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Abstract
 We endeavor to make a contrast and comparison between Xiong Shili’s and Alfred North Whitehead’s metaphysics and cosmology. Xiong and Whitehead both argues that the ultimate reality, or the actual entity, or noumenon, far from being a static and visible objects such as rocks, woods, atoms, quarks and the like, is a constant flux which is called as the great change (大化) by Xiong and the process by Whitehead. However, although there are some fundamental similarities between them in metaphysics and cosmology, they meanwhile differ from each other in many aspects. First, as far as the dynamics of change or process is concerned, Xiong puts forward a more systematic view than Whitehead; according to Xiong, the ultimate reality is an union and unity of two kinds of forces, namely convergency and divergency (or flurl and unfurl, or close and open) (翕和辟), Xiong believes that it is the two internal and integrated forces that bring about myriad phenomenon of the great change; because of the two productive forces of convergency and divergency being internal in the ultimate reality, the noumenon and its myriad manifestations are not in two separable realms, both of them are rather of non-duality. Second, when it comes to the relation of mind to matter, we think that Whitehead’s ideas of the relationship between mind and matter is more acceptable than Xiong’s. Xiong and Whitehead both argues that where there is matter, there exists mind, and that mind and matter are two aspects or dimensions of one and the same entity. In addition, Xiong often regards the force of convergency as a symbol of matter and the force of divergency as a symbol of mind, and claims that mind is superior and dominant over matter in cosmology. Being different from Xiong, Whitehead put forward a greatly significant concept of prehension to reference to the within of any existence, whatever it is primitive and simple, and argues that the mind in human form just a higher and enriched version of the original within. In some sense, therefore, if Xiong might as well be called as a pan-psychist, Whitehead had better be called as pan-withinist. In our views, the pan-withinism is a better and more advanced idea than general pan-psychism. In conclusion, we feel like expressing that Xiong displays a stronger and sounder thought of the dynamics of change, and on the other hand, Whitehead, as for the relationship between mind and matter, gives out a more coherent notion in the modern context.
 


