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bunebis bifurkaciis problema alfred  

norT uaithedis filosofiaSi  
(pirveladi da meoradi Tvisebebis gadaazrebis cda) 

 
bunebis Temas filosofiuri Tvalsawieridan alfred norT uaithedi pir-

velad 1920 wels traqtat “bunebis cneba”-Si uaxlovdeba da, meoce saukunis im 
dros ukve aRiarebuli maTematikosi, Tavisi bunebis filosofiis ganviTarebas 
iwyebs. am nawarmoebis pirvelive TavSi is saintereso dakvirvebebs iZleva: 

moazrovnisaTvis buneba is aris, rasac SegrZnebaTa saSualebiT aRqmaSi 
vakvirdebiT. amgvar grZnobad aRqmaSi Cven vecnobiT raRacas, rac ar aris azri 
da TviTkmaria azris mimarT. azris mimarT TviTkmarobis es Tviseba udevs sa-
fuZvlad bunebismetyvelebas. es imas niSnavs, rom buneba SeiZleba moazrebul 
iqnes iseT daxurul sistemad, romlis urTierTmimarTebebic ar saWiroeben ma-
Ti moazrebulobis faqtis gamoxatvas. gamodis, rom raRac gagebiT buneba azri-
sagan damoukidebelia (Whitehead, 1920, p. 3). 

„bunebis cnebis“ mixedviT, yovel konkretul droiT viTarebaSi, grZnobadi 
aRqmis (sense-perception) procesSi, Cven mravalferovan STabeWdilebaTa 
(sensations) aRbeWdvas vaxdenT. termini “STabeWdileba”, pirvel rigSi, gulis-

xmobs imas, rasac aRviqvamT, rasac erTgvar mTlianobad vaerTianebT Tavdapir-

velad, jer isev aramoazrebul erTianobad. droTa ganmavlobaSi, Cven amgvar 
STabeWdilebaTa mTeli jaWvis aRqmas vaxorcielebT, vuSvebT ra maT Semadgen-
lobasa Tu Sinaarss sakuTar cnobierebaSi. uaithedisaTvis am process ar aqvs 
kognituri xasiaTi. moazrovnisaTvis am dros unikaluri saxis grZnobad cnobi-
erebas (sense awareness) aqvs adgili (Whitehead, 1920, p 3). 

uaithedi erT-erTi pirvelia, vinc yuradRebas amaxvilebs im faqtze, rom, 
rogorc azrovnebis procesi SeiZleba iyos gacnobierebuli (me vacnobiereb im 
faqts, rom vazrovneb), aseve Tavad STabeWdilebebsac (grZnobad mocemulobebs) 
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aRqmis procesSi dahyvebaT unikaluri saxis cnobiereba (awareness), ara refleq-

siuri, aramed grZnobadi (Whitehead, 1920, p 3). swored grZnobadi cnobiereba iw-
vevs CvenSi bunebis srulyofili movlenadobis gancdas. buneba azrisaTvis Ta-

vis TavSia moculi, anu sxva sityvebiT rom vTqvaT, misi moazreba SesaZlebelia 
im faqtis gaTvaliswinebis gareSec, rom is moazrebulia.  

sabunebismetyvelo mecnierebebs, Tavisi misiisa da interesebis gaTvalis-

winebiT, grZnobadi cnobierebis obieqti ainteresebT, magram ara Tavad grZnoba-
di cnobiereba. imisaTvis, rom gavigoT, Tu ras gulisxmobs es koncepti, saWiroa 
filosofiuri spekulaciis moxmoba. STabeWdilebaTa Sinaarsobrivi samyaro 
swored filosofiuri azris kompetenciis sferoa, uaithedisaTvis ki _ erTgva-

ri saboloo mizanic, radgan spekulaciurad moazrebadi grZnobadi cnobiereba 
misTvis aRar eqvemdebareba Semdgom reduqciul operaciebs. 

umTavres filosofiur amocanad ki, amgvar viTarebaSi, saganTa da mov-

lenaTa samyarodan maT gamomwvev mizezebTan gadanacvleba cxaddeba. ase 

dayenebuli sakiTxi, uaithedis mixedviT, `bunebis orad gaxleCis” safrTxis 

winaSe gvayenebs: bunebad, romelic wvdomilia cnobierebis mier, da bunebad, 

romelic cnobierebis gamomwvevi mizezia. msgavsi daskvna uaithediseuli fi-

losofiis farglebSi ki yovelTvis aralegitimurad gamocxaddeba, radgan 

mas ar gaaCnia safuZveli Tavad grZnobad cnobierebaSi.  

am filosofiur fiqcias uaithedi `bunebis bifurkaciis” Teoriad naT-

lavs da kosmologiuri sqemis agebisas Tavisi filosofiis did nawils 

swored mis kritikaze afuZnebs. arsebiTad, rasac avtori upirispirdeba, re-

alobis or sistemad bunebis bifurkaciis fenomenia. am viTarebisas, erT realo-

bas iseTi arsebulebi ganekuTvnebian, rogorebic eleqtronebi arian. es speku-
laciuri fizikis sakvlev obieqts warmoadgens, iseT sinamdviles, romelic 
TiTqos gamzadebulia codnisaTvis, am Teoriis perspeqtividan ki arc arasdros 
xdeba Semecnebis obieqti, radgan is, rac Semecnebis obieqtad gardaisaxeba, si-
namdvilis meore ganzomilebaa, romelic gonebis meoreuli moqmedebis arealia. 
Sedegad viRebT or bunebas, erTi maTgani spekulaciaa, meore ki _ zmaneba. sxvag-
varad rom vTqvaT, buneba or nawilad ganicdis bifurkacias: cnobierebaSi mo-
cemul bunebad, romelic sakuTar TavSi gulisxmobs xeTa simwvanes, frinvelTa 
galobas, mzis siTbos, skamTa simyares, xaverdis SegrZnebas, da im bunebad, am 
cnobierebas rom badebs, molekulaTa da eleqtronTa moazrebul sistemad, ro-
melic iseT gavlenas axdens gonebaze, rom igi cxadad arsebuli bunebis aRqmis 
suraTs iZleva. am ori bunebis Sexvedris wertili gonebaa, kauzaluri buneba 
zemoqmedebs, xolo cxadi buneba saTaves Rebulobs (Whitehead, 1920, p. 30). 
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saidan momdinareobs materialisturi cnobiereba an is mentaluri Sre, ro-
melsac uaithedi bunebis bifurkaciis problemasTan akavSirebs? moazrovnis 
azriT, amgvar msoflaRqmas safuZvlad udevs swavleba, romelic gveubneba, rom 
samyaroSi arsebobs raRac, rasac saxelad materia hqvia, an ufro metic, Tuki 
ram arsebobs aucilebeli saxiT – mxolod materiaa. am Tvalsawieridan materia 
gagebulia, rogorc raRac iseTi, rac martivi adgilmdebareobiT (simple location) 
xasiaTdeba, romlis mixedviTac sagani yovelmxrivaa Semofargluli adgilmde-

bareobiTi wertiliT drosa da sivrceSi. swored amgvaria meCvidmete saukunis 
filosofosebis pasuxi ionur moazrovneTa Zireul kiTxvaze imis Sesaxeb, Tu 

`romeli elementebisagan Sedgeba samyaro”. samyaro aris materiis an masze uf-
ro faqizi nivTierebis, mag., eTeris, wamier konfiguraciaTa jaWvi. am epoqis su-
liskveTebisaTvis damaxasiaTebeli mravalferovani Teoriebis miuxedavad, 
romlebic sivrcis fundamenturi raobis moazrebas cdiloben, saerTo da gazi-
arebuli rCeba Sexeduleba imis Sesaxeb, rom saganTa sivrcesTan kavSiri marti-
vi adgilmdebareobiTaa daRdasmuli. gamodis, rom rac sivrceSi arsebobs, gan-
fenilad arsebobs yvela mis nawilSi. 

`mecniereba da Tanamedrove samyaros” furclebze TvalnaTliv SegviZlia 
amovikiTxoT azri imis Sesaxeb, rom bunebis bifurkaciuli aRqmis fundamentu-
ri nakli, Tavis mxriv, ar aris umizezo da usafuZvlo, radganac is im siRrmiseu-
li garemoebis gamoxatulebaa, romlis drosac konkretuls abstraqciad gar-
daqmnian an, sxva sityvebiT Tu vityviT, konkretulis magivrad abstraqtuls xe-
daven da aRiqvamen. swored amgvar diskurss uwodebs uaithedi `arasworad lo-

kalizebuli konkretikis cru arguments” (fallacy of misplaced concreteness), romli-

Tac abaTilebs im swavlebas, romlis mixedviTac samyaroSi arsebul konkre-
tul fizikur obieqtebs martivi sivrculi adgilmdebareoba da droiTi gan-
grZnobiToba axasiaTebT (Whitehead, 1929, p.64-65). 

`mecniereba da Tanamedrove samyaros” TavSi, romelic meTvramete sau-

kunes mimoixilavs, uaithedi zemoT naxseneb `cru argumentTan” erTad, `marti-

vi adgilmdebareobis” (simple location) konceptis ganmartebasac axdens. moazrov-
nis azriT, imis mtkiceba, rom materiis raRac nawili martiv adgilmdebareobas 
flobs, imis aRiarebasac gulisxmobs, rom is imyofeba iq, sadac imyofeba, siv-
rcis gansazRvrul, sasrul regionSi da drois gansazRvruli msvlelobis sas-
rul monakveTSi, im arsebuli kavSirebis xazgasmis gareSe, romliTac materiis 
am nawils sivrcis sxva regionebTan da sxva droiT xangrZlivobebTan dakavSi-
reba SeeZleboda. uaithedis TvalsazrisiT ki, Cvens uSualo gamocdilebaSi mo-
cemuli bunebis pirvelad elementebs Soris ver vipoviT iseTs, romelsac amgva-
ri martivi adgilmdebareoba axasiaTebdes. moazrovne xazs usvams, rom kon-
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struqtiuli abstraqciis procesis meSveobiT, Cven SegviZlia mivuaxlovdeT, 
erTi mxriv, imgvar abstraqciebs, romelnic materiis martivad ganTavsebul 
wertilebs warmoadgenen, xolo meore mxriv, abstraqciebs, romelnic mecniere-
bis sqemaSi CarTul gonebas usvamen xazs. swored amgvarad vuaxlovdebiT im-
gvar viTarebas, romelsac avtori `arasworad lokalizebuli konkretikis” 

saxeliT asaTaurebs (Whitehead, 1929, p. 414-415). 
uaithedis perspeqtividan safuZvelSive naTeli xdeba, rom `martivi adgil-

mdebareobis” cneba induqciur procesTa winaSe badebs gadaulaxav sirTu-

leebs, radgan es konkretuli Teza ar iTvaliswinebs materiis Sinagan kon-
figuraciul kavSirTa urTierTobas warsul Tu momaval drosTan. aseT viTare-

baSi ki bunebac, romelic raRac gansazRvrul drois CarCoSi arsebobs, Tu SeiZ-
leba iTqvas, Tavisive istoriulobasTan wyvets kavSirs da srulebiT emijneba 
sakuTari arsebobis sxva periodebs. Sedegad viRebT sinamdviles, romlis piro-
bebSic induqciis dafuZneba SeuZlebeli xdeba raime iseTze, rac bunebaSi Sina-
ganad iqneboda mocemuli. Sesabamisad, Cven ukve aRar vflobT unars, bunebas 
SevxedoT, rogorc masSi arsebul kanonSi Cveni rwmenis gamarTlebas, Tundac 
gravitaciis kanonis SemTxvevaSi. sxva sityvebiT rom vTqvaT, bunebis ubralo 
mWvreteloba kargavs bunebiTi wesrigis ideis dadasturebis SesaZleblobas, 
vinaidan Tavad faqtSi aRaraferia iseTi, rac Sinagani kavSiris principiT Ta-

vissave warsuls an momavals daukavSirdeboda. TiTqos verc maxsovroba da 
verc induqcia veRar poulobs obieqtur dafuZnebas bunebaSi, TavisTavad 
(Whitehead, 1929, p. 64-65). 

bunebis bifurkaciis sqemis erT-erT yvelaze ufro saintereso eqsponents 
uaithedi meqanicisturi materializmis warmomadgenlebTan xedavs, moazrovne-
ebTan, romlebic medgrad icavdnen `pirveladi da meoradi Tvisebebis” 

Tvalsazriss.  

pirvelad da meorad Tvisebebze ganazrebebs jer kidev dekartTan vawyde-
biT, TumcaRa azrovnebis istoriaSi mis pirvel formulirebas robert doils 
miaweren. dekartis msjelobaSi TvisebaTa pirvelad da meorad kategoriebad 
terminologiur dayofas ver vxedavT, Tumca misi ganazrebebidan naTlad ikve-
Teba galileiseuli rwmenis filosofiuri gadamuSavebis mcdeloba. dekartis 
SemoqmedebaSi TvisebaTa bifurkaciuli sqemis ganviTarebisaTvis Tvalis midev-
neba, erTi mxriv, “metafizikuri meditaciebis”, xolo meore mxriv, “filosofiis 
sawyisebis” meSveobiT SegviZlia. swored “metafizikur meditaciebSi” vxvdebiT 
pirveladi da meoradi Tvisebebis Sesaxeb erTob saintereso ganazrebas:  

buneba, aseve, maswavlis, rom arsebobs mravali sxva sxeuli Cemi sxeu-
lis irgvliv, romelTaganac zogTan axlos unda viyo, sxvebs ki unda ga-
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veqce. iqidan, rom vgrZnob fers, gemos, suns, siTbos, simkvrives da sxva 
misTanaTa mravalferovnebas, sruliad marTebulad gamomaqvs daskvna: 
sagnebi, romlisganac es sxvadasxva grZnobadi percefciebi warmoiqmneba, 
am mravalferovnebebs Seesabameba, Tumca, SesaZloa, sinamdvileSi isini 
maTi msgavsi arc iyos (dekarti, 2018, gv. 285). 

“filosofiis sawyisebSi” dekarti wers: “sxeulebSi moZraobis, figuris an 
mdebareobis da nawilakTa zomis garda araferia iseTi, rasac ZaluZs aRZras 
raime grZnoba CvenSi” (dekarti, 2018, gv. 424). odnav mogvianebiT ki im Tvisebebis 
CamonaTvals gvTavazobs, romlebic misi meqanicisturi filosofiis umniSvne-
lovanes moTamaSeebad warmogvidgebian:  

yovelive, rac gare sagnebSi Cven mier saxeldebulia sinaTled, fe-
rad, sunad, gemod, bgerad, sicived an siTbod da maTi sxva SexebiT Tvise-

bebad an substanciur formebad, es sxva araferia, Tu ara maTi nawilake-

bis sxvadasxva figura, mdebareoba, sidide, moZraoba da maT nawilakTa 
moZraobebi, romelTac ZaluZT Cveni nervebis nairgvari saxiT amoZraveba, 
raTa maT aRuZran yovelnairi SegrZneba Cvens goniT suls (dekarti, 2018, 
gv. 425). 

am saxis dakvirvebebs dekarti ideaTa gansxvavebul saxeobaTa aRmoCenasTan 
mihyavs. isic maT sam ZiriTad jgufad hyofs: TanSobil, SeZenil da subieqtis mi-
er Seqmnil ideebad (dekarti, 2018, gv. 246). 

dekartis mosazrebiT, adamianTa umravlesobas hgonia, rom ideaTa meore 
jgufi garegan obieqtebTan TanxvedraSi imyofeba. es mcdari Sexeduleba imis 
gamocaa gavrcelebuli, rom amgvari ideebi nebelobisagan damoukideblad iba-
debian, adamianebs ki hgoniaT, rom maTSi raRac tipis garegani sagnis zmanebaa 
asaxuli. amgvari rwmena ver iTamaSebs myari fundamentis rols im Sexedulebis 
dasamtkiceblad, rom grZnobadi ideebi garedan momdinareoben (dekarti, 2018, 
gv. 247). 

filosofiis istoriis Semdgomi personaJi, romelic amgvar ideebs uRrmav-
deba, jon loki gaxlavT. ingliseli moazrovnis Semecnebis TeoriaSi Semecne-
bis procesi aRqmiT iwyeba. radgan azrovneba mxolod ideis daxmarebiTaa SesaZ-
lebeli, xolo Tavad ideebi gamocdilebidan ibadebian, Sesabamisad, veranairi 
codna ver gauswrebs win Tavad gamocdilebas. saganTa arsebobis da Cven gareT 
arsebul arsebaTa Sesaxeb msjeloba Cvenive SegrZnebaTa safuZvelze SegviZlia 
mxolod. `gamokvlevaSi adamianis gonebis Sesaxeb” moazrovne kiTxulobs: 

`yoveli ideis sawyisi SegrZnebebsa da refleqsiaSia. dae, warmovidginoT gone-
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ba, rogorc TeTri furceli, carieli yovelgvari Sinaarsisagan, yovelgvari 
ideisagan Tavisufali. rogor xdeba is, rom igi ivseba?” (Locke, 1829, p. 61). 

Tavisi Teoriis ganvrcobasTan erTad, loki erTmaneTisagan asxvavebs sag-
nis pirvelad da meorad Tvisebebs. pirvel kategorias igi formas, ganvrcobas, 
moZraobas, mosvenebas da raodenobas miakuTvnebs. niutonis dinamikuri princi-
pebidan gamomdinare, romlebic misTvis erTgvar aTvlis wertilebs warmoadge-
nen, loki masasac sxeulis pirvelad TvisebebSi aTavsebs. pirveladi Tvisebebi 
substanciis arsobriv Tvisebebs warmoadgenen, romelTa sivrculi da droiTi 
koordinatebic qmnian kidec imas, rasac bunebas vuwodebT. amgvar urTierToba-

Ta wesrigi nel-nela bunebis wesrigad gardaiqmneba. Tuki pirvel Tvisebebs, ro-
gorebicaa xma, gemo, suni da feri, Cven grZnobaTa mxolod erTi organos meSveo-
biT aRviqvamT, formis aRqma SegviZlia rogorc TvalebiT, ise SexebiT. maTi war-
moqmna Tu gamowveva CvenSi yvelaze umciresi materialuri nawilakebis aqtivi-
zaciis meSveobiT xorcieldeba. am nawilakTa SemCneva ki SeuZlebelia. isini ar 
aRiqmebian grZnobaTa organoebis meSveobiT, swored amitom gvevlinebian erTob 
gansakuTrebuli saxiT (Locke, 1829, p. 61). 

 alfred norT uaithedis prizmidan danaxuli meTeqvsmete-meCvidmete sau-
kuneebis mecnierebis mier aRwerili buneba erT fundamentur apriorul prin-
cips efuZneba, kerZod im Teziss, romlis mixedviTac samyaros moazreba drois, 
sivrcis da materiis cnebebSi sivrcobrivad xorcieldeba. sxvagvarad Tu vit-
yviT, droc, sivrcec da materiac sivrceSi imyofebian da ar ganixilebian misgan 
damoukideblad. swored aqedan gamomdinareobs axali drois samecniero filo-

sofiis msgavs sistemebSi cvlilebisa da procesis cnebaTa aRmocenebis erTgva-

ri SeuZlebloba. 
meqanicisturi materializmis Sinagan uTanxmoebas uaithedi Semdegnair 

formulirebas aZlevs: “bifurkaciis Teoria aris mcdeloba bunebis mecnierebi-
sa, codnis faqtis mizezis amxsneli fenomenis warmodgenisa, saxeldobr, is 
aris mcdeloba xiluli bunebis gonebidan gamomdinareobis damtkicebisa, kau-
zaluri bunebis gamoisobiT” (Whitehead, 1920, p. 31-32). 

SedarebiT naTeli gaxda uaithedis erT-erTi umTavresi naturfilosofiu-

ri ganzogadeba. kerZod is, rom buneba mTlianobaSi yovelTvis erTiania, xolo 
realobis garkveul fenomenTa subieqtivizmi filosofiur gaugebrobaTa Sede-
gia da aramc da aramc _ mecnieruli daskvna.  

ingliseli moazrovnis SemoTavazeba bifurkaciis gadasalaxad ki amgva-
ria: mecnierebis mier ganxiluli elementaruli nawilakebi grZnobadi mocemu-
lobis kategoriebSi unda ganisazRvrebodnen, xolo grZnobad mocemulobaTa 
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realiebi _ am elementTa Tvisobriv da funqciur ganzomilebebSi. swored axa-
li mecnierebis interesebSia imis Cveneba, rom `buneba, sxva araferia, Tu ara 

gamoTavisuflebuli grZnobadi cnobiereba” (Whitehead, 1920, p. 185). 
Tanamedrove fizikis ganviTarebis swrafi tempis gaTvaliswinebiT, ar unda 

gagvikvirdes, Tuki uaithedis ganzogadebebs bunebis mecnierebis xvalindeli 
dRe xelmeored aRmoaCens.  

daskvnis saxiT SegviZlia ganvacxadoT, rom bifurkaciuli paradigmis gak-
ritikebisas, uaithedi mis mTavar Secdomad bunebis pirvelad da meorad Tvise-

bebad dayofas moiazrebs. am konkretuli doqtrinis analizma aCvena, rom misi 
yvelaze ufro radikaluri formebi dekartis da lokis sistemebSia Camoyali-

bebuli. dasavluri filosofiuri tradiciis mier yvelaze ufro naklebad gaa-
nalizebuli `bunebis bifurkaciis” es koncepti centralur problemad gar-

daisaxa ingliseli metafizikosisa da maTematikosis kosmologiur sistema-

Si. uaithedis filosofiis perspeqtividan, am Temis daviwyeba Tavad dasavluri 
azrovnebis imanenturi maxasiaTebelia, misi istoriis warmodgena ki SeuZlebe-

li xdeba am uaryofis gaTvaliswinebis gareSe. moazrovne gviCvenebs, rom gamij-

vna xelovnuri xasiaTisaa da ara bunebiTi formis, igi modernuli gamogonebaa, 
misi sneulebis erT-erTi (uaithedisaTvis Zireuli) realizacia da gamovline-

ba. imis Tqmac ar iqneba gadametebuli, rom yoveli konkretuli azrobrivi ope-
raciis Sesrulebisas, rodesac Cven vfiqrobT, rom samyaro orad iyofa da gar-
daiqmneba radikalurad gamijnul, konceptualur naxevarsferoebad (erTi maT-

gani samyaros Zireuli da fundamenturi kanonebiTaa aRWurvili; mas aseTad 
mxolod mecniereba icnobs; misi wesrigi Cveni xedvisaTvis miuwvdomelia; meore 
maTgani ki warmogvidgeba, rogorc faseulobaTa kriteriumiT aRvsili sinam-
dvile an, sxvagvarad Tu vityviT, gonis sauflo, konceptualurad damuxtuli 
sivrce, romelSic samyaros bazisuri fizikis kanonebis saxiT funqcionirebadi 
nageboba Cveni azrovnebis produqtad gardaiqmneba, rac Semecnebis procesis-
Tvis mis daqvemdebarebas utoldeba), Tavad viRebT Tanamonawileobas bunebis 
gaxleCaSi, Cven Tavad movuwodebT mas bifurkaciisaken. 
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The Problem of the Bifurcation of Nature in Alfred North Whitehead’s Philosophy (Rethinking 

the Primary/Secondary distinction) 
Summary 

 
The purpose of this Paper, is to analyse the main theme in the oeuvre of the English 

metaphysician and mathematician Alfred North Whitehead, namely, The Concept of Nature. 
Whitehead was one of the first thinkers, who understood the fact that, just as the cognitive, 
thinking process has an awareness (I am aware of the fact that I am thinking), Sensations, also, 
in the process of perception, form a curtain kind of, unique awareness. This time not a 
cognitive, but a sensual one. Sense-awareness causes us, to experience “the whole occurrence of 
nature.” For Whitehead, Nature is that which we observe in perception through the senses. In 
this sense-perception we are aware of something which is not thought and which is self-
contained for thought. This property of being self-contained for thought lies at the base of 
natural science. It means that nature can be thought of as a closed system whose mutual 
relations do not require the expression of the fact that they are thought about. 

Natural sciences, due to its aims, are only interested in the object of sense-awareness, not 
in the sense-awareness itself, but for Whitehead this kind of positioning of a problem, already 
involved a danger of dividing nature in two distinct spheres: in nature which is apprehended 
purely by consciousness and in nature, which is the cause of consciousness. This stance is a 
philosophical fiction, which is named by the thinker as “the bifurcation of nature”.  

At the heart of this doctrine lies the idea about the primary and secondary qualities, which 
has a long philosophical history, as a kind of shadow starting already in Aristotle, but mainly 
formulated in the sixteen-seventeen centuries. Primary qualities are usually described as 
properties of objects that are independent of any observer, For example: solidity, figure, 
number, motion and extension. These characteristics convey facts. They exist in the thing itself, 
can be determined with certainty, and do not rely on subjective judgments. For example, if an 
object is spherical, no one can reasonably argue that it is triangular. Primary qualities exist 
outside of the observer. Secondary qualities are thought to be properties that 
produce sensations in observers, such as colour, smell and sound. They can be described as the 
effect things have on observers. Knowledge that comes from secondary qualities does not 
provide objective facts about things. Secondary qualities use the power of reflection in order to 

luka kuWuxiZe 



  193 

be perceived by humans minds. They are sensible qualities that produce different ideas in mind 
from the actual object. For example in case of a tree, something such as the greenness of a tree 
does not produce an image of the object (tree) itself, but rather the idea of greenness. Secondary 
qualities are used to classify similar ideas produced by an object. 

The primary/secondary quality distinction is most thoroughly formulated by John 
Locke in his Essay concerning Human Understanding, but earlier Philosophers and thinkers 
made similar conclusions about the ontological and epistemological status of reality, too. For 
instance, Descartes bifurcated nature into mechanical nature composed of matter and human 
nature composed of spirit. Locke bifurcates nature along the lines of primary and secondary 
qualities: primary qualities being extension, mass etc; secondary qualities, the sensuous qualities 
of colour, taste etc. The latter are properties that human nature traces over nature proper to 
make it comprehensible. They are not in nature itself, but in mind or in spirit. The doctrine of 
qualities also seems intuitively simple, perhaps because it is often characterized as an 
appearance–reality distinction: there are certain qualities that objects in the world have 
intrinsically, independent of our perception of them, while there are others that we ascribe to 
them only in relation to our perceptual sensibility. For example, the world in itself consists of 
objects that are extended and shaped but not colored, at least not in the way that we experience 
color. Color as perceived is merely a subjective consequence of the way that objects affect our 
sensory faculties.  

 For Whitehead, bifurcating nature into dream and conjecture is a fallacy. The idea that 
our experience could arise out of natural units conceived as primary or secondary qualities is 
paradoxical. But problem only arises, Thinker says, because we have committed “the fallacy of 
misplaced concretenes”. What is common to all forms of the fallacy of misplaced concreteness is 
the "error of mistaking the abstract for the concrete" — Assuming that nature is composed of 
matter understood as having "simple location." If a bit of matter is "simply located" it means that 
it is right here in space and time in a way that requires no essential reference to other regions of 
space-time. In other words, the concrete units of nature would have no essential reference 
either to the past or to the future. 

 The materialistic view of the concrete units of nature, besides simple location, consists of 
the notion of time as an instant, in other words, time completely devoid of duration. According 
to this view, There is no inner motion, no internal becoming in nature; the only kind of motion 
ascribable to the units of nature is locomotion, motion through space. Because the concrete 
units of nature are assumed to have no inner duration, they are assumed to have no intrinsic 
reality whatsoever, which means that they are assumed not to have any intrinsic value, not to 
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be things that exist for their own sakes. They are actualities, totally devoid of experience. 
According to this view, the units of nature, being completely timeless, are totally different from 
our conscious experience as we know it immediately. Natural units are said to have no 
reference to the past. We experience a present duration, in which we enjoy intrinsic value and 
make choices among possible values, whereas the reality of the units of nature are exhausted by 
their outer features. Finally, our present experience, with its purposes, includes an anticipation 
of the future, whereas nothing same can be said to occur in the units of nature. Our experience 
is temporal, the units of nature are purely spatial. 

 In other words, matter for the 17th century philosophy was situated in a definite region of 
space during a definite period of time without reference to other regions of space and other 
times. The answer that seventeenth century thinkers gave to the Ionian ancient question “What 
is the world made of”? is that, the world is a succession of instantaneous configurations of 
matter.  

 A contemporary manifestation of the bifurcation Theory, would be the notion of mental 
representations: contentful symbolic structures which brain creates and manipulates. In such a 
picture, Perception becomes a process of converting sensory stimulations into symbolic 
representations, to produce sensory experience and guide our action. So what we perceive is not 
nature per se anymore, but a mental representation of it. Common to these schemes is the 
alienation of the human subject from Nature, and the idea that Nature is intrinsically devoid of 
any meaning. Meaning transforms into an illusory quality, something added. 

 Alfred North Whitehead develops his new understating of nature on the basis of his 
fundamental critique of the above mention idea of matter, which is deeply connected to the 
scheme of natural bifurcation in two realms, subjective and objective worlds. With the help of 
Metaphysician’s critical stance, it becomes more evident that fundamental rethinking of the 
problem of nature is utterly urgent, especially in terms of today’s ecological crisis, which at the 
core is a philosophical problem and is deeply rooted in the modes of thought, against which 
Whitehead’s critique is directed. Philosopher helps us to understand the conceptual starting 
points of our modern-day ills. 

  
Key Words: Philosophy, Whitehead, Nature, Bifurcation 
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