodies generl
presuppos presupposed, but rarely expressed

ed in our reflective experience— ]
in explicit distinction. Four notions may be singled out from this sum-
mary, by fact that they involve some divergence from
antecedent phi1030phical thought. These notions are, that of an ‘actual
entity,’ that of a ‘prehension,’ that of a ‘nexus,’ and that of the ‘ontological
principle.’ Philosophical thou ¢ difficulties by dealing

ght has made for itsel
exclusively in very abstract notions, such as those of mere awareness, mere
private sensation, mere emotion,

mere purpose, mere appearance, mere
causation. These are the ghosts o

f the old “faculties, banished from
psychology, but still haunting metaphysics. There can be no ‘mere’ to-
getherness of suc

I abstractions. The result is that philosophical discussion
s enmeshed in the fallacy of ‘misplaced concreteness.’ * In the three no-
tions—actual entity, prehension, nexus—an endeavour has been made to
base philosophical thought upon the most concrete elements in our ex

perience.
‘Actual entities'—also termed ‘actual occasions'—are the final real things
of which the world is made up. There is no going behind actual entities
to find anything [28] more real. They differ among themselves: God is an
actual entity, and so is the most trivial puff of existence in far-off empty
space. But, thfough there are gradations of importance, and diversitiespof
function, yet in the principles which actuality exemplifies all are on the
same level. The final facts are, all -alike, actual entities; and these actual
enItm?s are drops of experience, complex and interdepéndent.
Ioson l11Es ;ic;curren.ce to the notion of a plurality of actual entities the phi-
pﬁnl;ip}{e’ b(;(l;iecllmsm is through and through Cartesian.t The ‘ontological
D Esens agd extends a general principle laid down by John
et s say (Bk. II, Ch, XXIII, Sect. 7),t when he asserts that
a great part of our complex ideas of substances.”t The notion

[27] THis chapter

1 Cf, my Science and the Modern World, Ch. 111
18 P
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nce’ is transformed into that of ‘actual entity’; and the notion
is transformed into the principle that the reasons for things are
be found in the composite nature of definite actual entities—
in the nature of God for reasons of the highest absoluteness, and in the
qture of definite temporal actual entities for reasons which refer to a
narh-cu]ar environment. The ontological principle can be summarized as:
no actual entity, then.no reason.

Each actual entity is analysable in an indefinite number of ways. In
some modes of analysis t}{e component clements are more abstract than
in other modes of analysis. The analysis of an actual entity into ‘pre-
nensions’ is that mode of analysis which exhibits the most concrete ele-
ments in the nature of actual entities. This mode of analysis will be termed
the ‘division’ of the actual entity in question. Each actual entity is ‘divis-
ible’ in an indefinite number of ways, and each way of ‘division’ yields its
definite quota of prehensions, A prehension reproduces in itself the general
characteristics of an actual entity: it is referent to an external world, and
in this sense will be said to have a ‘vector character’; it involves emotion,
and purpose, and valuation, and causation. In fact, any characteristic of
an actual entity is reproduced [29] in a prehension. It might have been a
complete actuality; but, by reason of a certain incomplete partiality, a pre-
hension is only a subordinate element in an actual entity. A reference to
the complete actuality is required to give the reason why such a prehension
is what it is in respect to its subjective form. This subjective form is
determined by the subjective aim at further integration, so as to obtain
the ‘satisfaction’ of the completed subject. In other words, final causation
and atomism are interconnected philosophical principles.

With the purpose of obtaining a one-substance cosmology, ‘prehensions’
are a generalization from Descartes’ mental ‘cogitations, and from
Locke’s ‘ideas,’ to express the most concrete mode of analysis applicable
to cvery grade of individual actuality. Descartes and Locke maintained a
two-substance ontology—Descartes explicitly, Locke by implication. Des-
cartes, the mathematical physicist, emphasized his account of corporeal
substance; and Locke, the physician and the sociologist, confined himself
to an account of mental substance. The philosophy of organism, in its
scheme for one type of actual entities, adopts the view that Locke’s ac-
count of mental substance embodies, in a very special form, a more pene-
trating philosophic description than does Descartes’ account of corporeal
substance. Nevertheless, Descartes’ account must find its place in the
philosophic scheme. On the whole, this is the moral to be drawn from
the Monadologyt of Leibniz. His monads are best conceived as generaliza-
tions of contemporary notions of mentality. The contemporary notions
of physical bodies only enter into his philosophy subordinately and deriv-
atively. The philosophy of organism endeavours to hold the balance more
evenly. But it does start with a generalization of Locke’s account of mental
operations,

of ‘substd
of ‘power
always to
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20 P reason of their prehensiong o .

ch other by
nhvl?s]":e:;‘ individual facts Of the tf’gEthemess o oh
dual, and particular, in the same Sensem-al

s : indivi
entities, which are real, in ions are real, individ In
p tities and the prehenst ’ ual, ap,
[30] which actual en fact of togetherness among actual éﬂﬁgef;"‘?'
B

1 . Any such articular : L _
;ﬁ?ga ‘ne};us’ (pllzlral form is written n.e:.cus’). The qltlmate facts of ;
mediate actual experience are actual enbtles: prehensions, and nexis, Ali
else is, for our experience, derivative abstractu'm. : :

The explanatory purpose of phllo;o%hy is 0 tlf):nt m;s:x]_?derst(,od. 1
.« s to explain the emergence of the more d stract things fy,
business is to exp e mistake to ask how COncret?;:
-

: ; "
more concrete things. It 15 a complett v e
ticular fact can be built up out of universals. The answer is, ‘In ng y, ;

The true philosophic question * is, How can concrete fact exhibit entitiey

abstract from itself and yet participated in by its own nature?

In other words, philosophy is explanatory of abstractfon, and not
concreteness. It is by reason of their instinctive grasp t?f this ultimate truth
that, in spite of much association with arbltr.ary fapmfu!n.ess and atavigt;,
mysticism, types of Platonic philosophy retain their abiding appeal; they
seek the forms in the facts. Each fact is more than its forms, and ey,

the world of facts. The definiteness of f, 5

form ‘participates’ throughout .
dividual fact is a creature, and creativity jg

is due to its forms; but the in
the ultimate behind all forms, inexplicable by forms, and conditioned by

Actual entities i
other. There are t

its creatures.

SECTION 1II
Tue CATEGORIES

I. The Category of the Ultimate.
II. Categories of Existence.

II1. Categories of Explanation.

IV. Categoreal Obligations.

It is the purpose of the discussion in these lectures to make clear the
meaning of these categories, their appli- [31] cability, and their adequacy.
The course of the discussion will disclose how very far they are from
satisfying this ideal.

Every entity should be a specific instance of one category of existence,
every explanation should be a specific instance of categories of explanation,
and every obligation should be a specific instance of categoreal obliga-

? In this connection I may refer to the second chapter of my book The Princi-
ple of Relativity, Cambridge University Press, t 19212). 4
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tions. The Category? of the Ultimate expresses the general principle pre-

supposed in the three more special categories.

The Category of the Ultimate

‘Creativity, ‘many,” ‘one’ are the ult‘im'atc 'n‘otio.ns involvcd in the mean-
ing of the synonymous terms ‘thing,” ‘being,’ ‘entity.” These thrge notions
complete the Categpry of the Ultimate and are presupposed in all the
more special categories.

The term ‘one’ does not stand for ‘the integral number one,” which is
a complex special notion. It stands for the general idea underlying alike
the indefinite article ‘a or an,’ and the definite article ‘the,” and the demon-
stratives ‘this or that,’ and the relatives ‘which or what or how.’ It stands
for the singularity of an entity, The term ‘many’ presupposes the term
‘one, and the term ‘one’ presupposes the term ‘many.’ The term ‘many’
conveys the notion of ‘disjunctive diversity’; this notion is an essential*
element in the concept of ‘being.’” There are many ‘beings’ in disjunctive
diversity.

‘Creativity’ is the universal of universals characterizing ultimate matter
of fact. It is that ultimate principle by which the many, which are the*
universe disjunctively, become the one actual occasion, which is the uni-
verse conjunctively. It lies in the nature of things that the many enter
into complex unity.

‘Creativity’ is the principle of novelty. An actual occasion is a novel
entity diverse from any entity in the ‘many’ which it unifies. Thus ‘creativ-
ity’ introduces novelty into the content of the many, which are the [32]
universe disjunctively. The ‘creative advance’ is the application of this ul-
timate principle of creativity to each novel situation which it originates.

‘Together’ is a generic term covering the various special ways in which
various sorts of entities are ‘together’ in any one actual occasion. Thus
‘together’ presupposes the notions ‘creativity,’ ‘many,’ ‘one,’ ‘identity’ and
‘diversity.” The ultimate metaphysical principle is the advance from dis-
junction to conjunction, creating a novel entity other than the entities
given in disjunction. The novel entity is at once the togetherness of the
‘many’ which it finds, and also it is one among the disjunctive ‘many’
which it leaves; it is a novel entity, disjunctively among the many entities
which it synthesizes. The many become one, and are increased by one.
In their natures, entities are disjunctively ‘many’ in process of passage into
conjunctive unity. This Category of the Ultimate replaces Aristotle’s
category of ‘primary substance.’

Thus the ‘production of novel togetherness’ is the ultimate notion em-
bodied in the term ‘concrescence.” These ultimate notions of ‘production
of novelty’ and of ‘concrete togetherness’ are inexplicable either in terms of
higher universals or in terms of the components participating in the con-
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crescence. The analysis of the components abstracts from the Concres‘?euce. %
The sole appeal is to intuition. T
The Categories of Existence F

: ies of Existence:
There are eight Categones o : CoE .
(i) Actual Entities (also termed Actual Occasions), or Fina R“hhq’

¢ (Iizi‘;‘9 ;:;zisions, or Concrete Facts of Belatedness. e
(iii) Nexis (plural of Nexus), or Public Mat}gersto act.
(iv) Subjective Forms, or Private Ma]ttefrs otfh easc ;:ciﬁc S
(v) Eternal Objects, or Pure Potentials for P natioy

of Fact, or Forms of Definiteness. : _ i
(vi) Propositions, or Matters of Fact in Potential [33] Determinatjop &

]

Impure Potentials for the Specific Determination of Matters of Fact, o,
Theories. T | .y

(vii) Multiplicities, or Pure Disjunctions of DI'V?I’SC.EntltIES. ‘

(viii) Contrasts, or Modes of Synthesis of Entities in one Prehensmn,
or Patterned Entities.} ' e

Among these eight categories of existence, actual entities and etem;)
objects stand out with a certain extreme finality. T"he other types. of exis.
tence have a certain intermediate character. The eighth cate‘gory mdl}des
an indefinite progression of categories, as we prf)ceed from ‘contrasty’ ¢,
‘contrasts of contrasts,” and on indefinitely to higher grades of contrasts,

The Categories of Explanation

There are twenty-seven Categories of Explanation: _

(1) That the actual world is a process, and that the process is the be.
coming of actual entities. Thus actual entities are creatures; they are alsg
termed ‘actual occasions.’

(ii) That in the becoming of an actual entity, the potential unity of
many entities in disjunctive diversityt—actual and non-actual—acquires
the real unity of the one actual entity; so that the actual entity is the rea]
concrescence of many potentials,

(iii) That in the becoming of an actua) entity, novel prehensions, nexis,

subjective forms, propositions, multiplicities, and contrasts, also become;
but there are no novel eternal objects.

(iv) That the potentiality for being an element in
of many entities into one actualityt is the one gener
acter attaching to all entities, actua] and non

in its universe is involved in each concrescence, In other words, it belongs
to the nature of 3 ‘being’ that it is 3 potenti

: al for every ing.’ Thi
is the ‘principle of relativity, very ‘becoming.” This

(v) That no two actua entities originate from an iden-
verse; though the difference between the two universes o

a real concrescence*
al metaphysical char-
-actual; and that every item

[34] tical uni-
nly consists in




THE CATEGOREAL SCHEME 23

some actual entities, included in one and not in the other, and in the sub-

rdinate entities which each actual entity introduces into the world. The
gtemal objects are the same for all actual entities. :I‘he nexus of actual
entities in the universe correlate to a concrescencet is termed ‘the actual
world’ correlate to that concrescence, ‘

(vi) That each entity in the universe of a given concrescence can, s far
as its own nature is concerned, be implicated in that concrescence in one
or other of many modes; but in fact it is implicated only in one mode:
that the particular mode of implication is only rendered fully detern.unate
by that concrescence, though it is conditioned by the correlate universe.
This indetermination, rendered determinate in the real concrescence, is
the meaning of ‘potentiality.” It is a conditioned indetermination, and is
therefore called a ‘real potentiality.’

(vii) That an eternal object can be described only in terms of its poten-
tiality for ‘ingression’ into the becoming of actual entities; and that its
analysis only discloses other eternal objects. It is a pure potential. The
term ‘ingression’ refers to the particular mode in which the potentiality of
an eternal object is realized in a particular actual entity, contributing to
the definiteness of that actual entity.

(viii) That two descriptions are required for an actual entity: (a) one
which is analytical of its potentiality for ‘objectification’ in the becoming
of other actual entities, and (b) another which is analytical of the process
which constitutes its own becoming.

The term ‘objectification’ refers to the particular mode in which the
potentiality of one actual entity is realized in another actual entity.

(ix) That how an actual entity becomes constitutes what that actual
entity is;} so that the two descriptions of an actual entity are not inde-
pendent. Its ‘being” is [35] constituted by its ‘becoming.’ This is the “prin-
ciple of process.’

(x) That the first analysis of an actual entity, into its most concrete
elements, discloses it to be a concrescence of prehensions, which have
originated in its process of becoming. All further analysis is an analysis
of prehensions. Analysis in terms of prehensions is termed ‘division.’

(xi) That every prehension consists of three factors: (a) the ‘subject’
which is prehending, namely, the actual entity in which that prehension
is a concrete element; (b) the ‘datum’ which is prehended; (c) the ‘sub-
jective form” which is how that subject prehends that datum.

Prehensions of actual entities—i.e,, prehensions whose data involve
actual entities—are termed ‘physical prehensions’; and prehensions of
eternal objects are termed ‘conceptual prehensions,’” Consciousness is not
necessarily involved in the subjective forms of either type of prehension.

(xii) That there are two species of prehensions: (a) ‘positive prehen-
sions’ which are termed ‘feelings,’ and (b) ‘negative prehensions” which
are said to ‘eliminate from feeling.’ Negative prehensions also have sub-
jective forms, A negative prehension holds its datum as inoperative in the
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progressive concrescence of prehensions constituting the unity of the
subject. of subjective forms, such as emotion

(xiii) That there are many species of ciousness, etc.
valuations, purposes, adversions, aversions, cons p un;ty bf the vl
(xiv) That a nexus is a set of actual entities 10 ated.

ness constituted by their prehensions of each otlheri) 'orc_;ig::gol;sﬂ;e Samg
thing conversely expressed—constituted by their obje 0 each

other. ; Bl :
(xv) That a proposition is the unity of. certam'actuail tf:r(;tltles in t'helr
potentiality for forming a nexus, with its potential rela :f 1(1;152 Eartlally
defined by certain eternal objects which have the unity ne compley
s involved are termed the ‘logical sup,.

‘ect. The actual entitie : :
il he ‘predicate.

iects, the complex eternal object is t e : K
] (xvi) That aPmultiplicity consists of many entities, and its unity is cop.

stituted by the fact that all its constituent entities severally satisfy at leagt

one condition which no other entity satisfies.
Every statement about a particular multiplicity can be expressed as 3

statement referent either (a) to dll its members severa'lly, or (b) to an
indefinite some of its members severally, or (c) as a denial _of one of the.c,‘e
statements. Any statement, incapable of bexqg expressed in this form, is
not a statement about a multiplicity, though it may be a statement .about
an entity closely allied to some multiplicity, 1€, systematically allied to

each member of some multiplicity. :
(xvii) That whatever is a datum for a feeling has a unity as felt. Thus

the many components of a complex datum have a unity: this unity is a
‘contrast’ of entities. In a sense this means that there are an endless num-
ber of categories of existence, since the synthesis of entities into a contrast
in general produces a new existential type. For example, a proposition is,
in a sense, a ‘contrast. For the practical purposes of ‘human understand-
ing,” it is sufficient to consider a few basic types of existence, and to lump
the more derivative types together under the heading of ‘contrasts.” The
most important of such ‘contrasts’ is the ‘affirmation-negation’ contrast
in which a proposition and a nexus obtain synthesis in one datum, the
members of the nexus being the ‘logical subjects’ of the proposition.

(xviii) That every condition to which the process of becoming conforms
in any particular instancet has its reason either in the character of some
actual entity in the actual world of that concrescence, or in the character
of the subject which is in process of concrescence. This category of ex-
planation is termed the ‘ontological principle.’ It could also be termed the
‘principle of efficient, [37] and final, causation.” This ontological - principle
means Fhat actual entities are the only reasons; so that to search for a
reason is to search' for one or more actual entities. It follows that any
cpndltnon to be s?hsﬁe:d by one actqal entity in its process expresses a fact

either about Ehe _real' mte'rn?l constitutions’ of some other actual entities,
or about the ‘subjective aim’ conditioning that process,







