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Finally, though throughout the main body of the
work I am in sharp disagreement with Bradley, the
final outcome is after all not so greatly different.
[A. N. Whitehead, Process and Reality, pp. xii-
xiii.]

BRI, ZOEFOERLITEEICHR
T, fAlX, 77 v FY —F H. Bradley & |35
WWERZNZIETWEITNED, RN
Kix, LEDDEDRZIUIEREL BEgoT
Wi, [EREZIR GER L ETE 14, p. xv.]

5% 1), Whitehead 1%, BEEEIZ~N—F LD T
JAPTIERLST, 79y FV—DF 7R M
WEERZIITuEDTHY, ZDI L, fE7)
MRRRIC O WTH H 2 BEIIHERET 2 2 L8
TELTHSH. FEBE, UBRLFELL) OFX
D ZDFFFTIZOVBTIE, ~—7 L & DBHRT,
av )y 7y R, THROB&, ohTX
DEIBRZEREO>TVS,

Whitehead himself, though he shows no sign
of having read Hegel, says in the preface to Pro-
cess and Reality that in his ultimate views he is
approximating to Bradley and the main doctrines
of Absolute Idealism, though on a realistic basis(it
is this that shows his ignorance of Hegel’s polemic
against subjectivism). [R. G. Collingwood, The
Idea of Nature, p. 170.]
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detailed reference to Lloyd Morgan’s Emergent
Evolution or to Alexander’s Space, Time and De-
ity. It will be obvious to readers that I have found
them very suggestive. I am especially indebted to
Alexander’s great work. [A. N. Whitehead, Sci-
ence and Modern World, p. viii.]
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In the following pages I am giving theism a
twist in the direction of deism, or rather I am
neglecting the distinction between the two. [S.
Alexander, Space, Time, and Deity, Vol. 11, p. 388,
n. 1.]
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Theism, it is said, means not merely transcen-
dence but immanence. Not every form of the-
ism can be said to assert immanence. And it is
precisely the possibility of immanence along with
transcendence that has to be explained(see later).
[S. Alexander, Space, Time, and Deity, Vol. 11, p.
388, n. 1.]
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If immanence means simply working in some
department of creation, as in human values, this is
not immanence in the natural sense which panthe-
ism attaches to the conception, that of working in
every part of creation. [S. Alexander, Space, Time,
and Deity, Vol. 11, pp. 388-9, n. 1.]
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For theism, God is an individual being distinct
from the finite beings which make up the world;
whether as in the popular theistic belief he is re-

garded as their creator or as in the doctrine of Aris-
totle moves them from without as the object of
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love, as a man’s good sets his appetite into op-
eration. In either case he transcends finite things.
[S. Alexander, Space, Time, and Deity, Vol. 11, pp.
338-9.]

BREICE > TE, fing, HARAZEERL T
B HBREESED S 1XXKH S N7 BRI 2 FE
FHThB, NIER L -ArmIEmcs v
TZH)TH5 LT, MIPERLFEE DG
FLRZINTVZICE L, HBVIE, TYXR
FTFLVADFEFICEWTZ ) THE LHIT, ff
BEININRE L T BRLFEEZD
27, by EARICE > TOEBABDOIRK
ZEHIEZ2DOLAILC LT, ZDELLDY;
Ab, MIERLEYZEBRL Tw5, [ T2
fll, Wi & s, 35 2%, pp. 338-9, #iER]

ZZETIE, T, BGROFIRD D B, Ty
BRFDANEIZ BT, BRAFESE (BEY)
ZAEKGEL-E W) T L L, ZoRLER & B
BRI CIRZWIINE S, AEDHEEIZ»D
67, Bz, MPERZEEEZH»THERA
THBEVIHITLE, TOTODILEZTLIY
VIR L TWwS, ZLT, ELLDES
b, o) 1%, BRZ2EFEYZEBRL T3 LW
I, UL T, AMEROHERIIEITH S
WD, RIZERINSG,

For pantheism, on the contrary, God is imma-
nent in the universe of finite things. In the more
popular or easy-going form of it, which has re-
ceived classical expression in the famous passage
of Pope("warms in the sun, refreshes in the breeze,
etc."), God is pervading presence.[S. Alexander,
Space, Time, and Deity, Vol. 11, p. 339.]
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In the profounder forms of it, as in Spinoza, ev-
erything is a fragment or mode of God, is unreal
or only relatively real apart from God, and finds its
reality in God. It is not so much that God is in ev-
erything but rather(I am again quoting Hegel) that

everything is in God. [S. Alexander, Space, Time,
and Deity, Vol. 11, p. 339.]
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The Absolute in the current idealism takes the
place of God in pantheistic metaphysics, while
God himself becomes an appearance, and that is
the reason at once why the name of pantheism is
not applicable to such a system of thought and
why the position of God in the system is so in-
definite. [S. Alexander, Space, Time, and Deity,
Vol. 11, p. 339.]
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We may say that God is not God till he has be-
come all in all, and that a God which is all in all is
not the God of religion. God is but an aspect, and
that must mean an appearance of the Absolute.
(Appearance and Reality, p. 448.) [S. Alexander,
Space, Time, and Deity, Vol. 11, p. 339, n. 1.]
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Alexander, on the contrary, says that in the end
the heavens and the earth will create God. [R. G.
Collingwood, The Idea of Nature, pp. 163-4.]
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Hence, when Alexander asks himself whether
he can support the belief, common to religion and
traditional cosmology, that God is the creator of
the world, he replies that on the contrary he must
reject it: it is space-time which is the creator and
not God: and strictly speaking God is not a creator
but a creature. [R. G. Collingwood, The Idea of
Nature, p. 164.]
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On each level of finite creatures deity is
for them some ‘unknown’(though not ‘unexperi-
enced’) quality in front, the real nature of which
is enjoyed by the creatures of the next level. [S.
Alexander, Space, Time, and Deity, Vol. 1I, p.
348.]
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