A GLOSSARY OF WHITEHEAD’S TERMS
IN RELIGION IN THE MAKING

Randall E. Auxier
~ INTRODUCTION

In the past, the lack of a good index for Religion
in the Making has made it difficult to analyze
Whitehead’s use of key terms in this formative
book.! This is a problem since, as Whitehead
himself remarks, ‘‘The fate of a word has to the

' I would like to thank Donald Sherburne of Vanderbilt University,
William Garland of the University of the South, Charles Hartshorne
of the University of Texas, Lewis Ford of Old Dominion University,
Judith Jones of Fordham University, and Phillip Lambovsky of Al-
bertus Magnus College for looking at and making suggestions about
this glossary. I thank my graduate and undergraduate students in the
Process Philosophy seminar I taught in the fall of 1993 at Oklahoma
City University. They provided the impetus and end for the project.
I also must thank my Graduate Assistant Eric Reiss, and Todd Rust
of the OCU Learning Enhancement Center for helping with the adap-
tation of the glossary to the requirements of the Fordham University
Press edition.

[161]




GLOSSARY

historian the value of a document’’ (p. 128). This
glossary goes even further than an index can in
assisting the reader’s understanding of the fate of
certain words in the present text. The major dif-
ficulty was in constructing a glossary entry for
Whitehead’s use of the term ‘‘God”’ (which is in-
definable in any strict or straightforward sense).
This has occasioned a ‘“Note on Whitehead’s
View of God’’ at the end of the glossary, as well
as a substantive note at one important point in
the glossary. I have included in the glossary a
number of the more poignant and suggestive
‘‘definitions’’ of God given in the book, but one
ought not to take these “‘definitions’’ very
strictly.

It is often difficult to determine whether some-
thing Whitehead says should be taken to have the
force of a definition; nor is it always clear what
peculiar force a ¢‘definition’’ should have for
Whitehead —at this stage of his thought or at any
other. He often uses what would now be called a
‘‘hermeneutic’’ technique of progressively refin-
ing his definitions each time he returns to an
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idea.? Thus, it may at least be said that for
Whitehead the process of definition is not limited
to the classic Aristotelian approach —that of dem-
onstrating the essence of something, once for all,
from first principles. Most of Whitehead’s defi-
nitions are best taken as open-ended attempts to
provide increasingly adequate metaphors for
some fundamental relation. As Whitehead him-
self says, the process of replacing less adequate
metaphors with more adequate ones is the means
whereby human knowledge increases (cf.
RM 131). . -

I have limited the glossary to those terms that
could most reasonably be classified as definitions,
although some readers might take issue with par-
ticular entries. Many of the items in this glossary
are defined functionally, by what they do rather
than by what they are. I do not think, however,
that all Whitehead’s definitions are simply func-

?Cf. Whitehead’s remarks about how he will gradually define
‘‘Reason’’ throughout a book-length discussion in The Function of
Reason (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1929; repr. Boston:
Beacon Press, 1958), p. 4.
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tional; sometimes he does appear to be providing
a demonstration of a thing’s essence from first
principles. This dual mode of defining terms cer-
tainly complicates editorial decisions. I have
striven for inclusiveness—listing what, in some
instances, only the specialist in Whitehead’s
thought and language might recognize as a defi-
nition. In any case, this glossary is not suited for
‘‘stand-alone’’ usage; it is intended as a compan-
ion text to the passages from which the defini-
tions are taken.

The items in the glossary are exhaustively
cross-referenced. The terms that both are em-
ployed in definitions and have separate entries of
their own appear in SMALL CAPITAL LETTERS.
The documentation of each definition is compre-
hensive, and includes a listing of all pages on
which it occurs, as well as those of any other
definitions with which it is virtually synonymous.
Most of the definitions are nearly verbatim quo-
tations from the text.

Sometimes it is as valuable to know words
which were not defined as it is to know words
which kave been defined and how. In a number
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of cases I have included in the glossary certain
key terms which Whitehead employs, but does
not explicitly define. In such entries, I provide
the passage which comes closest to defining the
term, and then generally articulate a presumptive
definition of my own based on that context. I
have indicated this absence of explicit definition
by enclosing each such glossary entry in brackets.
Along similar lines, I have also included entries
on a few words which are not technical terms in
Whitehead’s philosophy at this stage, but which
became such later (e.g., Beauty, Peace, etc.).
Since this book represents a beginning in the de-
velopment of several ideas which later became
important, it is worth noting the presence of these
terms in this work.

Religion in the Making was written immedi-
ately after Science and the Modern World. In the
Preface to Religion in the Making, Whitehead
comments that the two books bring to bear the
same ‘‘train of thought’’ in different ‘‘applica-
tions.”’ Insofar as these two books ‘‘elucidate’’
each other, there is also a good bit of shared ter-
minology. On a few occasions, this cross-applied
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terminology is defined only in Science and the
Modern World. 1 identify each such item with
“SMW term’’ without further comment.

The general format of this glossary is modeled
on Sherburne’s glossary of Process and Reality.
The one major variation is that whereas Sher-
burne often alphabetizes compound terms such
as ‘‘actual entity’’ or ‘‘eternal object’’ by the first
letter of the modifier (e.g., ‘‘actual entity’’ is
found under ‘‘a’’ in his glossary), I have always
classified such words by the substantive. For ex-
ample, ‘‘epochal occasion’’ is to be found not
under ‘‘e’’ in this glossary, but under ‘‘0’’ for
‘“‘occasion, epochal.”” I believe this to be a bit
easier, if readers know in advance that it is con-
sistently done, since it will not be necessary for
them to wonder whether a given adjective is im-
portant enough to the definition to have made it
into the glossary. Checking the noun will suffice,
and if the adjective is important, it will appear in
the entry. It has also been necessary to distin-
guish in many cases between the generic use of a
term and a specific use—for example, the term
‘“‘ideal’”’ has a generic meaning not included in
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the entry for ‘‘forms, ideal.’’ In generic entries, I
have generally provided a list of the page num-
bers on which the term occurs, and some indica-
tion of the other terms it is used to modify.

GLOSSARY

Abstract, Abstraction [SMW term. Cf. pp. 16,
23 (abstract IDpEA), 31 (abstract METAPHYSICS);
57, 131 and 144 (abstract CONCEPTS); 78 (abstract
level of thought); 94, 156 and 160 (realm of ab-
stract FOrm); 108, 116 (abstractions of physical
science), 131 (artificial abstractions), 143 (scheme
of abstractions), 145, 152 (abstract CREATIVITY),
159.]

Actual, Actuality [Never explicitly defined.
SMW term.* Whitehead indicates that it can be

* Since this term is so central to Whitehead’s philosophy, its defini-
tion, as far as Whitehead gives one prior to Religion in the Making,
ought to be included here. In Science and the Modern World White-
head says that the ‘‘metaphysical status of an _gte,rn_al_ohigct [cf.
Forwms, IDEAL, which is a synonym for ‘eternal objects’] is that of a
possibility for an actuality. Every actual occasion is DEFINED as to its
CHARACTER by how these possibilities are actualized for that Occa-
sioN. Thus actualisation is a selection among possibilities . . . a selec-
tion issuing in a GRADATION of possibilities in respect to their realisa-
tion in that Occasion” (SMW 159).
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used as a synonym for FEELING in some contexts
(p. 104). Cf. also pp. 25 (actual Vivip Facr), 51;
53, 71, 112-113, 115, 151, 156-157 and 159 (ac-
tual Facr); 59, 61, 69, 71, 88-91, 104105, 109,
112-113, 119, 154-157 and 159 (actual WORLD);
60, 78, 80; 86 and 101 (actual UNIVERSE), 87 (ac-
tual passage of actual THINGS); 88, 90, 92-94,
98-102, 108 (agtlxaflmlgEs), 91 (O’(‘Z_C_A/SIONS of

actualization, actual UniTs, actual CoMMUNITY), -

92 (actual CREATURE); 94, 99-100, 102, 112, 116,
157 and 160 (actual OccasioNs); 103 (collapse of
actuality, depths of actuality, importance of actu-
ality), 113; 114, 151 and 156 (actual GROUND);
114, 120 and 156 (actual ACHIEVEMENT); 119, 150
(actual THING), 151-153, 155 (actual EvivL), 156
(actual PrOCEsS), 159 (actual state of the
WOoRLD), 159 (actual IDEAS), 160, FEELING, EN-
JOYMENT; WORLD, AcTUAL; ENTITY, ACTUAL;
CoMMuUNITY, ACTUAL; and THING, ACTUAL.]

Adequacy, Adequate [Never explicitly defined;
closest is on p. 127. This term is used to describe
the extent to which a given verbal EXPRESSION
assists us in APPREHENDING a GENERAL TRUTH.
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Cf. also pp. 14, 34, 36, 83, 89, 95, 127, 131,
136, 147.]

Adjustment [Never explicitly defined; closest is
on p. 100. A TEMPORAL RELATION between (at
least) the present and the future, in which the
present is altered RELATIVE to the future, with
the aim of making other sorts of alterations possi-
ble in the future. The PurroskE of all these alter-
ations is to make VALUE possible. Cf. also pp. 18,
57, 59, 80, 104, 131, 143, 153, 158, and PUR-
POSE, ACTIVE.]

Aesthetic See EXPERIENCE, AESTHETIC. Cf.
also pp. 99, 113, 128, 143 (aesthetic VALUATION),
and ORDER.

Analysis See REvVERsiON. Cf. also pp. 24, 57,
78, 84, 89, 91, 101, 117-118, 131, 134, 143, 150.

Apprehension PERCEPTIVITY (p. 101); does not

depend upon ForMuLATION or ExprEssiON. Cf.

also pp. 15, 25, 48, 61, 64, 80, 86, 119, 125-127,

132-133, 136-137, TRuTH, and CHARACTER.
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Attainment The IMMORTAL fashioning of the
AcTuAL IDEALS which are Gob in the WORLD as
it is now, which leaves either a deeper or a fainter
impress of Gob (pp. 158-159). [Evidently, attain-
ment is accomplished via LimiTaTiON (cf. pp.
158-159).] Cf. also pp. 37, 60, 61, 67, 94, 96,
100, 104, 112, DETERMINATION, EviL, and
VALUE.

Beauty [Never explicitly defined or used in such
a way as to make its meaning clear; cf. pp. 48,
119.]

Belief A way of pre-RATIONALLY joining RiT-
vaL and EMOTION; myth is a common ForMm of
belief (pp. 23-24). Cf. also pp. 13-15, 18-19,
26-28, 31-32, 38, 42, 58, 63, 77, 83-85, 110-111,
125, 144.

Character [Never explicitly defined; closest is
on pp. 58-59, 61. The INTUITION of IMMEDIATE
OccaAsIons, as failing or succeeding in reference
to the IDEAL RELEVANT to them, is a revelation
of CHARACTER, APPREHENDED as we APPREHEND
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the CHARACTERS of our friends (the term is simi-
larly used on p. 127). On p. 109, the term is used
in a different sense, meaning that which is com-
mon to each OccasioN (whether PHYSICAL or
MENTAL) on a given Routk. Cf. also pp. 15, 17,
48, 58-59, 61, 66—67, 71, 86, 89-92, 94-95, 102,
109, 115, 117-119, 124, 127, 135, 139, 157, 160.]

Community, Actual The ActuaL WORLD as
composed of EpocHAL Occasions (p. 91). Cf. pp.
36, 43, 59, 84, 88, 109, 132, and SOCIETY.

Concept IpeEaL FORMS SYNTHESIZED into a
MENTAL OCCASION via the entry into REALITY of
the CONSEQUENT of IDEAL NovELTY which pos-
sesses an ANALYTIC force against the SYNTHETIC
GROUND, i.e., blind EXPERIENCE (pp. 117-118).
Cf. also pp. 19, 27, 31-32, 41, 54-55, 57, 59, 66,
68-72, 74, 77, 78-79, 83, 95, 105-106, 131, 139,
144, 150, 153-154, 156-157, REVERSION, and
EXPERIENCE, IMMEDIATE.

Concrete, Concretion SMW term. [Never ex-
plicitly defined; closest is on p. 93, where concre-
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tion is evidently a PROCEss whereby CREATURES
are QuaLiFiIED by the IDEAL Forms, and con-
versely the IDEAL Forms are QUALIFIED by the
CREATURES, giving EMERGENCE to an EPOCHAL
Occasion. Cf. also pp. 38, 58, 92; 101 and 118
(concrete Fact), 103 (mode of concretion), 116
(concrete OccasiONS), 118 (complete concretion
of PaYSICAL OCCASIONS). ]

Conformity [Never explicitly defined; closest is
on pp. 61-62 in its association with producing
HarmoNY in the AcTtuaL WorLD. Cf. also pp.
66—68, 94—95, and DIVERSITY. ]

Consciousness, Immediate [Never explicitly de-
fined or used in a context which makes its mean-
ing clear. Cf. also pp. 27, 48, 57, 85, 137, Occa-
SIONS, IMMEDIATE; APPREHENSION; IMMEDIATE;
and EXPERIENCE, IMMEDIATE. ]

Consciousness, Reflective That which distin-
guishes MENTAL PERCEPTIVITY or APPREHENSION
from non-MENTAL (pp. 101-102). Cf. also pp. 48,
52, 54.
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Consciousness, Religious A moment which
starts from SELF-VALUATION, but broadens into
the ConcEPT of the WoORLD as a realm of Abp-
JUSTED VALUES, mutually INTENSIFYING or mutu-
ally destructive (p. 59). Cf. also pp. 16, 42, 47,
124, 158.

Consciousness, Self- [Never explicitly defined;
closest is on p. 59 in association with the SYNTHE-
sis of three CoONCEPTS of levels of VALUE. Cf. also
pp. 16, 44, 48.]

Consciousness, Social A notion of rightness of
conduct RELATIVE to the preservation of PERSONS
whom you might Know and love; associated with
pre-RaTioNAL RELIGIOUS BELIEF (p. 41; cf. Con-
sciousNESss, WorLD). Cf. also pp. 33, 39, 42.

Consciousness, World A notion of an ESSEN-
TIAL rightness of THINGS which is disengaged; its
growth brings about RATIONAL RELIGION (p. 41).
Cf. also pp. 40, 158, UNIVERSALITY, and CON-
SCIOUSNESS, SOCIAL.
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Consequent 1In respect to one particular NEW
birth of one center of EXPERIENCE, the NOVELTY
of the IDEAL Forms (p. 114) The consequent is
constituted by all the IDEAL Forms of possibility,
GRADED in their proportion (p. 151). Cf. also pp.
42,93, 115-117, 139-140, 155-157.

Contrast 1. The whole INTUITION of CON-
FORMITY and DiveErsiTy which an INDIVIDUAL
item yields for RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE (pp. 61—
62). 2. [By inference from pp. 115-116: the ex-
tent to which IDENTITY between GROUND and
CONSEQUENT is not maintained in the CREATIVE
Process.] Cf. also pp. 96-97, 99, 117, RELE-
VANCE, and VIBRATION.*

Creativity, Creation, Creative One of the three
FormaTiVE ELEMENTS of the all-inclusive UNI-
VERSE; the one whereby the ActuaL WoORLD has
its CHARACTER of TEMPORAL passage to Nov-
ELTY (p. 90); not separable from what it creates,
viz., its CREATURES (p. 92), cf. p. 95, and Ep-

* There are numerous non-technical occurrences of this term not
reflected in this entry.
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OCHAL Occasions; due to lack of DETERMINATE —

CHARACTER, creativity cannot be CONCEIVED as
an ActuaL EnTITY [and hence, cannot be IDEN-
TIFIED with Gob] (pp. 91-93). Cf. also pp. 94,
96, 98-99, 101-102, 104, 111-114, 116, 119, 133,
150-152, 154, 156-157, 160, SyNTHESIS, and
PROCESS, CREATIVE.

Creature(s) See CreativiTy. Cf. also pp.
91-94, 102, 104, 109, 119, 154155, 160.

Definite, Definiteness, Definition MEASURE of
the depth of AcTuaLITY wherein all ELEMENTS of
a complex whole contribute to some one effect, to
the exclusion of other effects (p. 113). Cf. also pp.
18, 20, 24, 59, 61, 66, 68, 79, 91-94, 108-109,
112, 115, 135, 149, 151-152, 157, 159.5

Degrade, Degradation The self-eliminating ac-
tivity of EviL; the PRocEss whereby HIGHER Ex-
PERIENCE becomes LOWER EXPERIENCE (pp. 96—
97). Cf. also pp. 17, 37, 155.

S There are numerous non-technical occurrences of this term not
reflected in this entry.
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Derivate, Derivative, Derive In the CREATIVE
ProcEss, that which includes the FusioN of the
particular GROUND with the CONSEQUENT, so far
as the CONSEQUENT is GRADED by its RELEVANCE
to that GROUND (p. 114). Cf. also pp. 32, 50-51,
57, 59, 68, 99-100, 102, 105, 109, 113, 115, 149,
156.

Determination, Determine [Never explicitly de-
fined; closest is on pp. 94-95. A word which de-
scribes what the FORMATIVE ELEMENTS do RELA-
TIVE to any given EpPocHAL OCCASION in
mutually LiMiTING one another. The result is
that the EpocHAL OccasioN becomes DEFINITE
by having this ‘ORDERED balance’’ imposed
upon it. Determination can bring about CoN-
FORMITY, but Whitehead does not explicitly say
whether it can also bring about DIVERSITY—
which may, by implication, be a failure of deter-
mination, since ‘‘ORDERED balance’’ is absent.
Determination is RELATED to DETERMINISM (cf.
p. 94). Cf. also pp. 60, 67, 78, 90, 92, 109, 129,
131, 142, 146, 153, 159-160.]
[176]
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Determinism A simple METAPHYSIC which
holds the complete self-consistency of the TEmPO-
RAL WORLD; the conclusion drawn by [overly
credulous] thinkers who hold METAPHYSICAL
CoNCEPTS to be ADEQUATE (pp. 94-95). This
view makes the problem of EviL insoluble. Cf.
also p. 99.

Diversity [Never explicitly defined; closest is on
pp. 61-62 when used in comparison with Con-
FORMITY. It evidently means ‘‘failure to Con-
FORM fully,”” or ‘‘incomplete CoNFORMITY.’’ Di-
versity in this sense is apparently to be blamed
for the presence of EviL in the AcTuaL WORLD
(pp. 61-62). Cf. also pp. 21, 35, 59, 88, 93, 103.]

Dogma, Dogmatic, Dogmatism 1. A precise
enunciation of a GENERAL TRuUTH, divested so far
as possible from particular EXEMPLIFICATION (p.
126). Opposed to ‘‘empiric’’ which appeals only
to ExPERIENCE without such GENERAL TRUTHS
(p. 129). 2. The ExPRESSION of a FACT as it ap-
pears within a certain sphere of thought; a dogma
has its being as one of a SysTEm of IpEas (pp.

[177]



GLOSSARY

129-130), and is never final, but rather ADE-
QUATE in its ADJUSTMENT of certain ABSTRACT
CoNcCEPTS (pp. 130-131). 3. Bits of the TRUTH,
EXPRESSED in terms which in some ways are
over-assertive and in other ways lose the Es-
SENCE of TrRuTH (p. 145). Cf. also pp. 13, 45,
47-49, 52, 58, 60, 67-68, 7677, 79, 83-85, 128,
136—-139, 144, 147-149, and DocMA ofF RE-
LIGION.

Dogma of Religion 1. An attempt to Formu-
LATE in precise terms the TRuTHS disclosed in the
REeLIGIOUS EXPERIENCE of mankind (p. 58).
2. Clarifying modes of external EXPRESSION (p.
137). 3. STATEMENTS of how the complex WoRLD
is to be EXPRESSED in the light of the INTUITIONS
fundamental to RELIGION; not necessarily simple
in CHARACTER or LIMITED in number (p. 139).
4. The ark within which the church floats safely
down the flood-tide of history (pp. 145-146). Cf.
also pp. 147-148.

Element(s), Elementary See ELEMENTS, FOR-
MATIVE. Cf. pp. 13, 31, 39, 44, 47, 97, 100-101,
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103, 110, 112, 113, 123, 129, 135, 136 (element of
NoveLry), 150-152, 154-156, 158.¢

Elements, Formative The FacTORS which are
either non-AcTuAL or non-TEMPORAL that are
disclosed in the ANALysIs of what is both AcTuaL
and TEMPORAL, i.e., disclosed by descriptive
METAPHYSICS (p. 89). These formative elements
are: (1) CReATIVITY; (2) the realm of IDEAL ENTI-
TIES; and, (3) Gobp (p. 90). These elements stand
in mutual isolation apart from the CONCRETION
of ErocHAL Occasions, but as RELATED in an
EpocHAL OccasiON the elements QUALIFY one
another (p. 93). Cf. also pp. 99, 101, 103-104,
152, 156, 158, and PERCEPTION.

Emergent, Emergence [Never explicitly de-
fined; closest is on pp. 93—94. Emergence appears
to be the PrRocEss by which an EpocHAL Occa-

¢ This term lies somewhere between a technical and a non-technical
term. Whitehead commonly uses it to mean ‘‘basic part or constit-
uent,’’ but this slides easily into its technical usage in creative synthe-
sis—Whitehead’s ‘‘elements of communion,”’ if you will. I have listed
all occurrences in this entry, excepting those that refer explicitly to
the ‘‘formative elements,’’ which receives its own entry.
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SION comes to CONCRETION due to the Limrta-
TIONS the three FORMATIVE ELEMENTS impose
upon one another. Cf. also pp. 17-18, 26, 33, 38,
47, 60, 65, 101-102, 133, and DETERMINATION. ]

Emotion, Emotional The sensitizing of the or-
ganism by RrtuaL which issues in either RELI-
GION or play depending upon the QuaLIiTy of the
emotion Ferr (p. 21). Cf. also pp. 16, 18-20,
22-26, 38, 42-43, 48-49, 54, 60, 64—65, 77, 83,
85, 100, 124-125.

Enjoyment ActuALITY; the EXPERIENCING of
VALUE (p. 100). Cf. also pp. 95, 98, 138, 155
(joy), 157, and SELF-INTEREST.

Entity, Entities [Never explicitly defined, but
used by Whitehead as a generic term incorporat-
ing ActuAL ENTITIES, IDEAL ENTITIES (Or
Forwms), and Gob. Cf. pp. 68-71, 78, 88, 90,
92-94, 98-102, 104, 108, 137, 140, 152, 160
(non-entity). ]
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Entity, Actual 1. The outcome of a CREATIVE
SyNTHESIS, INDIVIDUAL and passing (p. 93).7
2. That which has a SELF-INTEREST (p. 100).
3. A microcosmic arrangement of the whole UNI-

? This may be a non-technical use of the term ‘‘actual entity,”
but the context makes it rather difficult to determine this with much
certainty. Nowhere in Religion in the Making does Whitehead ex-
plain the relationship between the terms ‘‘epochal occasion’’ and ‘‘ac-
tual entity.’’ Still, his use of them here points markedly in the direc-
tion of the familiar use of the terms ‘‘actual entity’’ and ‘‘actual
occasion’’ in Process and Reality. In spite of neglecting to define it,
Whitehead does use the term ‘‘actual entity’’ in a very important con-
nection in Religion in the Making to define God. This creates the
following interesting combination of definitions: ‘“God is the actual
but non-temporal entity through which the indetermination of mere
creativity is transmuted into a determinate freedom, and as an actual
entity, God must also be the outcome of a creative synthesis, individ-
ual and passing, since all actual entities are’’ (pp. 90, 92).

Note how this anticipates the systematic relations expounded in the
doctrine of the consequent nature of God, in spite of the indefiniteness
of the term ‘‘actual entity’’ at this stage. Sherburne points out in his 4
Key to Whitehead’s “Process and Reality” that the difference between
‘“‘actual entity’’ and ‘‘actual occasion’’ in the later book is that the
latter term is not applicable to God, who is non-temporal (pp. 206—
207), and thus God is subject to change only as is consistent with
God’s complete nature—goodness or total self-consistency (RM
97-99).

Lewis Ford reads ‘‘actual entity’’ at this stage in Whitehead’s de-
velopment as more or less equivalent to ‘‘actual occasion’’ in PR,
there being as yet no genetic phases at this stage of Whitehead’s
thought. This is how Ford understands the statement, at RM 97-98,
that God is ‘‘an actual entity which enters into every creative phase,
and yet is above change.’’ Ford also doubts whether the consequent
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