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such forms jwould restransform the penerie Form “‘@r@ﬁﬁmf@ﬁ“

by the TEROva; 1 g-rin* resulting wpon the ?‘%‘@mﬁaﬂw the ;‘mi‘ﬁiﬂliy
glven one,But here ‘%‘fi@ﬂ? g eon i}ﬁﬂ”ﬂ— dom 's*»i’% leg the m%w

for there iz not the least reasen for one of the goneva of

the glven m@n@mia Torm t0 be the result of Lnarx@mﬂwlﬂg/@p@ﬁﬁw
othe ?."’sts “thc wrineiple of suffi m@m TeRson

% : ovt of any vesult iu the vemoving
operati m*,:z:ﬂr‘ conseguently invelidates It i%sel? im the

rresent case,

We th eﬁ@{\ re conelude ‘Fméz‘i: the removal of the
wniting Bomd chnnot lesd 1 mh%;;mg@ of the
mdted itenmp,an we have @r@vam,qmmi@>$ sbractly and generally,
impossivle eny such change.But this vesult is sbsurd,ss we
have bad alveady cecasion to mention the selfwevidency of the
pontrary elaimsthe vnity of a form of Belng surely connot
ho 1ike the unlty of o mixbure!Thuoe we must rencunce the possis
bility of the remoyal Itselfgor ‘"%m: smf m@ M{:‘fm’&’w w%e |
must hold and assert the &xmﬂu,t'r-

vhzz?i.iv and completely es regards thely essence {&nﬁ we are ab
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with the cancellstion of the v
raoteristic mark of the type=-{C) anity Ha
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it dogg lesd o & mere @ﬂ‘i;mmla*ii‘hr of afs:-' ning such forms
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the particular Forms conpstituting th v Fhelr uwnion
(eT"ur_, sted by the obtaining of the modificationegenmaetlion
hedgeen the v} the initlally given speeific form,That ls,this
les in effeet our comclusion that the removal
mmeg&%:‘mﬁ does not transiorn the gomneoted
forms to other,different formse-stut insiste thad this is not
due to *%;’he pure and absoiate infz}?_f%ﬁit?gi&& ty of such removal,
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bt vather to the sircwmstonce that the effect of the romoval
is the yielding of meye potentialities to asoume such forms,

or pathor,to be more sxagt,the y;@lﬁzﬁy of & pure subsiratun
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natere,in seperetion the one from the othevifor if the withe
dymalof the witing bond,vhieh lg in ite isdlation Just one
eonnection{the medifying comnsction),uttorly snnihilotos,at.
least o8 regavds seturl form or cosence,the connectsd itemsy
Lok W@muiﬁxmg in itomn eesentially but only parbially
changed,this mesns that there 1z no immanent constitvents
in each of the cownectsd itess corresponding to the wniting
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simnltansonsly with the cancellation of the gnid cormection
without any other effect on the reet of the esséntial constie

tuents of the otnneeted 1tems,in this way lesving thewm,after .
the caneellationgonly partly tremsfcrmed in pespest of EBHAN0E,
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thelr commectiongi.este constituents not abeolutely inbers
dependent as regards thelr belng(beth “Sesein® and subsistence)
This uwnity,expressed ag interdem o2y be compared

with the already proven feature of the World of Determinants,
as Deing throughout o neceusary setnalltygor the eterual
nroduet of the, necessary &@tﬁﬁli%&ﬁi@ﬁ of 2ll réi@ﬂ&aﬁ

@ﬁéﬁhiﬁlitiﬂuq
Hen

or uwnited,
in 80 far it is Sohew m@ &@g‘:@@@ E-34
unity @x@mplifi d by & given 1*@&'*&@ nopscoomplete and strong
its oneness is.Hence,the unity of & complex deing the
higher possible wnily among composite itens;the omeness of
such & complex i second Gnlyﬁﬁﬁ;i%ﬁV@@mﬁl@ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁnﬁ
perfoction) bo the oneness of su abeolubely nonwgomposibey
sheerp aimyiiei%yzf%h@rﬁﬁir@,ﬁ%@‘ﬁiﬁﬁiﬁ@% e @f f?Z f?ﬁ% £PL
s absolutely secw o '
aud the latter g

I@ 1s to de nobie ved  that he @@gm“““ sontradieti
on implied in the spparent incongsistency betwoen the distincts
ness of the twe mentioned formg of being and thelr ahsolute
interdependence su rogards thelr belngand indeed the secenlng
abpurdity of found! that distinetiness on this interdes
pan@%n@@ﬁﬁra/umr@&i Por it iz exsetly the eclrcummptonce that
I¥1 is a constituent,and an insepepable onezen. element,of

£92 which precludes deeisively the possibility of correctly
goneeiving the latter as a kimd of colleetion of loosely
conpected ltemsyor even as & kind of whole of varicus congtie
tuent parts,a posslbilily necessarily gecomptinied by the
dimimution of the sorresponding degrse of unlty apd the.
suppression of the corresponding high status of onenewss.To

put it parcdexically,yet nonetheless validly,it is the strong
interdependence In respect ol Belny betwesn any ong of the

I “,

Ly “of oneness,But. s @h a?*
3 a ovbeide the seope of the
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consbitvents of a certain United or Cowposite snd the United
iteelfgwhich guar%wt@@a h@lr cloax distincetness ag lyg ,
items by mesns of the consequent upon &ueh shrong ﬁceraan@ndﬁnce
envhancement of the unlty and therefore of the nﬁsﬂ@@$~$% the
Unitedysines the less elsarly one is something,the less

elearly %wo are it and another ong,end Indeed more @o,lf this
other is & congtifusnt of it ; ;

Thus, Tlrstly,a set or eollestionod wnected .
items is not distinot from the%eolle obted® iiems themselvesiine
deed there i not here gpe item,b ,ﬁ,nsigr over snd above)
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the sense rether af & boundery o ”_ '
after reflecting that the eolleg @é b &
nected and that the set hag Bo.. imet
since therg i no such "thing® as &.ﬁ@%~«%aﬁaﬁﬁly,im '
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ite turn an increase in the degree of wnidyein the status

of cnepess and selfeidentityyend thus in the precisebess of

the distinctness of the whole frowm ite comstiinents.Fourthly

and finally,in the total appropristion of all cpsential being

belonging to its elemends by the complen,we reneh avosition

of absolube interdependence ap regards beinglamong themyand

betwean them and 1t),together with the highest n@ﬁgihi@gxow

a composite item,degroe of %ﬂi%%,%ﬁﬁﬁl@%@mﬂ@g af oneness and

selfeidentity,and®elayityrorl dletinctness Trom ite constitnents.
After this development %h”ﬁg&mﬁ the consequsnd

rejection of the objection propossd in chapter %%gwa hold

ourselves 1o be justified in ﬁ»%iﬁiﬂ& the velidity of the

grgument in chapber 28 esteblishing,by mesns of the digtinciness

of fPI apd £¥2,the separatencas of %ﬁym@ s and i?mm@ﬁ%’

%3/ But before leaving this troublesome tople,
we should face and $vy to sumesr & myvbturally ﬁridln
questicn,namely,the ngestion whether the sald Wﬁgﬁmﬁmﬁ'wﬁulé
have been egually vindlested Lif,per lmpossibile,the compbeition
of a specific form of belng corresponied not so much bo that
of & complex of elemenba,as to a whole of paz v

o answer this guestion,we should imvestigsate
further the appevently peradoxieal sonneetiongin ene of @ﬁg
aspects slrveady nentioned alove,belwesn interdependence in
rospaet of being and distinetnoss{in vespect of onedess,one
would like %o @&ﬁ? of the ﬁﬂit%&%@f“ﬁ@m§§gN@@} and the wnited
ivemslor ivs conmtituents)thenselves, .

et uspthen,to %&iﬁ‘@ﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬂmiﬁ@ the pure pltute
tion,the boundary ceve,of the mere eslleeklon of wnconmected
items.A class has not belng,elther predicative or existentialy
no existence,no propertiesiit is a nonwsntlty,indeed o none
being,nothing at ﬁﬁl;g% the other hawd,we also wish o clain
that a class is pothing move then the collected items,that it
ceineides absoluvels @m completely with their votality,

inias
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ing to the sabseluitely fmﬁ@ﬁm@ﬂﬁ&l‘gwtam@iﬁﬁﬁtrﬂing to &%
eaoh mebtaphysicel theorylend hos been defined mo thet both
various concrebe things hﬁvang a\earﬁ&in npopertysand the
determinant dﬁﬁermrhin& ﬁh@aw eﬁy,',ta thinge in their having
that property,present themselves wnder one and the same
(the eorresponding one) form of bvedung(the conegebe things
do mo,0f courscyonly qua having thet property.thet is in so fay

s they are charactericed through it}mumyﬁ%,mm contradiotinte
%iﬁl@%m the notion of a,pxbﬁertg«i_‘,@. there is attached '
onlu & velatively slight degree of bechunicslity,Théis,in the

ase discussed,it is not so umnh a8 detormined by the relevant
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things and the property of the safd determinent is one and
the samejand the move mo,the ?@vm it R &efinlﬁiv& that the
pame sense of *pr@nertW‘ applisy to both eascs and raﬁlm&.
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proxinately speeific forms of being fLor that metber)are one
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rated,Por indeed we have,in %@@ last cane a %@X@mvi@y of the
entire shaved item %o sach ﬁﬂ’w‘ﬁd honge to all eollectively, .
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eorrelative mof
tobality are imy
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or feat :
form or moture in its identity
and necessarl Eﬂ**ee@ymwm edfas i \@}*m, Y.
by the process opr Tealture wmah mﬁgﬁ.@ ively es 'i;a;’;:x
ite ddenti iy,fm ite 4iLy @rmg 3'* :m V‘pe'«?@'i: of bemg
gther ] MW red ‘E’Q&ﬁlflu Forme, i P:’u mcwmz 3

i‘hi‘vm eamre’ be ,@h@;;; fc;;.e:ms mﬁ '33} mer
Ffamily of such kindred specific forms
apart from its unob zaeim; universal!
many & cape of o concrebe thing
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carmot be shown w be & necesss xf,'i.eikfs ‘@lone
ture of *he forms themsel Foes i
of the forms),as distinet R GL in @m’t‘l’f‘?"&ﬁi"} togthe *ma&’xa«
nien of thelr concrete ea.emﬁli t’é“ ; and this simply bew,
cauvse there is woe rveasongarising oub of the nﬂ;ﬁ?m of the dow
terminemts as such apd in themeelves{and henee spoertainable
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s lavolv @éﬂ.«.
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in that from “L‘in, form in z;mmﬁié f ,

fiec"i or Tother omit gy ,‘ﬁ ooy ﬁ@#ﬁmﬁ%ﬁfé :L; mai@%ﬁ ycﬂl 4o the
paid thinggow beos use the m :xtm&:z Bo @mmh the form iIs opposed
‘ , , ched,de not prizs materie,
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o8 Thing is & m&apamm of wat t:@r and Porm,
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proximate genussl.e. ite proximate determinable,snd ite
form is the differentis constitutiva of ite being,I say
*muat correspond exeetly’ or 'Ymuet be absolutely congruous
with' rather them siuply "must be' in the case of the matters
for the determinable helng a@@@?ﬁt@;ﬁ&@m}%ﬁd tranacendent in
vespeet of,the determinate,it cepnot in iteself serve as the
latter's proximete matter,which is,of course,immsment in that
eompound ,whose matter it is.But this is only a pavallelland
ene to he expected)bo what wes found to be the case in the
congstitubion of the specifiec forme of belng out of the genes
ric ones,That is,the latter,in ite third moment,procesded,
as 1t were,outside of itself(strietly speakingiit procecded
outwerds from where it substantially belongs,i.s. from ite
uriguely appropriate determinant,similtaneonsly developing
itseld from ite firﬁ%w%ewarﬁﬁ'%h@nﬁhirﬁ m@m@ﬁﬁﬁ,amﬁ,im this
procession it was specified oy crystallised in the vespective
ppecifiec form of @ning,%hreugh the repdevingexplicit, of one
of its potential,and determinably held,medificationg,To be
thus specified without procession was slready seen to be
imposeiblesfor it was only in the third shege of such 2 Prow
cension,as above, proven,thet it cowld perforn the funetion
of am.eleﬂﬁﬁqugpﬁh@ eorresponding speeific Form,end thus of
mily constitubtive of 14,

- Ixactly the vane considerations held g@a&,muu
 mrbandis,if we are transyosed from forme of belng to
thnir ummquﬁIV'eﬁ@r@a@snaing é@tnzﬁﬂaanig.@hﬁ d@%@u,@

nable

he mater "f the @@t@rminaﬁe ﬂﬁn
teﬁrmimm(w an ¢ amm, g&, 1t).This "being away from itself!
isg,0f cours @,mﬁtaph@riﬂal.lﬁ m&@mg.th&t,@@agmnm te be the thing
which it is{ceasingto be thusynotyof course,as regards ite
content and form of belng,which remeine wnalteored in ite Lo
tality),is projected as e consbltutive material lmmanent
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it of being) of another
sparate 4 w 1o Opgin other words with the smame
imﬁartathﬁ ﬂ@t@?ﬁiﬁﬁhl@ gr@;@et$ swombor pours forth out of)
iteelf comething,with exsctly the seme conbent of belng ag
1tself,in order to,perve ag th@ éprmxim@t@) matter of @ proe
wimate determinote, : '
14 mmet be nobed %y WO of @1&h@$&$&%ﬁ,ﬁh&$
meneg@ in this capaeity me mattor for end of Pyeneseland of
any other proximate doberminate for that matten), Jheingof
course,other and separete fram ?i*ﬁéﬁﬁ in itoelf,as %h@ trave
scendent determinable it is, h& not only the same gontent
being with Py-ness in it%olf,@r the game with 1t form of belng
if this ig conpiderel ss apn allsinclusive t!tﬂiiﬁy(ﬂf‘ﬁ@ﬁtlts)
weebut oven the same form of being if this eis consldeyed in
itmelf,as the firet wmoment of the em$ire form of being,¥or
this latter alveadu conmtains implicite or determinably a1l
subordinate modlifying formesyond it is ezactly this implieis
or potential inelusion which permits the determinsble o serve,
at the third stoge of ity developmental processiongss & mutter
for all,and each ﬁﬁ@;ﬁf:ﬁh@'ﬁﬁﬁﬁétﬁnaﬁﬁﬁﬁ&h@ total form of
belng is theres,with its pure being ,ite power amd its activity;
&mly they ave all theve at the third stage of ite procession,
i.e.ulth the cativity wmarked or in elav&%iana

alemwnt{witﬁ emactly th@ same contes

In conclusion we miy thus say,that the i@ﬁ@wmi~
proceeds to its ﬂ@t@fﬁlﬁ&@@@;ﬁ@ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ by this the follows
ing stote of af fair&(anm@l&x air@uma%&ng\?;;h@ determinable
gubstantially-izy its own forma egsem&itamﬁfﬁamﬁ&&lymiﬂ each
one and all the forms, of being subsgtantially belonging to ite
proximatedetorminates.Its forma essendi develops Ltself in
three stages,differentiating themselves not through any diffe=
renee in being,buwt only by forming the three moments of a single,
unitary form of being with the dare content.The determinent
follows a corvesponding a@valﬁpmen s B2Ch ﬁ%@g@ of Whi@h is
characterised by the ontolopical n’ By predc @,
it werey,of ome or other of the three mgm@ﬁﬁs of its form ﬁf
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beingynone of which i entirely absent,or could be gbasent,in
view of the presupposed unity in being of all moments of the
involved form of being . For the determiveble has ite own
rime essendi always in its entivetysbut if the first momant
is put into ontelogieal reliéfzﬁh@véaﬁﬂwqwmtﬁlé iz considered
18 ¥ ;g@;{@,eﬁﬁiﬁe det want in its bed swleterninatenens
(a ﬁ@%ﬁ?]aﬁiﬁ&m’ﬁgﬁl&%»@i‘ﬁ?gﬁi(ﬁ% & ecertaln, '««ﬁfiﬂi‘t@ being=toternie
nation) il the seeond Jm@fﬁi‘éﬁ.‘h overs] 5 all tb@m‘ﬂs%@
determinable prosents ltself asdobormiy 3 i«;g;\ in its power
of eldevic speeifivation(in the :@r&: siality af‘ it,which is
positive,produstive power) swhile 1f,finslly,the third moment
overpowers the Firet twe and becomes the elevat ed i;‘mmm‘
the determinedble,is transformed to the progimate metter of
ite determinates,But in this third case,yhere it is separated
From z%&;@lfwiﬂmi‘%%lﬁi&img @m};}h@ﬁi’“ ally,in prominense or in
elevation chavecterined by the mﬁiviﬁy of the eidetic divie
glon of s.'i:az p@eﬁl&aﬁ* form of h@ing Lol &hii‘fa@l’&ﬂ‘i‘?&lﬁf out of
itself and owbslde of itself,the comordinate fomily of its
é@mmma:@"@s,m “th@ way above ﬁ@tﬁil@i .
I% ip thisin W g Together with @v@wy‘thimg
that thi% exposition eystematically @mmmm%a or fmplien, »
whieh is the &:;eeifiﬁ gonbent of what we: meen by Torocension?

in the present conbtext,

- 48/ Byt the he tamﬂ ‘pmeemtm' ey
m@m,mﬂ has been mebt,with Tiexee @tl@m&ﬁ% oIn vindleating ite
appmm@i@tem%ﬁ% n apite of aam‘kmgg gontroversics concerning
words ag,in generalyidle ond void,ohall attempt to show very
briefly andreughly those real dist ﬁtiv‘fmﬁ among wealities,.,
whieh the word heppily ﬁuggg%m* \r,\;»’/g,iﬁ PPoPerly wndele
gtond undey notio |
Bedng -th@ %ffiei*'ﬁ omuge of & ﬁ‘m*zﬁ.a tﬁgfi;-
%’tmg ite ewlsten ringing 1 passzor vroducing 1t let
ne 6211 such & ﬁm@ml@ﬂ 'ﬁ@f@ iﬁwy}@muuat:&@n‘ JIndeed jwhen




weyfor example,produse o sphere of goldla spheve out of gold),
we do not oreate sither the gold or svherieity as such,not
even do ve.ereate the pature of tho svhericity of theproduced
gphere,ice. ite immenent,instantial sphericityjwe only bring

it do pese thet the gold as mather be informed by sphericity
ag Lortme=we cOUSE thg sotualigation of the respective exempli-
fleation,thet is,ws are the efﬁﬁi‘% pEnge z};{‘ the eorregptnds
ing Pactiond of the polden sphere in so far % is & gphere
of gold).In this ouy exsmplesthe ¥ ii.sm%ﬁ@mﬁ formal conuse
of the goldem syhere isglet us assumezopherieity in Ltself,
’%%iml%,w in w«@m of ‘min&;;ﬁmz

aa‘mﬁ c:a:i %h@m,;bmggg not impossible
when 1t ceoupsgwhat we may call

@mph&ﬁi&ﬁ%@ fz
{in our. gmaﬁ‘*:‘*ﬁ:&f
& thingsand the prinei ;2

ﬁ‘}:@&k agaln with mmyimg @my}z&sm. o :

Hew suppose further thet 31% only *th@ form
and its heving that form of a cortain thing originete in cne
and the same pr iﬁﬁi@l@;m‘h that even %é m&ttw if %m "‘.sh:jmg
is somehow brovght into existence go mmbier for this thine
by the selfsame principle.What we heve hove,le,we zz@y properly
saygoreation in general{not n@n@amﬁ:«i}.y Loplging & personsl
creation as the ﬁ@aum of & Will)e

Pinal lyssuppose that the Wi@m way :’m
whiah the mal t@m @f a em*%am @:t:*eaa*wa %hiw :w bmught inta

th@ wmamfm ﬂi" 1 f«mmem; @:E "am @mp@mﬁ beizw hmm
gnsg.and not game/



hﬁ@h a@m@a haﬁn *h@ f@rm%l &m& ﬁh@ i
menbs of the thing gnd their ﬁérﬁﬁf&°“ : &
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'th@ a rivm';ifm of the é@%@mim‘k@ﬁ *“ﬂﬁ %’:&:f —t:'rmir{pmmmw?
deterninahle? ‘

: h‘t be &mms&é,m

. add,lest T uf A
m pf m‘zrther eia%;;mt‘m m -Ehm

of the derivation of detew mmgmm deteormivableslvhieh |
alone wes drewn in detail)sin o vewgh plam of gemeral origle

nabion,with the sole aim of showing thepropriety of the mueh,

abused exprossion used '5:0 aimif? the gadd @m:ticulm Asrivee
tion, : : ’

457 in a@ng@@u@m@ ﬂ:‘ all our previous ae’mew
lopmentbs,we have sugeseded in speclfying the nature of that |
sammﬁ%w{mﬁ@mi nate “m?a uﬁ*‘ whieh was ﬁpmamzaam} Gphe
cally" assumed o hold between @ detex ?f* nable and ench one
of ite prozimate determinaten.This natuw “:;amvcz deseribed,we
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80/ Whet we have s2id copcerning the derives
tion of Pyeness from ?Imn@%a,aﬁp?i%% @@u&?ly'well t- *h@ &@w
rivation of Ixﬁn@@ﬁ‘:\ig' X 8y
4o the dexivation efronm %awﬁﬁ%%% c:f %@g own. ¥
each Aeterminsnt,with the exceptlon of the @ﬁ%r@me,b@umﬁ&ﬁy
@ﬁﬁ@@,b@gzdeg\baimg %iﬁﬁli@l@er_&_@Qﬁ?%“iﬁﬁﬁﬁwiﬁraﬁ for ag
its forms sspendi is considered im. the purity of & dofimite
determinateness of & beingecontentyie also both a determinable,
in so far as i%g'f@rm\af“béim§~i zopgidered under the aspeet
- of the @u@Wbili%? of eidetic gpeciid ,;w‘a?3_£@§ in its power
of being).end a determinate,in o far ag its form of being
ia Q@ﬂgi@@r@ﬁ 2s & waxti@ul&z ﬁ@gulf @f ﬁﬁg cativi®y~*f ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ

:@ 1% iahimgﬂmt@m%
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mhixh camnot e mmmsiénﬁaﬁ a8 @VL.J

;* £Qam ﬁf’%uimgl
_~‘ffﬁﬁi pﬁ&&@ﬁ@i@ﬁ;&t
'“*L?&gh@%% ahﬁﬁr&l%

that mﬁr%igﬁlar fﬁma
& rr apecifie form of
‘ f;g*a%@ @@wﬁiaulam,h

@f 'ﬁa,.,s -thmg iam,@w ously,
of %ﬁiﬁbgﬁ@% the one op e%kem g@@
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Bt this meressimple or pure Being fe simuliow
neously full Beinggindecd the | pud most conplete and
all=inelueive Beingy 1% eontalins within 1% a1l ;gzﬁ%imlm*
forms of being proessfing ultimetely out of it in 21l thelr
exact cornectionsylecsas a compl ateﬂy oriered oystonems
only it containg shem implicite or determinably.d.e. not
detevminateldy or affeelually.S¥ill it contains thomgemd 'Eshm@,
aleo,the Abstrset Thlng ITtself bes causally all of themgat
varioug removes of implicituess,The I}etamim m*: Iﬁg@lﬁi‘ m .
in 1ts own intrinsglc neture,gveryil minent

%ﬂﬁ»&%ﬁ@ﬁmmi*& 49 the formel couse of every
cie*?;@mim%tgag@,im at verious rewmoves of z%imm"mﬁ%; % im ag
wellgas can be seen from what we have already sald in respect
of particulsr couples of determinab nd deatmmmtﬂh@
efﬁcwnu cause of every determinant,in its o tion

tpelfythat iszat the third stege of i‘t@ gm%wiuml é%.cavﬂ:ga
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% w&&m@ﬂ% of its
:n%irefe%l‘y;@f

Iﬂﬁ*’b‘t@ﬁ,p'ﬁ‘m}}erl} c-ﬁl@ﬁ*af t}m W@K%& z@f: iﬁmmﬁmﬁ@@
Trnegthe Determinent Itaelf, is also/tpanscende

meterial cause of any smd mfesfm? a /zeﬂy&';ﬁ;naﬂ?j’ﬁmi‘ g 33;13, at

pnce. formalgzefTicient and

8ll wesendad éﬁ@fﬂmmmm,ﬁ ia %1%:@
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contrary,is basolutely free from any such dependence on any=
Thing e‘?mﬁmm@mm},m i thesele thing which has shaplute

bl

T.This :is no dovbt,s metarhor,
evident ﬁ“rm the whole of oup
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51/ The sl %uauian at the lowest lovel of the
World of Determivents &g,ﬁ the oﬁ%e@ ﬁuaﬁg allGW%Qih%
succeesive ﬁﬁﬁ@&;iﬁ&%xﬂﬁq of Jure Belng will achieve in etch
line of @agﬁcnﬂgﬂna%&” oy 1o ﬁeﬁ@% form of belng ebpolately
dmpotent in itsel 1-&@& in respest Lo its own natue w%m@fyawm@,
of beingses we have defined ilyds there exhaustedsne further
procegeion ig possible any more.fhis #eﬁ@liimpatﬁmﬂﬁwﬁaiﬁ 5
complete extinction ef the yawer'%nﬁ conseguently of the aobie
ality of the eldetle division w%m&ﬁ,@f gowese,that we have
srrived at the 1imit of deberuinatencss.Phis egein happons .
when the entive wenlthyse 1% were ;3f nuditicatory doterninss
tions duplicitly contzined 1n as Yeon venfeved

explicit by way of affirme’ tion and negation{ontological ones)y
fhe procession ﬁuﬁﬁﬁ m%vn %}er &ﬁ %ﬁﬁhimﬁ o %?aﬁa@i %@,@r

u&ﬂJf%ﬁLﬁhl”ﬁ ﬁf_ hﬂ i m&waw‘
olements (i, together with t?& ex

o those other @mmw@mia3 =8 Royutcue:
proceasional development o _z.zi\wﬂ&{fs :l

s the forme
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b} an ex ﬂlx@it ﬂﬁt@lﬁﬁiﬁﬁl @e*i*iqf

ﬁeﬁatlﬁelf by l&»ﬁi@l@&iﬁ @ﬁ%ﬁl.?iwﬁl neg %iaw o3 ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm@&ﬁ
cof gli other ponsible and rwaﬁlmb?e modifiontiony™ B
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