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Jiny hlas: Yes, | make some comments.

Jiny hlas: So, please, just short paragraphs.

Jiny hlas: Yes.

Jiny hlas: | shall go wait a moment? Well, go on.

Jiny hlas: Well, it is a pleasure for me to be here in this seminary of philosophers. | am a theologian, so |
hope | will be philosophical enough to you to introduce you into some keynotes of process philosophy.
Jiny hlas: Potésenim, Ze mohu zde byt mezi vami filosofy. Ja jako teolog se pokusim vas uvést do
zakladnich pojm0 procesualni filosofie.

Hejdanek: To jsou tamty Zidle, tam jsou ctyfi jesté. Barco, ukaz mu to. J4 mam dost mista. Takze takhle.
Jiny hlas: I'm told you have never worked in process philosophy, so this must be an introductory speech
and therefore | call the two important names, Alfred North Whitehead, Charles Hartshorne, and | want
to give you some characteristics of this philosophy.

Jiny hlas: Slysel jsem, Ze zatim jste se nezabyvali procesualni filosofir, tak ja chci tady uvést tvodni
myslenky, jednak Alfreda Northa Whiteheada a Charlese Hartshorna a uvést charakteristické rysy jejich
filosofie.

Jiny hlas: The most complete and technical formulation of Whitehead's metaphysics is given in Process
and Reality, An Essay in Cosmology.

Jiny hlas: Nejaplnéjsi a technicka formulace metafyziky Whiteheadovy je dana v jeho zakladnim dile
Proces a realita, Esej o kosmologii.

Jiny hlas: This book is a sort of summary after he had published many other books.

Jiny hlas: Je to svym zplsobem souhrn poté, co Whitehead vydal mnoho jinych knih.

Jiny hlas: He had worked in mathematics, in philosophy of nature.

Jiny hlas: Pracoval, zabyval se matematikou, filosofir pfirody.

Jiny hlas: He had always a very interest in the culture philosophy.

Jiny hlas: Zajimal se o kulturu, o studium kultury.

Jiny hlas: When he was sixty-three, he called a professorate in America after he was a professor in
England.

Jiny hlas: KdyZ mu bylo triasedesat, dostal pozvani k profesure ve Spojenych statech poté, co byl
profesorem v Anglii.

Jiny hlas: In Great Britain he was a professor in mathematics and philosophy of nature.

Jiny hlas: V Velké Britanii vyucoval matematiku a filosofii pfirody.

Jiny hlas: And in the United States he became a professor in philosophy.

Jiny hlas: Ve Spojenych statech se stal profesorem filosofie.

Jiny hlas: And this is typical for his development because at the end of his life he tried to integrate all
those aspects in which he had worked in his life to one system.

Jiny hlas: To je pro ného typické, Ze ke konci Zivota se pokusil integrovat vsechny oblasti, v kterych
pracoval dfive, do jednoho systému.

Jiny hlas: So books of him, Science and the Modern World, is a description of the science and the roots of
science in our culture.

Jiny hlas: Kniha napriklad Véda v modernim svété stopuje koreny tohoto fenoménu v nasi kulture.

Jiny hlas: Religion in the Making is a phenomenological description of how religion has grown in the
time.

Jiny hlas: Kniha, ktera se jmenuje NdboZenstvi'v procesu (nebo jak vznika), popisuje fenomenologii
tohoto jevu, jak vyrUstalo v historii.

Jiny hlas: Adventures of Ideas is especially pointed to cultural questions.



Jiny hlas: Dobrodruzstvi idejl se zabyvéa predevsim kulturnimi otazkami.

Jiny hlas: Charles Hartshorne - Whitehead has a more cosmological way of thinking and Charles
Hartshorne is more rational logical thinker.

Jiny hlas: Mezitimco Whitehead spis$ vychazi z kosmologického pozadi, Charles Hartshorne je orientovan
spis formalné logicky.

Jiny hlas: | called some of his book, not his most important, but his most accessible books, | would say.
Jiny hlas: Jsou zde jmenovany knihy, které jsou v jisté mife pristupné, dosazitelné, nikoliv nejvyznamnéjsi.
Jiny hlas: Well.

Jiny hlas: Filosof hovori o Bohu, to je prvni kniha. Druha Za humanismem, Eseje o nové filosofii, O
nadprirodé, BoZska relativita, Spolecenska nebo socidlni koncepce Boha, Realita a socidlni proces, Studie
v matematické a metafyzické analogii.

Jiny hlas: In this lecture, we will especially orient on Whitehead's philosophy.

Jiny hlas: V této prednasce se budeme specialné orientovat na Whiteheadovu filosofii.

Jiny hlas: | will give you some characteristics, first, a metaphysical cosmological system.

Jiny hlas: Poda nékolik charakteristik, nejdrive po teoretické strance: metafyzicko-kosmologicky systém
jako charakteristicky rys Whiteheadovy filosofie.

Jiny hlas: In that system, Whitehead tries to overcome the contrasts in European philosophy.

Jiny hlas: V tom se pokousi Whitehead prekonat kontrasty v evropské filosofii.

Jiny hlas: Maybe it can become clear when | call the point shortly. He is a speculative philosopher.

Jiny hlas: Druhy bod: spekulativni filosofie.

Jiny hlas: But also he is a realistic and an idealistic philosopher.

Jiny hlas: Ale je také soucasné realistickym filosofem a idealistickym filosofem.

Jiny hlas: A creativistic and a relational philosophy.

Jiny hlas: Jemu je také vlastni kreativysticka filosofie a vztahova (relational).

Jiny hlas: So all the perspectives of philosophy he tries to bring together.

Jiny hlas: Snazi se svést dohromady vSechny tyto filosofické perspektivy.

Jiny hlas: And for theologians, especially of importance, he gives a panentheistic philosophy.

Jiny hlas: Pro teology je zvlasté vyznamné, Ze vypracoval panenteistickou filosofii, nikoliv panteistickou,
ale panenteistickou.

Jiny hlas: Well, | hope we have time enough to go through the points. First, a metaphysical cosmological
system.

Jiny hlas: Doufam, Ze budeme mit dost ¢asu projit ty body. Prvni bod: metafyzicko-kosmologicky systém.
Jiny hlas: With his philosophy Whitehead was intending to grasp in language the infinity of the universe.
Jiny hlas: Touto filosofii se Whitehead zamé¥il na to, aby v jazyce uchopil nekonec¢nost univerza.

Jiny hlas: He consciously wants to be in the classic tradition of the Greek philosophy.

Jiny hlas: Védomeé z(istal v tradici fecké filosofie.

Jiny hlas: To think together the many and the one, the world and God.

Jiny hlas: Chce myslet mnohé a jedno, svét a Boha.

Jiny hlas: And therefore you need a metaphysical cosmological system.

Jiny hlas: K tomu potrebujete metafyzicko-kosmologicky systém.

Jiny hlas: Metaphysics is related to all possible thinkable world and is expressed in a categorical scheme.
Jiny hlas: Metafyzika se vztahuje ke vSem myslitelnym svét(im a je vyjadrena v kategorialnim schématu.
Jiny hlas: Metaphysical categories are not dogmatic statements of the obvious, they are tentative
formulations of the ultimate generalities.

Hejdanek: Tady citat z té knihy Process and Reality, ze metafyzické kategorie nejsou dogmatickymi
vypovédmi toho, co je zfejmé, nybrzZ jsou pokusnymi formulacemi nejzazsich vieobecnosti.

Jiny hlas: So he's looking for the ultimate generalities.

Hejdanek: Tak hleda nebo usiluje o posledni nejzazsi vSeobecnosti.



Jiny hlas: Yes. It is an abstract model.

Hejdanek: Je to abstraktni model.

Jiny hlas: In which the elements and their relations, relations are brought together.

Hejdanek: Ve kterém ty prvky a jejich vztahovani jsou uvedeny ve vztah.

Jiny hlas: You can compare him with his system, the system theories of this time, system thinkers.
Hejdanek: Mdzeme si to prfirovnat k dnesnim teoriim, systémovym teoriim nebo teoriim o systémech.
Jiny hlas: But he is not, he is always an open thinker.

Hejdanek: Ale on je otevieny myslitel.

Jiny hlas: Look for a system, but distrust it, is a word of Whitehead.

Hejdanek: Usilujme o systém, ale nedtvérujme mu, to jsou slova Whiteheadova.

Jiny hlas: Exactness is a fake.

Podvod.

Tenkrat se to prekladalo jako podvod, Ze jo?

Hejdanek: Jednoznacné, no. Podvod. Fake.

Jiny hlas: Podvod je... no, néco jako presnost je podvod. To souvisi s tim, to je citat z The Immortality.

In philosophical discussion, the merest kind of dogmatic certainty as to finality of statement is an
exhibition of folly.

preloZzilo, ten nejzazsi, nejslabsi mozna, dogmatické jistoty jakozto kone¢ného, jakozto zavéreéného
vypovédi se ukazuje nebo se projevuje vlastné jako néco, co je blaznivé nebo co je nesmysiné.

Jiny hlas: A dogmatic exhibition of folly. Blazniva exhibice, samozrejmé.

Cosmology is related to our cosmic epoch, the knowable world.

Hejdanek: Kosmologie se vztahuje k nasi kosmické epose, k poznatelnému svétu.

Jiny hlas: So metaphysics is a wider concept than cosmology.

Hejdanek: A tedy metafyzika je SirSi komplex nez kosmologie.

Jiny hlas: Metaphysics is oriented to the necessary, the most generalization, and cosmology is related to
this cosmic epoch, this contingent world.

Hejdanek: Takze kosmologie se vztahuje k této epose, k tomuto svétu, kdezto metafyzika se zabyva
daleko obecnéjsimi vseobecninami, nutnymi.

Jiny hlas: Nevertheless, cosmology must be for Whitehead a very complete cosmology.

Hejdanek: Pro Whiteheada musi kosmologie byt velice takrka dovrsena, uzaviena kosmologie.

Jiny hlas: Well, that means it must be one of the motives, motives of a complete cosmology to construct a
system of ideas which bring the aesthetic, moral and religious interests into relation with those concepts
of the world which have their origin in natural science.

Hejdanek: Jednim z motiv( této kompletni kosmologie musi byt to, aby byla schopna vytvorit systém
ideji, které svedou dohromady estetické, moralni a ndbozenské zajmy do vztahu s onémi pojmy svéta,
které maji svij plvod v pfirodni védé. To je citat z Gvodnich stranek Process and Reality.

Jiny hlas: So there are many perspectives on the world: the religious perspective, the science perspective,
the aesthetic perspective.

Hejdanek: Existuje rada perspektiv, jimiz je mozno hledét na svét. Je to ndbozenska perspektiva, védecka,
esteticka.

Jiny hlas: And people are inclined to close themselves in one perspective.

Hejdanek: Lidé jsou naklonéni tomu, Ze se takrka uzaviou do jedné takové perspektivy.

Jiny hlas: So there is a separation, for example, between religion and science.

Hejdanek: TakZe existuje odlukovost nebo oddéleni tfeba nabozenstvi od védy.

Jiny hlas: And Whitehead tries to integrate all those perspectives in one system.

Hejdanek: A Whitehead se snaZzi integrovat vsechny tyto perspektivy do jednoho systému.

Jiny hlas: So you can call Whitehead's philosophy a philosophy of civilization.



Hejdanek: Mlzeme tedy mluvit o Whiteheadové filosofii jako o filosofii civilizace.

Jiny hlas: The many perspectives upon our reality are brought together in a new coherent conceptual
scheme.

Hejdanek: To znamena, Ze mnohé perspektivy tykajici se nasi skute¢nosti jsou tu pfivedeny k sobé a
vytvareji novy, provazany, souvisejici konceptualni schéma.

Jiny hlas: But the problem is how to get to such a conceptual scheme. You have to surpass your
perspectives.

Hejdanek: Ale jak se dostaneme k takovému schématu? Musime takrka prekrocit svou omezenou
perspektivu.

Jiny hlas: And therefore such a philosophy has to be a speculative philosophy. The second point.
Hejdanek: Takova filosofie, ktera usiluje o to konceptualni schéma, takto koherentni, musi byt
spekulativni filosofii.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead has the courage to take speculation as a serious point.

Hejdanek: A Whitehead ma odvahu chopit se spekulace jako néc¢eho vazného.

Jiny hlas: What is the true method of speculation?

Hejdanek: Jaka je prava metoda spekulace?

Jiny hlas: He uses a metaphor: The true method of discovery is like the flight of an aeroplane.
Hejdanek: PouzZiva metaforu: Prava metoda objevu je podobna letu letadla.

Jiny hlas: It starts from the ground of particular observation.

Hejdanek: Letadlo startuje z pady takového omezeného, partikularniho pozorovani.

Jiny hlas: It makes a flight in the thin air of imaginative generalization.

Hejdanek: Pak leti v takovém Fidkém vzduchu imaginativni generalizace.

Jiny hlas: And it again lands for review observation rendered acute by rational interpretation.
Hejdanek: A pristava k tomu, aby obnovilo to pozorovani, jez ¢ini akutnim racionalni interpretaci.
Jiny hlas: Racionalni interpretace ¢ini aktualni to nové pozorovani.

For example, you can start from the ground of psychology.

Hejdanek: Tak napriklad muzete startovat z pldy psychologie.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead is influenced by the psychology of William James.

Hejdanek: Whitehead je velmi ovlivnén psychologii Williama Jamese.

Jiny hlas: And James describes psychic experience as a series of drops of experience.

Hejdanek: A James popisuje psychickou zkusenost jako soupis kapek zkusenosti.

Jiny hlas: And then you fly in the thin air of imaginative generalization.

Hejdanek: A pak vzlétnete do fidkého ovzdusi imaginativni generalizace.

Jiny hlas: And in your imagination you think maybe it is possible to use drops of experience as for all
reality, for the atoms of all reality.

Hejdanek: A v imaginaci napadne vas, Ze byste mohli pouzit obrazu kapek, které souvisi jedna s druhou,
jako zpUisob, jak pochopit veskerou realitu.

Jiny hlas: And then you have to land for example on the ground of physics.

Hejdanek: A pak pristanete, dejme tomu, na padé fyziky.

Jiny hlas: Quantum physics.

Hejdanek: Kvantové fyziky.

Jiny hlas: Which has also a description of reality, quantum energy and maybe it can fit it together.
Hejdanek: Ktera také ma urcity popis skute¢nosti, kvantové energie, a mozna, Ze to bude zapadat a
odpovidat si obojim.

Jiny hlas: And one of the ground notions of Whitehead, actual entity, we will see it also, that's an
assimilation of those two notions.

Hejdanek: A jedna ze zakladnich predstav Whiteheadovych, actual entity, aktualni entita, my to jesté
uvidime, je asimilace dvou predstav.



Jiny hlas: So Whitehead's speculative philosophy is a constructive philosophy.

Hejdanek: Tato Whiteheadova spekulativni filosofie je konstruktivni filosofii.

Jiny hlas: He brings things together and...

Hejdanek: Spojuje véci.

Jiny hlas: ...and the method is imaginative rationalization.

Hejdanek: A metodou je obrazna neboli imaginativni racionalizace.

Jiny hlas: Imaginativni racionalizace.

Hejdanek: A to druhé je popisné zobecnéni.

Jiny hlas: Imaginativni racionalizace. Tys preskocil k tomu druhému terminu. On necte to druhé, ale pravé
fekl jenom to prvni. Je to tam v hned v Gvodé, kde se fika: Whitehead's philosophy is a speculative
philosophy with the method of imaginative rationalization or descriptive generalization. Cili je to tak, Ze
je to imaginativni racionalizace a deskriptivni generalizace.

Jiny hlas: And the character of imagination makes clear that all the formulations are tentative.
Hejdanek: Formulace, Ze jde o imaginativni, naznacuje, Ze vsecky ty pojmy jsou tentativni, zkusmo
polozené.

Jiny hlas: Also important is the term descriptive generalization.

Hejdanek: Také je velmi dulezity pojem deskriptivni generalizace.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead wants to be an empirical philosopher.

Hejdanek: Whitehead chce byt empirickym filosofem.

Jiny hlas: So you describe the reality, the phenomena.

Hejdanek: To znamen4, popisuje skuteénost, fenomény.

Jiny hlas: Speculative philosophy is the endeavour to frame a coherent, logical, necessary system of
general ideas in terms of which every element of our experience can be interpreted.

Hejdanek: Spekulativni filosofie je popisovana snahou uvést v ramec koherentni, logicky, nutny systém
obecnych ideji, na jejichz zakladé kazdy prvek nasi zkusenosti mlize byt interpretovan. To je citat ze
desaté stranky Process and Reality.

Jiny hlas: So there is plurality, every element of our experience must be taken serious.

Hejdanek: Je tu pluralita, kazdy element nasi zkusenosti musi byt vzat vazné.

Jiny hlas: But it must be plurality into unity.

Hejdanek: Musi to byt pluralita v jednoté.

Jiny hlas: It is at the same time the reconciliation of rationalism and empiricism.

Hejdanek: Je to soucasné usmireni racionalismu a empirismu.

Jiny hlas: There is the rational ideal of coherency.

Hejdanek: Je tu racionalni ideal souvisu neboli provazani souvislosti véci.

Jiny hlas: The reality is complex.

Hejdanek: Realita skutecné je komplexni v tom smyslu, Ze vSechny elementy jsou navzajem spjaté.
Jiny hlas: There are many elements.

Hejdanek: Je v ni mnoho elementd.

Jiny hlas: So this scheme must be also complex.

Hejdanek: Proto také schéma musi byt komplexni.

Jiny hlas: And the ideal of coherence is that every element presupposes the other elements.
Hejdanek: Racionalni schéma vychazi z predpokladu, Ze kazdy element predpoklada realitu dalSich
elementd.

Jiny hlas: They need each other to exist.

Hejdanek: Potrebuji se navzajem, aby mohly existovat.

Jiny hlas: So that's the second point, a speculative philosophy.

Hejdanek: To je druhy bod, Whiteheadova spekulativni pozice.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead's philosophy is realistic.



Hejdanek: Dal Whiteheadova filosofie je realisticka.

Jiny hlas: And the final real things of which the world is made up are actual entities.

Hejdanek: Posledni readlné véci, z nichz je svét udélan, jsou aktualni entity.

Jiny hlas: Also termed actual occasions.

Hejdanek: Také se nazyvaji actual occasions nebo prilezZitosti. PrileZitost je v ¢estiné matouci. Jde o mista
setkani, krizovatky setkani jedné entity s druhou. Snad to mzeme pouzivat jako aktualni okase nebo
aktualni prilezitost.

Jiny hlas: Mini se tim to, cemu jsme fikali jsoucnost.

Jiny hlas: You can think to the atoms of Democritus.

Hejdanek: Mlzeme si vzpomenout na atomy Demokritovy.

Jiny hlas: Actual entities are microcosmic entities.

Hejdanek: Jsou to mikroskopické entity.

Jiny hlas: Aggregates of which form the macrocosmic entities.

Hejdanek: Souhrny jejich tvofi makrokosmické entity.

Jiny hlas: Trees, houses, people are societies of atoms.

Hejdanek: Stromy, domy, lidé, o nich se fika, Ze jsou to spole¢nosti atomu.

Jiny hlas: But whereas the atoms of Democritus are inert.

Hejdanek: Zatimco atomy Demokritovy jsou inertni.

Jiny hlas: Indestructible, material stuff.

Hejdanek: Neznicitelné, jsou z materialni latky.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead's actual entities are vital.

Hejdanek: Whiteheadovy aktualni entity jsou Zivé.

Jiny hlas: Transient drops of experience.

Hejdanek: Transient znamena prechodny. V cestiné prechodny znamena docasny, ale tady jde o to, Ze
jsou prechazejici.

Jiny hlas: Prechazejici.

Hejdanek: Prechazejici. Kapky zkusenosti jsou komplexni, sloZité a vzajemné na sobé zavislé.

Jiny hlas: They're not simple like the Democritus' atoms, but...

Hejdanek: Nejsou jednoduché jako Demokritovy atomy, nybrz uz na nejnizsi bazi atomické jsou entity
nejmensi nesmirné slozité.

Jiny hlas: To uzZ zname vsichni.

Jiny hlas: Some thinkers call Whitehead's metaphysics an event metaphysics in contrast to substance
metaphysics.

Hejdanek: V kontrastu proti substancionalni nebo substanéni metafyzice, kterou zname, se nazyva tato
Whiteheadova metafyzika udalostni neboli metafyzika udalosti.

Jiny hlas: Well, those actual entities are a very important category in the system of Whitehead.
Hejdanek: Tyto takzvané aktualni entity jsou velice dllezZitou kategorii v tom Whiteheadoveé systému.
Jiny hlas: You can describe them as individuals.

Hejdanek: M(iZzete je popsat jako individualizované jednotky.

Jiny hlas: Leibniz monads but with all the windows and doors open.

Hejdanek: Néco takového jako Leibnizovy monady, ale se vSemi okny a dvermi otevienymi, na rozdil od
Leibnizovych.

Jiny hlas: The whole universe is integrated as in Leibniz monad but it is an integration process.
Hejdanek: Tak jako u Leibnize je cely svét integrovan, ale je to ve Whiteheadové koncepci proces
integrace.

Jiny hlas: You can call them events.

Hejdanek: Mdzete je nazyvat udalostmi.

Jiny hlas: Feelings.



Hejdanek: No, tak tady je, to znamena, méli bychom preloZit pocity, jenomze to si predstavte ne jako
psychologickou zaleZitost, psychickou zaleZitost na té nejnizsi Grovni, stézi mazeme Fict psychické arovni.
To je ta otevrenost a kontakt s témi ostatnimi entitami, které pfinaseji i tém nejnizsim entitdm jakousi
zkuSenost, ktera neni psychické povahy, ale je to zkusenost.

Jiny hlas: J4 maly dodatek k tém termin{im. Musime to brat velice opatrné, ty terminy Whiteheadovy,
protoze on déla néco podobného, co se délo v béZné moderni fyzice, Ze se mluvi o kvarku, Ze se mlze
charakterizovat jeho barva. Rozumi se ovéem, 7e to neznamena barvu v nasem smyslu. Cili i kdyZ on
mluvi feeling, pocit nebo tfeba ta experience, to vas asi muselo zarazit predtim, Ze tam je, Ze to jsou
drops of experience. Tak to nesmime prekladat do svého zabéhaného zptsobu mysleni, Ze jde skutecné o
nasi zkusenost, Ze jsou to kapky nasi zkusenosti a tak dale. To jsou urcité nazvy, které znamenaji trosicku
posunuté néco, je to velmi objektivizované.

Hejdanek: Jesté takhle, samoziejmé v tom nasem lidském svété mlzeme pouZit ten feeling, mizeme
pouzit experience, tam to ma svou primérenost. Ale praveé o to jde, protoZe to je univerzalni kategorie,
psychickém slova smyslu neni.

Jiny hlas: They are units of process.

Hejdanek: Jsou to jednotky procesu.

Jiny hlas: You can compare them with a wave function.

Hejdanek: M(iZete je srovnavat tfeba s tou funkci viny.

Jiny hlas: Not with a point but a wave function.

Hejdanek: Nikoliv tedy partikule nebo korpuskule, nybrz vina.

Jiny hlas: Particular instances of concrescence.

Hejdanek: Jsou to ozvlastnéné instance nebo urcitd mista, kde dochazi ke konkrescenci, k tomu sristani
pulst, které prichazeji z okoli a ta...

Jiny hlas: To nevykladas spravné. Nejde o tohle. Konkrescence je srlst téch vécnych objektl a toho
proudu déni.

Hejdanek: Konkrescence se pouziva i pro vztah mezi jednotlivymi aktualnimi entitami, zcela jisté.

Jiny hlas: It is growing together... concrescence is growing together... that is the Latin word for
concrescence and the word concrete is rooted in it. Just to formulate what was the dispute. My guest
thinks that the term of concrescence concerns the relation between actual entities and eternal objects.
Hejdanek: Takze vyjasnéme tuhle situaci. Tady jde o to, on se domniva, Ze tady jde o to, jak z toho
proudu, z toho ohromného mnoZstvi aktualnich entit, z procesu vzajemnych souvislosti a zkusenosti
vyrlsta cosi nového, zatimco pro svét toho vztahu k véénym objektiim, k tomu jesté prijdeme, se
domniva, Ze je pfiméreny pojem aprehenze nebo vnimani. Zatim to takhle predbézné reknéme.

Jiny hlas: So Whitehead's philosophy is pluralistic.

Hejdanek: Tedy Whiteheadova filosofie je pluralisticka.

Jiny hlas: However not as the substance metaphysics but as an event metaphysics as we mentioned
already.

Hejdanek: Ovsem nikoliv jako substan¢ni metafyzika, nybrz jako udalostni metafyzika, jak jsme uz zminili.
Jiny hlas: The reality is the pulsation and vibration.

Hejdanek: Realita je pulzujiciho charakteru, vibrace, chvéni.

Jiny hlas: Numerous elements vibrating everywhere.

Hejdanek: Jsou to bezpocty elementi této pulzace, tohoto vibrovani.

Jiny hlas: If the doctrine of evolution has to be taken seriously then aggregates of actual entities
gradually emerged out of the primordial ooze. The process is creative, cumulative.

Hejdanek: Jestlize mame vzit vazné nauku o evoluci, pak ty agregaty aktualnich entit se postupné
vynofuji z takového primordialniho jako... ooze... no to je takova brecka. Aspon si myslime, Ze je to
brecka, je to néco jako bahno nebo néco amorfniho, co nema tvar. Tento proces je kreativné kumulativni.



Jiny hlas: And the complexity of the relations between the events designates the functions it can have.
Hejdanek: Tato komplexita aktualnich entit urcuje vlastné také finalitu procesu, k némuz dochazi. To
dotvari tu komplexnost, ma to charakter urcité slozitosti.

Jiny hlas: You can compare it with a computer. A computer with a big memory can show very complicated
things.

Hejdanek: MiiZzeme si to znazornit pomoci pocitace. Cim bohatsi je pamét toho poéitace, tim
komplexnéjsi vazby a procesy muze zachytit.

Jiny hlas: So the events in the central nervous system of man makes and enables us to speak, to think, to
philosophize.

Hejdanek: A pravé ty procesy v sloZitém nervovém systému ¢lovéka nam teprve umoziuji, Ze hovofime,
finalita.

Jiny hlas: In this context Whitehead speaks about his ontological principle.

Hejdanek: V tomto kontextu hovori Whitehead o ontologickém principu.

Jiny hlas: Apart from things that are actual there is nothing. Nothing either in fact or in efficacy.
Hejdanek: Mysli se tim toto. On to tak definuje v Procesu a realité na fadé mist a pokazdé trosku jinak,
ale zde pouZiva nas host tuto definici, Ze odmyslime-li si véci nebo mimo véci, které jsou aktualni v tom
smyslu, jak jsme to pravé popisovali, ty aktualni déje, tak neni nic. Nic, at uz skute¢nostniho, anebo co by
mélo néjakou plisobnost.

Jiny hlas: The actual world is built up of actual occasions. A aktudlni svét, kdyz slysime to slovo aktualni
svét, tak je to svét aktualnich entit, je vybudovan na téch aktualnich okazich, aktualnich entitach.

Jiny hlas: And by the ontological principle, whatever things there are in any sense of existence are derived
by abstraction from actual occasions. A timto ontologickym principem jakékoliv véci tu existuji v
jakémbkoliv smyslu, pak jen tak, Ze jsou odderivovany abstrakci z téch aktualnich okazi.

Jiny hlas: So feelings as happiness or sorrow, it must be rooted in actual entities. Without actual entities
there is nothing. Tak tedy tfeba smutek, stésti mdzZe tu byt jenom proto, Ze kotvi v téch aktualnich
entitach, zkusenostnich.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead calls his ontological principle also the principle of causality. Sv(ij ontologicky princip
nazyva Whitehead také principem kauzality. And further on it can be made clear that when you relate the
ontological principle to actual entities you can also speak about causa formalis and finalis. In
Whitehead's metaphysics the causa formalis and... Well, causa in many senses, thus not only in efficacy
but there is also causa formalis and finalis by the complexity of an actual entity. Tady tedy je Feceno, ze
ten ontologicky princip je také principem kauzality, oviem ve velmi Sirokém slova smyslu, nejen kauzalita,
kterda ma na mysli tu kauzu a efekt, pricinu, kterad pfedchazi a po ni nasleduje efekt, ale také jesté finalni
kauza nebo formalni, findlni a dostanu se k tomu.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead's philosophy is, that's the fourth point, a creativistic philosophy. A jako ¢tvrty bod, ta
Whiteheadova filosofie je také kreativistycka. The metaphysical ultimate, the last word you can say about
reality is creativity, many, one. To posledni, co mlzete fict o realité, je pravé jakysi metafyzicky nejzazsi
koncept, pojem, a to je kreativita neboli many one. To znamena, to jsou ty nejzazsi terminy tfi: tvorivost,
mnohé a jedno. The basic presupposition of the whole system is ongoingness. Creativity is ongoingness.
Tim nejzakladnéjsim predpokladem toho celého systému je pojem, ktery se da prelozit tak, Ze neustale
véechno je v pochodu. Generation after generation of actual entities of events succeeding one another
without end. Generace za generaci téch aktualnich entit po sobé nastupuji bez konce. That's | think the
Greek intuition in Whitehead, there is no beginning, no end, there is always ongoingness. To je podle
jeho soudu jakasi intuice fecka, kterou Whitehead prejima, Ze neni Zadny pocatek, zadny konec. The
ultimate metaphysical principle is the creative advance from disjunction, the many, to conjunction, the
one. A nejzazsim metafyzickym principem je tedy tvorivy pohyb od disjunkce, na pocatku tedy to mnohé,
ke konjunkci, tomu jednomu. And that conjunction is creating a novel entity other than the entities given



in disjunction. A tvorbou této konjunkce toho jednoho vlastné vznika nova entita, ktera se lisi od téch
entit, jez byly dany v té disjunkci. So it is a pulsation, the many become one, are increased by one and
every time over again. Tedy ta pulzace spociva v tom, Ze z toho mnozZstvi téch entit dochazi k tomu
setkani a vyusténi v to jedno a znovu a znovu. Creativity is not nor does it point to some kind of entity or
being more real than actual entities. Ta tvorivost neukazuje k ¢emusi, co by bylo jakymsi druhem néjaké
entity nebo jsoucna, které by bylo readlné&jsi nez aktualni entity. It is not an explanation how there is
ongoingness, how to declare, but it is a description. Neni to vysvétleni, jak dochazi k tomu ongoingness, k
tomu, jak to stale jde dal, nybrz je to popis toho, Ze to tak jde. Not how but that it is. Nikoliv jak, nybrz Ze.
Therefore creativity is without a character of its own in exactly the same sense in which the Aristotelian
matter is without a character of its own. To znamena, ta kreativita je tu bez néceho, co by ji samu
charakterizovalo, presné v tom smyslu, jako aristotelska latka je bez toho, co by ji jesté navic
charakterizovalo. It is therefore a limit concept, even as Aristotelian matter. Je to mezni pojem. For you
have always to think about creativity, many and one together. Creativity pure is not. ProtozZe je to mezni
pojem v tom smyslu, Ze nelze jej myslet izolované bez hned toho dalsiho, to many and one, vidycky
dohromady. Creativity is sheer ongoingness. Je to pouhé kraceni kupredu nebo ongoingness. To je
sloZenina, téZzko to néjak prelozit cesky, ale ongoingness, go vidét, Ze je to podstatné jméno ongoing, co
stale jde a pokracuje. The universal of universals, characterizing ultimate matter of fact. Je to takova
obecnina toho nejobecnéjsiho charakterizujici nejzazsi skute€nost. So creativity points to the creative
element in every event. A tak ta kreativita odkazuje na kreativni prvek v kazdé udalosti. Every event is in
certain limits its own creator, causa sui. A proto kazda udalost je v posledu sama sobé pricinou, causa sui.
So creativity is not only a category to describe God but all events are creative. Tak tedy ta kreativita neni
pojmem, jimz se popisuje pouze Blih, nybrz vSechny udalosti, vSechny aktualni entity.

Jiny hlas: Five, an idealistic philosophy. Za paté, idealisticka filosofie. Whitehead has to describe that
there is not only actuality but also potentiality. Whitehead si poloZil za kol popsat nejen aktualni entity
nebo aktudlni skute¢nosti, nybrz také potenciality, moznosti.

Jiny hlas: There is not only objectivity, also subjectivity.

Hejdanek: Nejen objektivita, nybrz i subjektivita.

Jiny hlas: And he calls one of his categories eternal object.

Hejdanek: A jednu ze svych kategorii nazyva vécnymi objekty.

Jiny hlas: Eternal objects are forms of definiteness capable of specifying the character of actual entities.
Hejdanek: Vécné objekty jsou formami definitivnosti, spi$ definitivnosti ve smyslu uréenosti, protoze ty
jsou schopny, tyto vécné objekty, definitivné urcit charakter téch aktualnich entit.

Jiny hlas: They are pure potentials for the specific determination of fact.

Hejdanek: Jsou ¢istymi potencialitami pro specifické urceni faktu.

Jiny hlas: You can paint a wall white or blue or red, pure potentials.

Hejdanek: M(iZete si vymalovat sténu bud' bile nebo modre nebo ¢ervené, to jsou ty potenciality,
mozZnosti, které mate.

Jiny hlas: But then you have made a choice, then it is a specific determination of fact.

Hejdanek: Ale jakmile uz tu volbu vykonate, pak je tady to specifické urceni toho faktu.

--- (1989-03-13 Henk R. Plomp - Whiteheadova procesualni filosofie (1)_s2_cleaned.flac) ---

Jiny hlas: If, besides becoming, there are eternal forming elements...

Hejdanek: Tento tvorivy pohyb, proces, Ize uskutecnit v podobé toho konkrétniho universa jen tak,
jestliZze jsou tu kromé toho vynorovani stavani jesté také ty vééné formujici prvky.

Jiny hlas: The heart of process thinking is the endeavor to understand how becoming and being,
changeability and permanency can go together.

Hejdanek: Jadrem toho procesualniho mysleni je snaha pochopit, jak mlze byt pospolu stavani se a
jsouci, proménlivost a stalost, trvani.

Jiny hlas: So, for example this wall again, that’s on the level of elementary parts it is a huge number of



elementary parts, becoming, becoming and at the same time it is this wall and happily...
Hejdanek: Kdyz si vezmeme obraz té stény, napriklad té stény, tak je to obrovské pole, v némz neustale ty
elementy se stavaji, neustaly proud, a presto tato sténa tedy v permanentni podobé.

Jiny hlas: Continuity in discontinuity, permanence in flux, that's what we must understand.
Hejdanek: Kontinuita v diskontinuité, stalost v proudu, tomu je potreba néjak porozumét. A tak to
procesualni mysleni hledi na tu krizovatku mezi ¢asem a vécnosti.

Jiny hlas: A color is for example, a color is eternal.

Hejdanek: Napfiklad barva je vécna.

Jiny hlas: It haunts time like a spirit, it comes and it goes.

Hejdanek: Obchazi ¢as jako duch, pfichazi a zase odchazi.

Jiny hlas: But where it comes, it is the same color.

Hejdanek: Ale kdyz prijde, tak je to tataz barva.

Jiny hlas: It neither survives nor does it live.

Hejdanek: Ani nepreZiva, ani nezije.

Jiny hlas: It, it...

Hejdanek: J& vim, ale mné tady jde o to it.

Jiny hlas: It neither survives, that means the color. Yes, the color. It doesn't live, it is abstract, not actual.
It is an object, not a subject. It is passive.

It appears when it is wanted. So they are objects, they have no own initiative.

Hejdanek: Nemaji samostatnou iniciativu, objevuji se, kdyZ je to potreba.

Jiny hlas: Eternal objects are to compare with the Platonic ideas, but they are not the real reality.
Hejdanek: Ty vécné objekty je mozZno srovnat s platénskymi ideami, ale nemaiji skute¢nou realitu.
Jiny hlas: The real reality are actual entities, that's the real reality.

Hejdanek: Skutec¢na realita, tu maji pouze ty aktudlni entity.

Jiny hlas: Eternal objects are abstract.

Hejdanek: Vécné objekty jsou pouze abstraktni.

Jiny hlas: Red as such does not exist.

Hejdanek: Cerven jako takova neexistuje.

Jiny hlas: Only red things are real.

Hejdanek: Jenom cervené véci jsou realné.

Jiny hlas: And red things you must describe as very complicated societies of events, which incarnate
eternal objects.

Hejdanek: A tém ¢ervenym vécem musime tak rozumét, Ze to jsou velmi komplikované spolec¢nosti,
pospolitosti udalosti, které inkarnuji vé¢né objekty.

Jiny hlas: Eternal objects are abstract possibilities.

Hejdanek: Ty vécné objekty jsou abstraktnimi moznostmi.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead is impressed by the fact that nature and cultures always renew themselves.
Hejdanek: A Whitehead je hluboce zaplsoben tou skutec¢nosti, Zze pfiroda a kultury se vzdy znovu
obnovuji.

Jiny hlas: There is not only actuality but huge potentiality.

Hejdanek: Nejsou tu jenom aktuality, ale i obrovska potencialita.

Jiny hlas: Definition is the soul of actuality.

Hejdanek: Definice je dusi aktuality.

Jiny hlas: Actuality is limitation. This and not that.

Hejdanek: Aktualita je omezeni, nebo spi$ vymezeni. To, a nikoli ono.

Jiny hlas: But actuality is only one of the possibilities.

Hejdanek: Aktualita je pouze jednou z moznosti.

Jiny hlas: And the possibilities are without end.



Hejdanek: A moznosti je bez konce.

Jiny hlas: Eternal objects therefore have to do with the fundamentals of logical thinking.

Hejdanek: Proto ty vécné objekty maji co ¢init s fundamentalnimi pojmy nebo pravdami logického
mysleni.

Jiny hlas: And Whitehead is thinking rules to exclude inconsistencies.

Hejdanek: Mysli se na ta pravidla vylouceni rozpornosti.

Jiny hlas: And has to do with aesthetics.

Hejdanek: Maji co cinit s estetickymi pravidly.

Jiny hlas: And then he thinks at coherence, the harmony of relations and of novelty.

Hejdanek: Pak o koherenci, harmonii vztahové a o tom, co je nové, o novost.

Jiny hlas: His philosophy is a relational organic philosophy.

Hejdanek: Jeho filosofie je relacionisticka a organismicka filosofie.

Jiny hlas: Actual entities are concrescences of the many into one.

Hejdanek: Aktualni entity jsou sriistanim toho mnohého v jedno.

Jiny hlas: And Whitehead describes that process by the term prehension, the concept prehension.
Hejdanek: Tento proces popisuje Whitehead pomoci pojmu prehenze.

Jiny hlas: That is something like apprehension, but more objective.

Hejdanek: Je to cosi velmi podobné tomu, co myslime pod pojmem vnimani, ale je to objektivnéjsi.
Jiny hlas: Prehensions are the vehicles by which one actual entity becomes objectified in another.
Hejdanek: Pomoci téch prehenzi, ony jsou nositeli toho, jak jedna aktualita se stava objektifikovanou v
jiné.

Jiny hlas: Or eternal objects obtain ingression into actual entities.

Hejdanek: Nebo vécné objekty jsou schopny vstoupit do aktualnich entit.

Jiny hlas: Prehensions are factors, that means they feel what is there and transform it into what is here.
Hejdanek: Ty prehenze si mizeme predstavit pomoci vektord, ty prehenze citi, co je tam, a transformuiji
to v to, co je zde.

Jiny hlas: Prehensions are defined as concrete facts of relatedness.

Hejdanek: Ty prehenze jsou definovany jako konkrétni fakta vztaZzenosti.

Jiny hlas: And we can so describe the complexity of an actual entity.

Hejdanek: Jsme schopni popsat komplexitu té aktualni entity.

Jiny hlas: For the very nature of a prehension reveals its relational character.

Hejdanek: Tato zakladni povaha prehenze vyjevuje jeji vztahovy charakter.

Jiny hlas: Every prehension consists of three factors.

Hejdanek: Kazda prehenze se sestava ze tfi faktora.

Jiny hlas: a) the subject which is prehending, namely the actual entity in which that prehension is a
concrete element.

Hejdanek: Za a) subjekt, ktery vnima, totiZ aktualni entita, v niZ je tato prehenze, toto vnimani.

Jiny hlas: So that subject is not yet realized, it is becoming, it is in becoming.

Hejdanek: Tento subjekt jesté neni uskutecnén, se pravé déje, vyvstava.

Jiny hlas: And therefore it is essentially an other individuality than an object.

Hejdanek: A tak je tedy zcela jaksi zfrejmé nééim jinym nez objektem.

Jiny hlas: This is subject, it is still in becoming.

Hejdanek: Je stale jesté v tom stavani se, je tedy jesté subjektem.

Jiny hlas: When the concrescence is finished, then the actual entity will perish, then it is over and it
becomes an object.

Hejdanek: A jakmile jaksi dokona se ta konkrescence, pak subjekt prechazi v objekt, zmizi.

Jiny hlas: So, the first factor is the subject, the second factor is the datum which is prehended.
Hejdanek: Tedy ten za a) byl subjekt, za b) je datum, které je vnimano. Datum, to jest informace.



Jiny hlas: Yeah, and we have to think about the many, the many in surroundings.

Hejdanek: Musime samozfejmeé si predstavit, Ze téchto informaci je mnoho, které z toho okoli pfiplouvaji.
Jiny hlas: And the third factor, the subjective form, which is how that subject prehends that datum.
Hejdanek: A za treti, ted je ta subjektivni forma, to jest jak onen subjekt vnima ono datum, ovsem stale
se vede na to, Ze je to to mnozZstvi dat.

Jiny hlas: The choice it makes, for example, between eternal objects.

Hejdanek: To je napriklad ta volba, kterou uskutecni...

Jiny hlas: ...between eternal objects.

Hejdanek: ...mezi eterndlnimi objekty.

Jiny hlas: This form and not that form.

Hejdanek: Ze zvoli jaksi z téch potencialit eterndlnich objektt tuto formu, a nikoli jinou.

Jiny hlas: And quotation: | have in my recent writings used the word prehension to express this process
of appropriation.

Hejdanek: Ja jsem pouzil ve svych nedavnych spisech to slovo prehenze, abych vyjadfril tento proces
privlastiovani, osvojovani.

Jiny hlas: Also | have termed each individual act of immediate self-enjoyment an occasion of experience.
Hejdanek: Ja jsem také razil jaksi tu predstavu, ten pojem, Ze kazdy individualni akt je bezprostfedni
sebe... no tady zase je ten termin enjoyment, coZ znamena jaksi potéseni, ale to sebeuspokojeni. Ale zase
tam nejde o tu psychickou stranku toho zazitku, nebo spise sebeokouseni jsme si také kdysi fikali, Ze jsme
se o tom bavili, sebeokouseni té okase, oné zkusenosti.

Prosté ta komunikace s témi ostatnimi okasemi je néco intenzivniho, co prosté pfinasi bezprostredni
sebeokouseni, néco pozitivniho, ale nejde o tu radost nebo tu psychickou stranku, to je az na té nejvyssi
Grovni, té lidské, ale stale se vede o to, Ze tyto pojmy se maji tykat veskeré reality, to znamena, co by bylo
asi analogii self-enjoymentu na Urovni tfeba atomarni.

Jiny hlas: There are several sorts of prehensions, there are physical prehensions.

Hejdanek: Je tady nékolik druh(i téch prehensi, toho vnimani: fyzické...

Jiny hlas: ...whose data involve actual entities, conceptual prehensions...

Hejdanek: ...tam ta data, tam se ty informace tykaji téch konkrétnich, zahrnuji ty konkrétni informace o
konkrétnich entitach kolem. Konceptualni prehenze...

Jiny hlas: ...whose data involve eternal objects.

Hejdanek: ...ty konceptudlni, tam jaksi témi daty jsou ty eterndini objekty.

Jiny hlas: Mostly the prehensions are physical.

Hejdanek: Vétsina téch prehensi je fyzikalni povahy.

Jiny hlas: So there is continuity.

Hejdanek: Takze je tam kontinuita.

Jiny hlas: But in the higher developed entities as people with thinking there are pure mental conceptual
prehensions.

Hejdanek: Ale tak na téch nejvyssich Grovnich, jaksi kde jde o lidi, tam je vétsina téch prehensr
konceptualni povahy.

Jiny hlas: There are positive prehensions, also termed feelings.

Hejdanek: Jsou pozitivni prehenze, které se také nazyvaji pocity.

Jiny hlas: And those include its datum as part of the synthesis of the subject occasion.

Hejdanek: A ty zahrnuiji jako své datum ¢ast té syntézy subjektivni okase.

Jiny hlas: And there are negative prehensions, they exclude their data from the synthesis.

Hejdanek: A pak jsou negativni prehenze, které vylucuji data z té syntézy.

Jiny hlas: For example, bad memories, memories you can exclude.

Hejdanek: Napfiklad jaksi neblahé vzpominky muzete zatlacit, jaksi vyloucit.

Jiny hlas: The subjective form gives a specific definiteness constituted by the eternal objects that are



ingredient in the actual entity.

Hejdanek: Ta subjektivni forma poskytuje specifickou urcitost, urcitost zaloZzenou témi eterndinimi
objekty, které jsou ingredienci té aktualni entity.

Jiny hlas: That means that are, that means the eternal objects are ingredient in the actual entity.
Hejdanek: Ano, ty eterndlIni objekty jsou ingredienci v aktualni entité.

Jiny hlas: And there are many species of subjective forms such as emotions, valuations, purposes,
adversions, aversions.

Hejdanek: A samoziejmé je cela fada druht téch subjektivnich forem, téch prehensi, napfiklad city,
hodnotici soudy, Gcely, averze, védomi.

Jiny hlas: So values are intrinsic in experience and don't come outside.

Hejdanek: TakZe hodnoty jsou vlastni, patfi ke zkusenosti, nepfichazeji jaksi zvnéjska.

Jiny hlas: So an actual entity has to be thought as dipolar.

Hejdanek: Aktualni entitu musime tedy myslet jako dvoupélovou, bipolarni.

Jiny hlas: It has a physical and a mental pole.

Hejdanek: Ma svij fyzicky a mentalni pdl.

Jiny hlas: And you must say that of all what is.

Hejdanek: A toto musi se jaksi na vsem, co je.

Jiny hlas: In the things, the material things, the physical pole is predominant.

Hejdanek: V téch vécech, v téch materialnich vécech, ten fyzicky pél je dominantni.

Jiny hlas: And the mental pole very weak.

Hejdanek: A ten mentalni pdl velice slaby.

Jiny hlas: And in man, when it is good, is it the reverse, then is the mental pole...

Hejdanek: ...u ¢lovéka, kdyz je dobry, je to naopak, tam ten mentalni pél je dominantni.

Jiny hlas: But man can make a god of his stomach, so then he can make a god...

Hejdanek: Ale ¢lovék si mlze ze svého Zaludku udélat boha.

Jiny hlas: ...then of his stomach and then he make a choice to his physical pole.

Hejdanek: A pak se jaksi soustredi svou volbou na ten fyzicky pél, Feknéme.

Jiny hlas: In this way Whitehead has overcome the Cartesian dualism.

Hejdanek: A timto zplsobem prekonal Whitehead ten dekartansky dualismus.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead's thinking is sometimes called a panpsychism.

Hejdanek: Nékdy je to Whiteheadovo mysleni nazyvano panpsychistické, panpsychismem.

Jiny hlas: And this term is not adequate for it has too much connotation of consciousness.
Hejdanek: Ale tento termin neni adekvatni, protoZe ten v sobé zahrnuje konotaci spojeni uz s védomim.
Jiny hlas: Whitehead has the term reformed subjectivist principle.

Hejdanek: Sdm Whitehead fika, Ze to je reformovany subjektivisticky princip.

Jiny hlas: That means subjectivism is not the contrary of objectivism,

Hejdanek: subjektivismus neni protikladem objektivismu,

Jiny hlas: but is an aspect in the whole reality. Subject and object together.

Jiny hlas: Well, then the last point that is the theistic philosophy. We have not time enough. Are you
tired?

Hejdanek: Tak ten posledni bod, teisticka filosofie. Mame dost ¢asu? Jsme unaveni? Deset minut,
vydrzite jesté chvili? Vyvétrame tady, je tady dost dusno. Chvilicku, jo? Vyvétrame a pajdeme dal.
Tak tam dole vhani trosku vzduch. Bude to jen minuta a pak budeme vic vétrani. Ted je tam horko, tak
stadi, jo.

Jiny hlas: Theistic philosophy. The system is requiring a theistic principle for the following reasons.
Hejdanek: Tak ten posledni bod, teisticka filosofie. Ten systém vyZaduje jisty teisticky princip, a to z
nasledujicich divodu.

Jiny hlas: Eternal objects considered as a realm constitute a kind of existence that by the ontological



principle requires its link with actuality.

Hejdanek: Vécné objekty, pokud bychom je posuzovali jako Fisi vécnych objekt(, tak zakladaji takovy druh
existence, ktera na zakladé ontologického principu vyZaduje propojenost s aktualnim svétem. Vzpomerite
si, ze v predchozim vykladu aktualni entity nejsou substanci, nybrz jsou dénim. Tak ted je tady pfifazena
oblast vécnych objekt, ale i o nich plati ta podminka ontologického pravidla, Cili jsou substancemi.

Jiny hlas: Eternal objects have no existence in themselves, they must be somewhere.

Hejdanek: Ze nemaji existenci sami v sob&, musi byt nékde, s n&&im.

Jiny hlas: And this somewhere is God, the non-temporal actuality.

Hejdanek: A toto nékde, to je blh, necasova aktualnost.

Jiny hlas: And it is the primordial nature of God.

Hejdanek: A je to primordidlni mysl boZr.

Jiny hlas: So the structure of God as an actual entity is the mirror image to the structure of actual entities
which form the world.

Hejdanek: A tak struktura boha jakozto aktualni entity je zrcadlovy obraz k strukture aktualnich entit,
které tvori svét.

Jiny hlas: The actual entities of the temporal world originate out of physical prehensions of datum
occasions.

Hejdanek: Ty aktudlni entity jako svét v ¢ase vznikaji z fyzickych prehenzi jako okase pomoci dat.

Jiny hlas: And God originates out of his conceptual valuation of the timeless realm of eternal objects.
Hejdanek: A bah vznika na zakladé svého konceptualniho zhodnoceni fise vécnych objektl, ktera je
necasova.

Jiny hlas: This is the primordial nature of God as the primordial qualification of creativity.

Hejdanek: A to se nazyva primordidlni povahou boha nebo primordidlni prirozenosti boha, nebo také
primordidlIni kvalifikaci kreativity.

Jiny hlas: The non-temporal aspect of God.

Hejdanek: A je to necasovy aspekt boha.

Jiny hlas: That's one aspect of God. The system also requires God in connection with the doctrine of
objectivation.

Hejdanek: To je ten jeden aspekt boha. Ten systém vyzaduje také boha ve spojeni s doktrinou o
objektivaci.

Jiny hlas: Actual entities become, but then perish.

Hejdanek: Aktualni entity vznikaji a potom zanikaji.

Jiny hlas: But they don't lose their influence. The past has still influence.

Hejdanek: Ale neztraceji svUj vliv. Minulost ma stale vliv.

Jiny hlas: So the past must be somewhere, you could say.

Hejdanek: Tak ta minulost musi nékde byt.

Jiny hlas: They become objectively immortal because God prehends and preserves each generation of
actual entities in his everlasting consequent nature.

Hejdanek: A ony se stavaji objektivné nesmrtelnymi, ponévadz blih je vnima a zachovava kazdou generaci
téchto aktualnich entit ve své trvajici konsekventni povaze. Cili tam byla ta primordidini povaha a ted je
ta konsekventni povaha.

Jiny hlas: God has a real relation with the world, with the actual entities.

Hejdanek: Bah ma skutecny vztah se svétem, to jest s aktualnimi entitami.

Jiny hlas: He is feeling in an ideal way.

Hejdanek: On citi v idedlnim smyslu.

Jiny hlas: He will not forget and all the aspects he will integrate.

Hejdanek: Nezapomina, vsechny aspekty integruje.

Jiny hlas: It is an everlasting nature that the notion of time is here interwoven.



Hejdanek: A je to trvala boZi povaha, tady ten aspekt ¢asu...

Jiny hlas: The temporal side of God.

Hejdanek: ...casovy aspekt boha.

Jiny hlas: So God's consequent nature is a temporal nature and grows with the growth of the world.
Hejdanek: A tato bozi konsekventni povaha roste s rlistem svéta.

Jiny hlas: And the past, the objectively immortal actual entities find their link with actuality through this
consequent nature of God.

Hejdanek: A objektivné nesmrtelné aktualni entity nachazeji své spojeni s aktualnosti skrze tuto bozi
konsekventni povahu.

Jiny hlas: Ktera zprostredkovava jejich plsobeni i v budoucnosti téch aktualnich entit.

So God mediates between past and future.

Tak B(ih zprostfedkovava mezi minulosti a budoucnosti.

The system requires also an entity that mediates between actuality and potentiality in such a way that
novelty and progress are possible.

A tak za treti to jsou stale ty aspekty, ten systém vyZaduje své zavedeni Boha, tak vyzaduje také jistou
entitu, ktera zprostredkovava mezi aktualitou a potencialitou, a to takovym zplsobem, Ze nové, to, co je
nové, a progres, pokrok jsou mozné.

God affords every actuality an initial aim.

Blh poskytuje kazdé aktualni entité jakési pocatecni, iniciacni zaméreni.

That means relevant but novel possibilities for that factual situation emerge into important contrast with
what has in fact occurred.

A to znamen3, Ze relevantni, ale nové moZnosti pro tu faktickou situaci se vynoruji v takovém dulezitém
kontrastu s tim, co uzZ se ve skutecnosti probéhlo predtim.

Maybe you can say there is an encounter between possibility and actuality, between truth and actuality. |
remember this discussion.

Mozn4, ze bychom mohli mluvit o tom setkani mezi aktualitou a aktualitou, nebo - byl tady takovy
rozhovor predtim - dalo by se fict mezi pravdou a tou faktickou situaci.

The initial aim is the initiative from God to the actuality and you may compare this truth with the truth of
God.

Toto inicia¢ni aim nebo ten pocatecni zaméruijici cil je vlastné iniciacni setkani mezi tou moznosti,
faktickou situaci nebo tou pravdou.

The actuality can choose that aim for itself as a subjective form.

Aktualita mGze zvolit tento iniciacni, pocatecni aim jako svou subjektivni formu.

In process theology Jesus Christ is described as the actuality who could choose God's initial aim every
moment of his life.

V té procesualni teologii Jezis Kristus se pochopuje jako ten, kdo vlastné vzdycky zvolil konsekventné to
zaméreni prichazejici od Boha, to iniciacni aim jako subjektivni formu svého Zivota.

In our life there is a mixture of truth and lie.

Zatimco nas Zivot je takova smésice pravdy a IZi.

But God's own aim is consistent and God's own aim in the creative advance is to have a world emerge of
such a sort that his own experience of that world will result in the greatest possible intensity in his own
experience.

To vlastni bozi zaméreni Ci cil v tom kreativnim pohybu je takovy, aby svét se vynoroval, aby se vynoil
takovy svét, takového druhu, Ze jeho vlastni zkusenost s timto svétem vyuUsti v tu nejzazsi moznou
intenzitu jeho vlastni zkusenosti, tedy cilem, zamérenim je svét, v némz by byla mozna co
nejintenzivnéjsi zkusenost.

Hejdanek: To se rozumi v té vété uz to his own, z jeho vlastni... boZi vlastni, tedy zatim se mluvi o Bohu, o
jeho vlastni zkusenosti.



Jiny hlas: So in a certain sense God can be termed the creator of each temporal actuality.

A tak v jistém smyslu mize byt Bah chapan jako tvirce kazdé aktuality.

| think Whitehead prefers the term God as a poet of the world, not creator, the poet of the world.
Whitehead vyjadfuje ne tedy pomoci pojmu stvofritel, ale jako basnik svéta.

Hejdanek: Ovsem to poiésis je tvoreni, Ze, €ili Ze pouziva toho feckého terminu, ne Ze je basnikem, ale Ze
pripomina to recké poiein.

Jiny hlas: Poiein, yes, it is a double sense of the word.

So in the final analysis we must ascend to an ultimate triunity of principles defining the divine life.

A tak v nejzazsi analyze vlastné musime se uchylit k té, pfijmout tu, jde o vlastné nejzazsi triunitu
princip(, které definuji bozsky Zivot.

The divine creative act, non-temporally generating the primordial nature.

Tak tedy nejprve ten bozsky tvirci akt, ktery nema jesté charakter casovy, vznikajici z té primordidlni... ne
rodici se, rodici se primordidlni povahy, ano, ano, jasné... ktery dava vzniknout té primordidlni povaze.
From which proceeds the consequent nature as implicated in the Whiteheadian categorical conditions.
Z niz pak navazuje tak potom ta, kterou provazi konsekventni povaha, je implikovana ve Whiteheadovych
kategorialnich podminkach.

Established by the primordial envisagement.

A zadruhé zaloZzenou v tom primordidlnim jaksi vyhledu.

And Whitehead sometimes calls this the superjective nature of God.

A tuto povahu nazyva nékdy Whitehead superjektivni. To je takovy novotvar, kde se pokousi vlastné...
Hejdanek: To je subjekt a pod, jo, sub, takzZe to je jako nad. God is becoming itself, itself is not underlining
but it is in the future.

Jiny hlas: Well, maybe we can read the last paragraph that's since an apotheosis.

Tak budeme ¢ist ten posledni Gsek.

God and world together form the universe, a plurality of actual entities.

Blh a svét dohromady tvofi universum. Je to pluralita aktualnich entit.

Also God is an actual entity.

A také BUh sam je aktualni entitou.

There are many possible worlds according to Whitehead's metaphysics.

Podle Whiteheadovy metafyziky jsou mozné mnohé svéty.

His cosmology describes in the framework of his categorical scheme our actual cosmic epoch.

Jeho kosmologie popisuje v ramci toho kategoridlniho schématu nasi aktualni kosmickou epochu.

We can see how God and world interact with each other.

MUzZeme vidét, jak Blh a svét jsou ve vzajemné interakci.

How they complement and condition each other.

Jak se vzajemné dopliuji a podminuji.

In this coherency God is the thinking heart that gives the world tension, meaning, immortality.

V této provazanosti vzajemné Bulh je to myslici srdce, které dava svétu napéti, vyznam a nesmrtelnost.
And the world is the body of God that makes God a concrete living God.

A svét je télem Boha, které cini Boha konkrétnim Zivym Bohem.

Jiny hlas: The meaning of being is to intensify the experience of values.

Hejdanek: Smysl byti je intenzifikovat zkusenost hodnot.

Jiny hlas: By means of realizing new ideas and more complex unities.

Hejdanek: Prostfednictvim toho, Ze uskuteénime nové ideje nebo realizing v tom smyslu apprehension?
Jiny hlas: Yes, yes.

Hejdanek: CimzZ si uvnimame nové ideje a sloZit&jsi jednotky.

Jiny hlas: So our reality can be characterized as an adventure of ideas.

Hejdanek: Tak nase skutecnost miize byt charakterizovana podobné jako v téch DobrodruzZstvi ideji, jak



pise...

Jiny hlas: Ideas can be or cannot be realized in the world.

Hejdanek: Ideje mohou nebo nemohou byt... realized... actualized?

Jiny hlas: Actualized. Yes.

Hejdanek: Tady nejde jen o uvnimani, ale o skutecné uskutecnéni.

Jiny hlas: God and all the other actual entities are involved on their own creative way.

Hejdanek: Buh a vsechny ostatni actual entities jsou zahrnuty v jejich vlastni tviirci cestu.

Jiny hlas: Which possibilities there are only God knows.

Hejdanek: Které moznosti tu jsou, to vi jen Blh.

Jiny hlas: However, which possibilities will be actualized and how the adventure will end nobody knows.
Hejdanek: Avsak jak budou tyto moznosti uskute¢nény a jak skonci toto dobrodruzZstvi, nevi nikdo ani
Blh.

Jiny hlas: Cosmology is the story of the adventures that God and world have with the ideas and with one
another.

Hejdanek: Kosmologie je pfibéhem téch dobrodruzstvi, kterda ma Blih a svét s idejemi a spolu navzajem.
Jiny hlas: Creative cumulative process.

Hejdanek: Je to tvorivy kumulativni proces.

Jiny hlas: Things in this process framework become different.

Hejdanek: V tomto procesualnim zarazeni, ramci, véci se stavaji rozdilné.

Jiny hlas: Things are no dead objects, but phenomena.

Hejdanek: Nejsou to mrtvé objekty, ale fenomeny.

Jiny hlas: An inexhaustible source of meaning.

Hejdanek: A nevycerpatelnym pramenem vyznamu, smyslu.

Jiny hlas: Things have also intrinsic value.

Hejdanek: Véci maiji svou vlastni hodnotu.

Jiny hlas: And in this process framework life of man is significant and meaningful.

Hejdanek: V tomto procesualnim ramci Zivot ¢lovéka je vyznamny a smysluplny.

Jiny hlas: With his mind, his spirit, he participates in God's envisagement.

Hejdanek: Se svou mysli, svym duchem ma Gcast na bozim vyhledu nebo anticipaci, projekci.

Jiny hlas: It is his vocation to involve himself in a creative way in the adventurous cosmic process.
Hejdanek: A je povolan k tomu, aby sam vstoupil tviréim zptsobem do tohoto dobrodruzného procesu,
kosmického procesu.

Jiny hlas: His ideal is to integrate as much as possible as many aspects of reality into a complex
harmonious unity.

Hejdanek: Idedlem jeho je, aby integroval co nejvice, pokud mozno nejvic aspektt skutecnosti do
komplexni harmonické jednoty.

Jiny hlas: Evolution as involution.

Hejdanek: Evoluce jakoZto zavinu... co? Zavinuti? Involution jako zahrnuti do toho zavinuti.

Jiny hlas: His comfort is that what has been will be preserved forever in God and will be brought into the
future.

Hejdanek: Jeho Gtéchou je, Ze to, co bylo, bude zachovano navéky v Bohu a bude vheseno do
budoucnosti.

Jiny hlas: Therefore a man can be in peace with his existence.

Hejdanek: Proto muze ¢lovék se smifit se svou existenci.

Jiny hlas: It does matter. Man does matter. You are of importance, you are the phenomenon.

Hejdanek: Zalezi na tom. Na ¢lovéku zalezi. Mate svlj vyznam a mate svou vahu.

--- (1989-03-13 Henk R. Plomp - Whiteheadova procesualni filosofie (2)_s1_cleaned.flac) ---

Jiny hlas: Dale mame, jak se slucuje u Whiteheada princip kauzality, kdyzZ ¢asto v jeho myslenkach je také



pouzivany vyraz kontingence. A kontingence by méla té kauzalité néjakym zplisobem kontrastovat nebo
odporovat. Jde o to staré oznaceni té kauzality, nebo kontingence je tady zapracovana.

That's the problem concerning the principle of causality. Tomas asks whether in this principle, in
Whiteheadian sense, also contingency is in some way integrated in this concept or the old traditional
principle of causality is here carried out.

Well, the correction on the old principle is that there is not a necessary link between cause and effect.
Ta oprava v tom tradi¢nim konceptu je, Ze tu neni Zadny nutny vztah mezi pri¢inou a nasledkem.
Between cause and effect is the freedom of the creative actual entity.

Mezi pficinou a efektem je prostor pro svobodnou volbu aktudini entity.

But that freedom is not unlimited.

Ale tato svoboda samozrejmé neni neomezena.

It is limited by the past and the actual entities it is integrating, the past actual entities.

Tato svoboda je omezena minulosti tim, Ze ta aktudlinr entita integruje tu minulost svou vlastni.

And also the possibilities are limited because they must be relevant to that actual situation in that field
of force, magnetic field of actuality and possibility.

A samozrejmé ty mozZnosti jsou vymezeny, protoZe musi byt aktualni v tom faktickém stavu, v tom
silovém poli mozZnosti a aktuality.

There are several possibilities to choose.

Existuje nékolik moznosti, z nichz lze volit.

And freedom is something like probability, so...

A svoboda je cosi podobného pravdépodobnosti.

It's no chance, chance is a descriptive notion of you don’t know what will happen exactly.

Neni to ndhoda, to je deskriptivni pojem pro to, kdyz viibec nevime, co se stane.

Freedom has to do with self-determination. You can make yourself.

Svoboda ma co ¢init se sebeurcenim, které je tak vymezeno pro zacatek.

A otazku jesté dalsi mam, God and World, yes? And when I... World... God and World v tom smyslu. |
cannot recognize how it is possible that which possibilities there are only God knows, but however which
possibilities will be realized and how the adventure will end, nobody knows, also God, yes? No, but it's
for me contrast, contradiction. In contradiction, yes. This possibility, which possibility and which
possibility will be realized. Is it possible God without knowing of these possibilities? Realized. How many
thought, what sort of possibilities will be realized.

Ta otazka mifi na té strané ctyri k té myslence, Ze Blh vi, a to jen Blh, kolik je tu moznosti, ale které z
nich budou uskutecnény a jak to dopadne, to celé dobrodruzZstvi, to nikdo nevi, véetné Boha.
Hejdanek: Ja bych si dovolil opravit: ne kolik, ale které to jsou. Kdyby bylo kolik, védél by jenom pocet a
nemusel by védét, které to jsou. Ale tam je: které to jsou. Blh vi o vSéech moZnostech, které tu jsou, ale
nevi, které budou aktualizovany.

Jiny hlas: A to se zda Tomasovi kontradiktorni. Ty si myslis, Ze i v tom druhém pripadé B(ih vi.

Well, it is a difficult question how far God knows all the possibilities and what that will mean.

To je obtiZzna otazka, posoudit dopredu, které z téch moznosti budou aktualizovany.

And what kind of knowing is it, a conscious knowing or an intuition or unconscious, all that sort of
questions.

| to, jaky druh je to védéni, jestli je to védéni védomé, conscious knowledge, nebo nevédomé, nebo
intuice.

But what Whitehead means is not contradictory here.

Ale to, co fika Whitehead, neni kontradiktorni.

If Whitehead conceptualized an almighty God, then it would be contradictory.

Kdyby to totiz chtél pojmoveé vyjadrit jako vSemohoucnost Bozi, pak by to bylo kontradiktorni.

But God is dependent of the choices of the activities of the other actual entities.



V jeho pojeti je prece Blh zavisly na téch aktudlnich entitdch, na jejich uskutecnéni.

God's power is not coercive, not a necessity, but persuasive.

Bozi moc neni pfinutovaci, jak by fekl pan Hejdanek, neni to moc, ktera prinucuje, ale kterd premlouva,
vabi.

The responsibility of people as actual entity as freedom.

A tak v té suverenité hraje odpovédnost lidi.

We can destroy the creation and God is in this sense very vulnerable.

My muZeme znicit stvofeni a v tomto smyslu je Buh zranitelny.

Ja jsem tady pravé jesté v této kapitole Buh a svét, v té koherenci Boha jako to myslici srdce, které dava
svétu napéti, které dava tu nesmrtelnost, tak jsem to chtél porovnat s Teilhardem. Tady na té strance,
kde mluvi o disjunkci k disjunkci do konjunkce v té kreativistiké filosofii, tam kdyz Teilhard mysli bod
Omega, kde prosté dochazi k té konvergenci. Zjistil jsem, Ze ta disjunkce k té konjunkci, Zze nikde
nevrcholi, Ze porad jde jako krok napred. Da se to néjak...

Thomas felt at first when there is the interpretation that the disjunction is consummated in conjunction,
many in one, that might be a similarity between this concept and Teilhard de Chardin's concept with the
point Omega. But he has discerned that there is no analogy of the concept because the everything, this
conjectural and disjunction move or advance is everywhere and repeating and so everlasting advance.
Yes, so you have perpetual... That's why it is an adventure. That is the keyword for Whitehead.

To je pro Whiteheada hlavni, to dobrodruZzstvi.

There is no guarantee, there is no guarantee for...

Jiny hlas: Aby vSechno takhle muselo dopadnout.

Prosim.

Chtél bych se jenom zeptat na ten vas priklad s témi véénymi objekty. Vy jste uvadél jako priklad, ze to
jsou barvy. Ja nevim, jestli jsou to jakoby barva jako obecné barva, nebo jednotlivé barvy jsou eternal
objects.

Jiny hlas: He doesn't, didn't understand the eternal objects. For instance, the color was presented as an
example of eternal object. Is it a particular color or is a color as such? What does it mean?

But Whitehead means a particular color. All the particular colors are eternal objects.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead se domniva, Ze vSechny jednotlivé barvy jsou prosté vécénymi objekty.

Jiny hlas: But exactly this point is discussed by Charles Hartshorne. He does not agree with Whitehead to
speak about colors as abstract entities.

Jiny hlas: Ale napriklad tento bod je diskutovan, Hartshorne nesouhlasi s timto pojetim barev jako
[nesrozumitelné].

Jiny hlas: ...and as integrated in God's primordial nature. | think Hartshorne thinks it's nonsense.

Jiny hlas: ...a to, Ze by byly jaksi integrovany do konceptu té vécné oblasti v Bohu, to povaZzuje Hartshorne
za nesmysl.

Jiny hlas: MUZu se takhle zeptat, kdyz se ty jednotlivé barvy méni, tak jsou to taky tfeba rozméry téch
predmétl nebo téch véci? Jo, v podstaté délka je taky stejna jako barva. Sama o sobé nemuze byt zadna,
je jenom néceho, Ze jo. Jenom véc je néjak dlouha. Stejné jako jenom néco je cervené. No a ted jde o to,
jestli je rozdil mezi predmétem metr dvacet a metr dvacet pét a metr dvacet sedm a tak dale, nebo...
Jiny hlas: Could be, for instance, the length, the length in our measurements, yes, one meter and so on,
could be conceived of as eternal objects like the colors, particular colors are.

Jiny hlas: I find it very difficult to answer these questions.

Jiny hlas: Mné je velice tézké odpovédét na tuto otazku.

Jiny hlas: But I think questions like this make the theory of eternal objects very problematic.

Jiny hlas: Otazky tohoto druhu jaksi velice problematizuji to uc¢eni o vécnych objektech.

Jiny hlas: The problematic character is the place of all those eternal objects as abstract, constant, eternal
entities in God.



Jiny hlas: Ten problém jaksi je vtom misté, Ze by byly tyto abstraktni, konstantni, vé¢né entity umistény v
Bohu. Tak to je v té koncepci téch vécnych objektd minéno.

Jiny hlas: And many qualities are growing in the process.

Jiny hlas: Protoze mnohé kvality rostou v procesu.

Jiny hlas: But the central point for Whitehead is you can describe the whole reality as creativity and
somehow qualified. Or with other terms: energy and information. You must always speak in two terms
and two levels to do right to the complexity of our reality.

Jiny hlas: Ale o co Whiteheadovi jde, je, abychom byli pravdivi k té realité, k jeji sloZitosti, tak musime
pouzivat jakoby dvou rovin. Napfiklad two levels you mentioned.

Jiny hlas: The energy, the actual entities, that is the pulsation of reality, that's creativity, energy.

Jiny hlas: Tu energii, ty aktualni entity, to je ta pulsace svéta, aktualné energeticky, dejme tomu.

Jiny hlas: But without information, without qualification, the many is a triviality. There is no coherence,
no order.

Jiny hlas: Ale pokud nebudeme... bez informaci, bez kvalifikace, tak jaksi pouze konstatovat ten proces
pulzujici je trivialita.

Jiny hlas: And | think you have to rethink the doctrine of eternal objects focused on the necessity of
speaking about qualification, information.

Jiny hlas: A tak musime jaksi tu myslenku téch vécnych objektt znovu promyslet pravé na pozadi téchto
dvou rovin.

Jiny hlas: May I ask a simple technical question? The process theology could be conceived in basically two
ways. The first possibility is to conceive it as a philosophical discipline, philosophical theology, and the
second one as Christian theology. | can understand the process theology as a philosophical discipline, but
| can't understand in how far a Christian theology, it means the normal process theology, could accept for
instance, there are more points, but for instance, that God is conceived as a part of the universe. Of
course, there are differences between world and universe. It's quite clear. But even though we accept this
difference, on which basis, on which ground is it possible for a Christian theologian to conceive God as a
part of something which was not created?

Jiny hlas: Jo, spis je to technicka zalezZitost, nicméné zakladni néjaky filosoficky problém. Jenom Ze ta
procesualni teologie miZe byt chapana dvojim zplsobem: jako filosoficka disciplina, tedy jako filosoficka
teologie, a nebo jako krestanska teologie. Ta klasicka v Americe vznikla skola procesualni teologie, ta je
chapana jako krestanska. A ted mné neni jasné, jak mUze krestanska procesualni teologie prijmout tezi,
Ze BUh je ¢asti univerza. Samozfejmé predpokladam, Ze je rozdil mezi svétem a univerzem, tedy
univerzum neni totéz co svét. Ale i tak se mi zda cela véc problematicka, ta, ze na jakém zakladé
teologickém muze procesualni teologie pfijmout tu tezi, Ze Buh je ¢asti néceho, co sdm nestvoril.

Jiny hlas: Well, that's our discussion of the last week in the seminar of Jacob.

Jiny hlas: To je diskuse z minulého tydne v seminafi Jakoba.

Jiny hlas: Well, certainly you are right, it is my question too. And it depends how liberal you are in your
theology. In Whiteheadian thinking people are very critical on the, what they call, the Hebrew God.

Jiny hlas: No, v tom mas pravdu, to je také jeho otazka. Zalezi to na tom, do jaké miry je ¢lovék liberalni
ve své teologii. V mysleni okruhu Whiteheada jsou lidé velmi kriticti vici tomu, co se Fika "hebrejsky
Bah".

Jiny hlas: The transcendency and the notion of creation...

Jiny hlas: To jest transcendence a pojem stvoreni...

Jiny hlas: ...makes the God a far away God about whom you nothing can say.

Jiny hlas: TotiZ ta predstava transcendentniho Boha instaluje Boha stvoreni a je to Blh zdaleka, nelze o
ném nic myslet.

Jiny hlas: But every theology is interpretive theology.

Jiny hlas: Kazda teologie je interpretativni teologie.



Jiny hlas: And in the biblical tradition it is the interpretation of some events, Exodus and Easter.

Jiny hlas: V biblické tradici jde o interpretaci urcitych udalosti, jako je exodus nebo Velikonoce.

Jiny hlas: But every time you use the word of God to declare or to describe events like that...

Jiny hlas: Ale pouzivame to slovo Bulh, abychom popsali, vylozili ty udalosti.

Jiny hlas: You must use words as God acts, God feels...

Jiny hlas: Musime pouZivat slova, jako Blih jedna, Buh citi.

Jiny hlas: And if God is the totally transcendent God, then your language is meaningless.

Jiny hlas: A jestlize Buh je zcela transcendentni, pak vase rec prosté nema smysl, nema vyznam.

Jiny hlas: And in history of theology speaking about God is a dialectic wayfaring history.

Jiny hlas: V déjinach teologie je mluveni o Bohu dialektické povahy.

Jiny hlas: So their presupposition is theology or religion needs a metaphysics to be understandable.

Jiny hlas: A jejich zakladnim predpokladem je, Ze nabozenstvi potfebuje metafyziku, aby bylo
srozumitelné.

Jiny hlas: When you speak about me, I, the world, God, you must be understandable in the dialogue
between cultures.

Jiny hlas: JestliZze vystoupite tfeba: my, ja, svét, Buh, pak musime byt srozumitelni v tom dialogu kultur.
Jiny hlas: And in fact theology does theologize in this way.

Jiny hlas: A ve skutec¢nosti teologie skute¢né teologizuje v tomto smyslu.

Jiny hlas: Every theology is natural theology, they said.

Jiny hlas: Kazd4 teologie je pfirozenou teologii, oni fikaji.

Hejdanek: A to by Barth zaradil.

Jiny hlas: Well John Cobb, that is my study object, he wrote an article when Barth has died and he wrote
an article under the title: An evaluation from the enemy camp.

Jiny hlas: John Cobb, to je ten muz, kterého studuiji, napsal ¢lanek, kdyz zemfrel Barth, a napsal ¢lanek pod
nazvem: An evaluation from the enemy camp - hodnoceni, zhodnoceni Bartha z nepratelského tabora.
Jiny hlas: Yes, but my point also is: is cosmology the context in which you do theology or is it a dimension
of your theology?

Jiny hlas: Ta otazka je také, jestli kosmologie je nutny kontext té teologie, nebo zda je jenom pouze
dimenzi, aspektem teologie.

Jiny hlas: And I should say: yes, the central events in the Bible, you are looking for terms and words, but
when you give the big weight to metaphysics you have God locked in a system and | think that is what
happened here.

Jiny hlas: Myslim, Ze biblicka tradice spiSe hleda slova a pojmy, ale kdyZ se pouZije metafyzickych
konceptd, tak jsme jakoby zajatci, vtaZeni do té metafyziky.

Jiny hlas: Whitehead himself confesses that he is inspired by Greek philosophy.

Jiny hlas: SGm Whitehead o sobé pFiznava, ze je inspirovan reckou filosofii.

Jiny hlas: So he rejects the idea of the world finding its origin in God.

Jiny hlas: A proto odmita tu myslenku, Ze by svét mél svij pivod v Bohu.

Jiny hlas: The metaphysical ultimate is not God, that is creativity.

Jiny hlas: Nejzazsim metafyzickym pojmem neni Blh, nybrz kreativita.

Jiny hlas: And God is only the religious ultimate, the principle of order for formation.

Jiny hlas: A Blih je pouze nabozenskym pojmem, je to princip radu.

Jiny hlas: Yeah, | had a quotation on page 4 where Whitehead wrote: God is an actual entity and so is the
most trivial puff of existence in far off empty space. Well that's...

Jiny hlas: Bah je actual entity a dokonce actual entity jsou i ty nejtrivialnéjsi puff of existence, vinéni nebo
takové zavany existence v prostoru, ktery je nekoneéné prazdny.

Jiny hlas: Well, but that's the idea of Whitehead: God and world they need each other.

Jiny hlas: Ta myslenka Whiteheadova je, ze Blih a svét se vzajemné potrebuiji, jsou na sobé zavisli.



Jiny hlas: And God is a derivative notion. It is not something analogous as eternal objects and flux of
there are also derivative... central to the categoreal scheme: actual entity, eternal objects or you need to
think creativity and you need to think formation qualifying, but God is an actual entity, a special kind of
actual entity. So he is a derivative notion. Actual entities is a central category, creativity and eternal
objects, but God is in that metaphysical scheme a notion as principle of order.

Jiny hlas: A Blh je odvozena predstava. V tom metafyzickém schématu jako zakladni postaveni maji ty
koncepty actual entity, kreativita, a Blih tu hraje jednu z téch actual entities, mze mu byt naznacena
odvozenost, ale hraje tu radovou roli v pohybu té kreativity.

Jiny hlas: And it is very risky to speak in metaphysics about God. You can speak about principles and so
on, but not about God.

Jiny hlas: Je velmi riskantni mluvit v metafyzice o Bohu, je mozné mluvit tfeba o principech.

Jiny hlas: And Whitehead agrees that you can give that principle another name. For example I'm looking
for an quotation from Science and the Modern World, | quoted that in the other... so you can call that
principle King of heaven, Kingdom of heaven, first cause, chance... so there is no evidence to call this
principle especially God. It's only the religious influence that gives him a reason to do that.

Jiny hlas: Neni v podstaté Zzadna nutnost, Ze by se ten princip musel nazyvat Bohem, ale Whitehead to
déla proto, zZe bere vaziné nabozenskou tradici. V tom vykladu o procesudlni teologii ho zménil tfeba
metaforicky obraz boziho nebeského kralovstvi, nebo mize mluvit o ndhodé nebo o primarni kauze, ale
pro¢ Whitehead mluvi presto o Bohu, je proto, Ze se nechava inspirovat tou ndbozenskou tradici.

Jiny hlas: If | can add a little more, perhaps in his self-interpretation Whitehead conceives his
philosophical orientation as basically Greek. But from where has he driven his conception or his
understanding of time, of events and so on? It's completely contra this Greek tradition. Therefore, even
if he doesn't know it, his second source is the Hebrew thinking, | think. It's not possible to understand it
in another way.

Ja jsem fikal, navzdory tomu, Ze Whitehead sam se priznava k té recké tradici, tak ja se ptam, kde vzal to
pojeti ¢asu, udalosti a podobné. Nic takového v Recku neni a je to naprosto protifecké. Tedy at uZ to vi,
nebo nevi, tak fakticky jeho druhym pramenem bylo to hebrejské mysleni zprostfedkované krestanstvim.
You can also think that his inspiration is in the 19th century and the beginning of this century, the notion
of history. Sein und Zeit of Heidegger has also the impact to opening the notion of being. And | should
not think that Heidegger has his inspiration in... Of course he has. Well, every... | think at this time, of the
beginning... No one single thinker is able to think in Europe without being influenced by the Hebrew
tradition.

On pripomnél, jak si Heidegger v jeho Sein und Zeit a domnivam se, Ze tam také najdeme takovou tu
zakladni strukturu té otevrenosti, Ze to také odpovida prosté tomu hebrejskému pristupu. Sein und Zeit je
inspirovan tady z téhle tradice a pak pfipomina, ze Zadny myslitel v Evropé neml(ze, at uz védomé, ci
nevédomé, minout prosté toto hebrejské mysleni.

| think important is Hartshorne calls it a dipolar way of thinking, that there is always becoming and being,
and absolute and relative. And in our tradition, one pole of those polarities is qualified as the best one.
Hartshorne stale poukazuje na tu dipolaritu nebo dvoupélovost, stavani se nebo vznikani a byti.
Zanikani?

Ne, being, being.

Byti, pardon. A nebo absolutni a relativni. A pravé v té klasické latinské tradici zatizené proti tomu se
usuzuje pouze na ten jeden pél, ten absolutni. A ta filosofie Whiteheadova usiluje o to néjak to uvést do
rovnovahy.

So becoming, plurality, the factor of time is expelled in the concept of God. God is absolute. And what is
the reason...

V tom pojeti absolutniho Boha je jaksi zatla¢ena ta dimenze ¢asovosti, plurality a podobné, a tomu se
chtéji vyhnout.



And then we have a positive qualification of history. And | don't know when that exactly started, but in
the last century, idealism, historicism... the notion of time is...

Vlastné poprvé takové pozitivni ocenéni dé&jin...

The first was Hegel.

Yes, Hegel, | think so, yes.

...to bylo u Hegela. Ten historismus 19. stoleti, ted Lada zminil, Ze to je u Hegela v prvni radé.

And | think that's the link to the Greek cosmology is that Whitehead is looking for a cosmology in which
God has a function and man has a function.

A ten davod, proc se orientoval k té fecké kosmologii, je snad v tom, Ze tedy v ni, vtom Whiteheadové
konceptu, ma jak B(ih, tak ¢lovék svou funkci.

The Newtonian cosmology is a closed in itself without man, without God. And belief in God means to
withdraw in your inner. And it was Whitehead's dream to give a cosmology like the Timaeus of Plato.

Ta newtonovska kosmologie prosté vypousti clovéka, vypousti Boha a vlastné nuti, aby véreni v Boha byla
pouze v néjaké vlastni oblasti, teprve tam prislo ke slovu. A ten sen Whiteheadtv byl nabidnout takovou
kosmologii, jakou shledavame tfeba v platonovském dialogu Timaeus.

Hejdanek: Jesté proc je zdlrazinovana ta panenteisticka filosofie? Jakoby pan-en-theos. Ne en-theos.
Prost& v ném, v Bohu. Ze v ném viechno musi byt, v ném, ve véem. No pockej, ne, véechno v ném a
obracené taky. Bih ve vsem. To nejde jednostranné.

Jiny hlas: If God is something marginal but not the core, not the substance of this metaphysical scheme,
because you named actual entities, creativity, eternal objects as the basis of this system. Then how can
you qualify Whitehead's philosophy as panentheistic, because it displays the notion that everything is in
God and the God is the center, the God is the integrating field of everything.

Vlastné v tom neni ta nejvyssi role Bohu, ale spiSe kreativité a tak dale. No, ale v obraceném smyslu...

| can only explain this when the universe identified with the complex God. And as Hartshorne, so that is
nature and nature... what's the term of Spinoza... deus sive natura.

Hartshorne uses the metaphor of a man's body and personality. | am not my body, but | am totally
rooted and dependent of my body. And so is you can describe the universe as... well, | have also written
it here, that God is the thinking heart and the world gives body to God.

Jiny hlas: Hartshorne si vypomaha takovou metaforou téla a mysli. J4 nejsem pouze télo, ale bez téla
nejsem, to znamena, to je jakasi jednota. Podobné tedy uz u Spinozy ta myslenka deus sive natura, blh
nebo pfiroda, Ze to spolu souvisi v tom smyslu, a ted tady je to, co sdm citoval z Whiteheada, Ze je tu
tedy obraz univerza jakoZzto téla a mysliciho srdce.

The consequence of this concept, he just told us, is that God is not something indispensable, it is...
What do you mean indispensable?

That you can abandon. If we go in the arguments that way, that the basic categories are actual entities,
creativity, eternal objects as a set of possibilities, then you can dispense God, you can abandon God.
There is in Whitehead thinking a stream which calls itself Whitehead without God.

Tady existuje jakysi Whiteheadem ovlivnény ohlas a existuje fada interpretaci z vyzkumu
whiteheadovského mysleni a jedna takova cesta je, Ze prosté je mozno tu myslenku boha, kategorii boha,
prosté vyloucit z toho procesualniho mysleni. You can compare it with holistic thinking in this time, New
Age movement is well known...

MuzZeme to srovnat s holistickym myslenim v dnesni dobé, jestli znate tedy hnuti nového véku, New Age.
There are people who experience it as very religious...

...v tom rdmci se to hnuti vnima jako nadboZenské.

God in biology, God in physics, so a whole holistic concept.

Bah v biologii, ve fyzice a tak dal, v tomto spojeni, holisticky koncept. And other men have no religious
connotations and have the same secular experience which is assigned to this flow.

Jini lidé nemaji ndbozenské konotace, ale maji tuto sekularni zkusenost, ktera je prirazovana k tomuto



proudu.

But also in process theology, Altizer, he is well known, the God is dead theology, uses process thinking to
secularize God. We don't need to speak about God anymore.

To je to, co souvisi s tou vétvi s teologii mrtvého boha, to znamena, Ze biih je v tomto svété jaksi umrtven
a mluvime o mrtvém bohu. TakZe tam je ten ddraz poloZen na tu sekularni rovinu, tam je mozno prosté
uvaZovat o téchto problémech bez pojmu boha. Normally, if you so to say amputate one basic idea from
a set of ideas of a philosopher or theologian, then the filosofie doesn't work anymore. And how is it
possible to retain the process filosofie even if the idea God is removed?

Tady on namita zase, Ze prosté normalné, kdyz z urcité filosofie nebo teologie odstranime néjakou
zakladni kategorii, tak prosté ta filosofie se zhrouti nebo prosté nemf(iZe takto fungovat, kdezto tady jako
by se zd3, Ze je moZno odstranit tuto myslenku, a presto to funguje.

The most general qualification of our reality is what | said: creativity plus somehow qualified. So you can
experience the life which is going through yourself as a power, an immanent power in which you
participate and you can interpret it in the light of Buddhism, for example, where creativity in Whitehead
system is comparable with Nirvana in Buddhism.

zpUsobem kvalifikované. A tak mizZeme okouset Zivot, ktery v nas roste, skrze nas, jako imanentni moc
nebo silu, na které se Gcastnite sami, nebo na které mate Gcast. A mlizZete to vyloZit tieba v
buddhistickych terminech, kde prosté ten pojem a ta kategorie creativity je paralelizovatelna s tou
buddhistickou terminologii nirvdny. So you must learn to give up all self-centeredness, our selfishness
and to be open for the openness, the creativity, the unselfish being, and then you are free for another
frame of reference, which has many connections in Whitehead thinking.

Vlastné nesmime Ipét na takovém sebestfedném konceptu, musime se otevrit, a pak mizeme tedy volit
jiny systém souradnic, ktery je néjak kompatibilni s tou variantou, kterou nabizi Whitehead. And we
discussed last week, Hartshorne is someone who criticized the longing to subjective immortality in
people. He says of himself joking: ,| am the only Calvinist, for | am living only to the glory of God*,
meaning in life is to be relevant for God and that's enough, and no personal immortality.

Hartshorne kupfrikladu kritizuje takovou touhu lidi po subjektivni nesmrtelnosti. On Fika o sobé tak
trochu vtipem: ,,Ja jsem ten jediny kalvinista, ktery Zije jen pro slavu bozi, nikoliv jaksi pro sebezachovu.
Tedy smysl v Zivoté znamena néco pro boha znamenat, to staci, a Zadna osobni nesmrtelnost.

So you mean that's another framework within for instance a religious tradition, you can choose...

You can choose it, if you open...

Takze to je tfeba takova mozZnost, jak se podivat na celou véc i v rdmci urcité tradice kfestanské, kde se
zatim stale jesté vyznava ta osobni nesmrtelnost nebo osobni Zivot po smrti. A pfesto je mozné v ramci
této tradice prosté vyhnat do extrému tfeba tu reformacni tradici kalvinistickou, kde tedy vsechno je
zaméreno k boZi slavé, kde ta osobni nesmrtelnost, osobni Gi¢ast v budoucim Zivoté neni relevantni.
Relevantni je prispét k boZi slavé.

Jiny hlas: Domnivate se, Ze byl Whitehead napriklad Bergsonem, tim élan vital a creativity, ze by to
trosku mélo nebo tou dharmou, fikaji taky, tou orientalni? Whitehead to tam snad nema.

Hejdanek: | don't know Whitehead. But Bergson is, is the same Denkklima, the thinking climate of
Whitehead. Nejvice v tom systému si myslim, Ze je to obdobné v tom klimatu myslenkovém.

Jiny hlas: Both of them they were influenced by James. Yes, yeah. That's the common source.

Hejdanek: Spole¢ny pramen je, Ze byli ovlivnéni Jamesem.

No a ja ¢inim tady umélou konstrukci kreativistické filosofie u toho ongoingness, ongoingness, Ze jsou to
Zidi naporad, generace po generaci. A jestlize Levinas Fika, Ze jedinym ddikazem Boha jsou Zidé v
déjinach, tak

--- (1989-03-13 Henk R. Plomp - Whiteheadova procesualni filosofie (2)_s2_cleaned.flac) ---

Jiny hlas: To understand this concept of ongoingness, not as a universal category linked with creativity as



such, but in some a bit narrower sense as denoting as being applied for Jewish nation only. They who are
marching and marching generation after generation, going, this is...

Hejdanek: | don't understand exactly the question.

Jiny hlas: It's not a question, it's my application of creativist philosophy and this concept ongoingness.
Hejdanek: There is no end because it is always going on.

Jiny hlas: This is the difference.

Hejdanek: Tam u téch zid( prosté oni vysli, Ze? A v kazdé generaci pokracuji, takze ta kategorie toho
neustalého pochodu, té situace bez zac¢atku a bez konce, a bez toho obecného razu. Tak to je ten rozdil.
Jiny hlas: And creativity at itself is nothing. This creativity, many one, many made to one. Together you
have to think.

Hejdanek: Oni berou tu kreativitu jako takovou, ktera neni sama o sobé vlbec vysvétlitelna, nybrz musi
byt spojena s tim, co se sjednocuje.

Jiny hlas: And creativity points to the creative element in every event, in creativist philosophy. Yes, and
the last sentence in this four article, yes, it's clear, and creative element, for instance, | want some
experience, some example. This creative element, for instance, in this event, in one event, in this
process, just to explain what does it mean, this creative element, every event.

Hejdanek: Chce si vyjasnit, co znamena ten tvarci element v kazdé udalosti, Ze ta kreativita miri k tomuto
tvlrcimu elementu v kazdé udalosti.

Jiny hlas: I've tried to make it clear at point six: prehension, the subject emerges as a concrescence out of
the past and the future, actuality, potentiality. So there is a limited freedom. There is no necessity, there
is no absolute freedom, there is a limited freedom and in that tension an event creates itself.

Hejdanek: V tomhle napéti mezi tou minulosti a budoucnosti, kde je jistd vymezena svoboda, jak predtim
feceno, se konstituuje ten [nesrozumitelné] tvirci zplsob té svébytnosti. TakZe v tom je ten tvarci
element.

Jiny hlas: And mostly the physical pole is predominant, so the creative element is minimal, and that's
duration.

Hejdanek: Ze ustupujeme v téch nizsich Grovnich, kde prevlada ten materialni, fyzikalni aspekt, tak tam
ta kreativita, ten kreativni element je minimalni. Je to reiteration, prosté opakovani.

Jiny hlas: It is reiteration, simple reiteration.

Hejdanek: Je to prezvykovani, takové...

Jiny hlas: While at the higher levels it can be... But in man, consciousness, freedom, do have a larger...
Hejdanek: Zatimco na té vyssi Urovni je ten pdl té spontaneity a té svobody vymezené mezi témi
potencialitami a aktualitou mnohem vétsi.

Hejdanek: No tak pratelé, pak jesté néco?

Jiny hlas: For me one of the basic problems of Whitehead's filosofie was and is a certain deficiency of the
concept of subject in the German sense, in the sense of the German idealistic philosophy. It means, if he
speaks about creativity, is it a description of a fact of creation, or creativity is a subject, it means an
effector, an active force who creates? If not, how can we speak about emergence of emergent actual
events? What is the basis of their emergence? How can any actual event begin? Why does it begin in this
moment and not in another moment, and so on? It cannot be interpreted from the preceding events on
the basis of preceding events because the causality is not conceived in the traditional sense, but more as
a result of reactibility or reactivity of the next events and their ability to react on the preceding events.
But how is an actual event able to react in the moment in which it doesn't exist? It can react only
thereafter. But the beginning of the event cannot be a reaction.

Hejdanek: Pro mé vzdycky nejvétsim problémem u Whiteheadovy filosofie, a taky protoZe jsem byl
ovlivnén, tak v téhle véci jsem se pokousel pravé to néjak napravit, bylo, Ze tam neni pfitomno pojeti
subjektu, jak je znamo z némecké klasické idealistické filosofie. To jest, jak mlize mluvit o emergenci, to
jest vynorovani néjaké udalosti? Jak to, Ze se néjaka udalost vynorfuje, jak to, Ze je pravé takova a ne jin3,



jak to, Ze pravé v této chvili a ne v jiné chvili? NemGzZeme to svést na kauzalitu, protoZe pravé Whitehead
nema to pojeti kauzality tradi¢ni, kde minulost zpUsobuje to, co pfichazi potom, spis je to ta reaktibilita
té nasledujici udalosti, ktera navazuje na tu predchozi. Ale jak mizZe néjaka udalost navazovat na néco
predchoziho, kdyZ jesté neexistuje, kdyz jesté nezacala? A tudiz zacatek té udalosti nemlzeme také
pojmout jako reagovani na néco, ponévadz neni kdo by reagoval. Po téhle strance je to obrovsky
problém, ktery se po mém soudu da resit, ale mimo Whiteheada.

Jiny hlas: Well, Whitehead would be the first to agree with you that it is not to declare that it happens.
You can only describe.

Hejdanek: Ze by souhlasil s vdmi v tom, Ze neni mozno vysvétlit, Ze se to stane, nybrZ Ze je to mozno
pouze popsat.

Jiny hlas: But there is an urge of actual entity to be important also for the future. You want to be of
importance not only for yourself but to be of value and to give the value through to the future.
Hejdanek: Ale je zde jakési puzeni nebo jakysi tlak v tom smyslu, Ze ta aktualni entita tu neni jenom pro
sebe samu, nybrz Ze se nabizi té budoucnosti.

Jiny hlas: And from the other side, there is the initial aim of God.

Hejdanek: A na druhé strané je tu tedy to, co on nazval iniciaénim nebo iniciacné pocatecnim zamérenim,
cilem,

Jiny hlas: rooted in God's longing

Hejdanek: které je zalozeno v boZi tuzbé, touze,

Jiny hlas: to intensify and to make more complex

Hejdanek: zintenzivnit a zeslozitit nebo ucinit slozité;jsi

Jiny hlas: reality. So there is a field of force that's only | can call it between the past, which is urging
Hejdanek: skutecnost. Je zde tedy jakési silové pole mezi tou minulosti, ktera tlaci, ponouka,

Jiny hlas: to be important also for the future. And there is the longing of God for the future and... so that
there will be an initial aim, there is an intuition, an initial aim what that ever may be, if you...

Hejdanek: aby se stala také pro budoucnost dllezitou, a je tu touha Boha mifici k budoucnosti, a... to je
vyjadreno timto pojmem iniciacniho zaméreni, pocatecniho, jak si to pod tim mlzeme... ja si to nemazu
predstavit...

Jiny hlas: | can only imagine if | try to understand it that in that field of force something happens, event...
Hejdanek: ja si to mdZu predstavit tak, Zze v tomto silovém poli se néco déje, totiz udalost,

Jiny hlas: and it is an inner event, you can't describe it from the outside...

Hejdanek: nem(izete to popsat zvendi, je to vnitfni udalost,

Jiny hlas: and after it happens, there is the residue...

Hejdanek: a kdyz se to uskutecni, je tu reziduum,

Jiny hlas: then it operates, it has the satisfaction and... it perishes.

Hejdanek: ma to jakési... dojde k tomu uspokojeni a zmizi.

Jiny hlas: Yes, yes. So creativity is qualified always by the many, the world, the plurality of the world and
God in whom is unified all the primordial, all the eternal objects and the past actual entities.

Hejdanek: Ano, ano. Buh je sjednocovatel, v ném... jak to bylo tedy vlastné vyloZeno, Ze? To znamena tim
aktem té touhy, vabeni, privolavani, premlouvani a toho tlaku nebo puzeni, které je v téch aktudlnich
entitdch sebeprekonat, otevrit se budoucnosti, v tom je toto silové pole, kde se déje ta vznikajici nova
entita.

Jiny hlas: So that's the only way | can describe it, not explain it. And this is not at the point at which the
importance of the notion of God seems to be unavoidable for Whitehead.

Hejdanek: A to je tedy jediny zpUsob, jak to popsat, nikoli vysvétlit. Jestli si vzpominate na tu otazku,
kterou jsem predtim polozil, jestli by se bylo mozZno obejit vlastné bez toho konceptu s tim pojmem
Boha, tak jestli pravé v tomto okamziku, kdy se Lada ptal, jak mdze plsobit ta aktualni entita, ktera tu
jesté neni, na tu predchazejici, tak ted on popsal vlastné zplisob, jak k tomu dochazi a v ném prosté ta



predstava Boha hraje tuto ulohu.

Jiny hlas: Chaos, triviality is not the problem. The problem is the fact that there is order, that it is cosmos.
That has to be declared or to be described. And therefore he needs a principle of order and that he calls
God.

Hejdanek: Hlavni problém prosté neni chaos a trivialita, problém je fakt, Ze tu je fad, Ze je tu kosmos. To
je to, co ma byt vyloZeno. A to je tedy pokus Whiteheadv a proto potfebuje princip fadu a ten nazyva
Bah.

Jiny hlas: But God cannot be the last principle of order because he is only one form of actual entity. It
means that actual entity must be conceived as something more basic than God itself. Then the order
cannot be derived only from one of the actual entities.

Hejdanek: Ale Blih nemuze byt poslednim principem radu, protoze je to jen jedna z forem aktudlni entity.
To znamena, Ze aktudlni entita sama o sobé musi byt pojimana jako néco mnohem zakladnéjsiho nez Blih
sam. A rad nemUze byt odvozovan jen od jedné z téch aktudlnich entit.

Jestlize tady bylo poukazano k tomu, Ze B(ih by mél zajistit ten rad, no tak v mém pojeti nem(ze byt
poslednim zdrojem Fadu nebo garantem radu, protoze je to jenom jedna z aktudlnich entit, a to znamena
aktudlni entita sama o sobé predchazi jesté tomu fadu, ale prece aktudlni entita, ta uz je prvnim kusem
toho fadu, takze tady ten rad pak musi byt predrazen i samotnému Bohu.

Jiny hlas: Well, that's another problem in Whitehead's system of course.

Hejdanek: Ze si tady mozna on ve svém konceptu, jak to vyklada, jestli prosté pFilis nezddraznil to
marginalni postaveni u Whiteheada, Ze je to aktudini entita, ale pak je ten problém, ktery tady naznacil.
No jo, no tak to jsou neresené véci u Whiteheada, to je potreba...

Jiny hlas: Yes, yes. Well, | think a problem in Whitehead's filosofii that he says on the one side that God is
one actual entity, on the other side he makes an exception in relation to God. All actual entities in the
world start in the physical prehension, but God has his beginning in his conceptual prehension of all the
eternal objects in a primordial envisagement. And that's the reason that God is eternal, he has his origin
in eternity and all the other entities have their origin in space and time and also an end. So God cannot
be called an actual occasion, God is not occasionally. Whitehead can use actual entity and actual
occasion interchangeable, but not for God. So God is the primordial eternal qualification of eternity and
that qualifies the creativity.

Hejdanek: Ano, ano. Myslim, Ze ve Whiteheadové filosofii je problém v tom, Ze na jedné strané fika, ze
Bah je jednou z aktudlnich entit, a na druhé strané déla vyjimku ve vztahu k Bohu. Vsechny aktudinf
entity ve svété zacinaji v tom fyzickém nebo fyzikalnim prehension, vnimani, uchopeni, fyzikalnim
uchopeni. Ale Buh zacina pravé v tom conceptual prehension, v tom pojmovém uchopeni vsech téch
eternal objects, vécnych objektd, v tom prvopocatecnim rozvrhu. A to je divod, pro¢ Buh je vécny, ma
svlj plivod ve vécnosti, a vSechny ostatni entity maji svlij pocatek v prostoru a case a také sv(j konec.
Takze Buh nemf(izZe byt nazvan aktudlIni okazi nebo aktualni pfilezitosti. Whitehead pouziva téch obou
termind zaménné, ale tykaji se pravé jen téch aktudlnich entit, ty actual entities a actual occasions jsou
zaménitelné, ale ne ve vztahu k Bohu. TakZe B(h je tou primordialni vé¢nou kvalifikaci vécnosti a ta
kvalifikuje tvorivost.

Jiny hlas: I'm afraid that there a certain sophisma is incorporated because only very superficially to say
it's a certain similarity if we on one side speak about God as actual entity and then make a exception
that it is an actual entity which is quite different of all other actual entities. It's the same as if we speak
about man as of a special art of a donkey... monkey, excuse me.

Jiny hlas: Yes, | agree. That's for me a sour point.

Hejdanek: mam obavu, Ze, ale on hned souhlasil, Ze v tom je urcité sofisma a jenom velmi povrchné jsem
fekl, Ze takové prirovnani, trochu priblblé, Ze fikat na jedné strané, Ze Buh je actual entity a hned zaroven
udélat vyjimku, Ze je ale docela jina nez ty druhy, Ze je vlastné totéz, jako rekneme, Ze ¢lovék neni nic nez
opice, ale docela jina nez ty druhy opice, Ze jo. Tak jako potom to nema smysl to nazyvat timz.



Jiny hlas: The problem is that these eternal objects actually should correspond with actual entities. To si
myslim taky.

Hejdanek: No ale ty actual entities jsou schopné - ale to uvidime, no - jsou schopné na né reagovat, mit
ty apprehensions, interrelation between eternal objects and God on one side, how, in which way the
eternal objects are in a communication or in a relation with the actual entities.

Jiny hlas: Supposing, supposing that God is integrated in the realm of the actual entities. Well, every
actual entity has a prehension of God. Kazda actual entity ma prehenzi Boha. And that, yeah, that's
another term of Whitehead, not a pure physical prehension, but a hybrid, he calls a hybrid prehension.
That's a mixture of physical and mental aspects. A nikoliv jen Cisté fyzicky raz tohoto vnimani, nybrz
jakési hybridni, v némz se pravé spojuje oboji, jak to fyzické, tak to mentalni. So prehending the datum is
always prehending a mixture of physical and other. A tedy vnimani data, informace prichazejici od Boha,
je vzdycky smésici obojiho, jak toho fyzického, tak toho mentalniho. And people are able to contrast the
actuality which is prehended with possibility which is not actualised. A lidé jsou schopni kontrastovat tu
aktualitu s tou potencialitou, ktera nebyla aktualizovana. And contrast means you can play a game,
means make a choice. A tento kontrast znamena, Zze mizete hrat hru, Ze m(Zete volit. That's freedom. A
to je svoboda.

Hejdanek: Pro¢ Whitehead to rozlisuje, exaktnost i ty podoby, to si mizZes precist, jo, to je v tom textu
vykladano, proc¢ a to je zavér.

Jiny hlas: Why that expressed himself that exactly is the fake. | recommended him to read the
Whitehead's essay On Immortality, which was translated into Czech. Russell called Whitehead middle-
minded. Middle-minded? To je takova ta mediokritni. | understand the term, but... And Whitehead called
Russell simple-minded. Together they wrote Principia Mathematica and they grew in different ways, in
different ways. Spolu napsali Principia Mathematica a pak se rozesli riznymi sméry.

Hejdanek: A ono je to taky takova vdécna otazka nebo budeme koncit? Asi budeme koncit, Ze jo. Jsem po
obédé, tak dékuju vam za Gcast, to fikal Valko si po obédé.

Jiny hlas: | should like to express our thankfulness once more and if possible come again. We shall go on
in the discussion about Whitehead, about Hartshorne, about the process theology and process
philosophy. Maybe one last point... this was maybe very technical this evening, but the attractiveness of
process thinking is especially the experience of God, the immanence of God, that God is not a far away
entity but that you can feel and experience him. And | think maybe that is this evening not made very
clear, but that's still...

Hejdanek: But we all understand very well that it was the intrinsic aim of your start and that you will go
on next time possibly.

Jiny hlas: | hope so. | do mean that. OK, thank you.



