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1/ We shall bagin the present Eossay with some
very goeneral vemerks sboud peculisr fesatures of the,eo far
recognised,ontegorians of @Ej@etaa

Phin will help,by providing the fromevork in
relationship to which,ths investigation of the nature and
struc ture of daterminantsz takea 1%s proper place within a
systematic inguiry concerning the fundowental struveture of
Reality. ~ .
It 49 %o be undoretood %that $he mentioned pow-
puliar features of categories vwill be piven in & very rouh
and skedohy formyand indead in & provieional way,

Some scaniy,negetive hints towarde the “pesition®
of epace and time in %the sketehed structure,are not intended.
for eanything wmore than a forvard reference %o our nexd Lssay,
vhore that "position® will receive seporate exomineftion.

@/ A conerete thing is & Lhing vhieb ie conevaete,
Fhinga are objesis, %hmugh not all objects are thinge.Nol being
engaged here in & detailed investigation of supracstugorial
simileritiss{if thewe really are any) and differences,end
honco,with vhether Ygbject® is paid "in one or in weny ways®
{to conneet with Aristotelian themes),l may be permitted te
remark on the present occasion enly $he following.




B

Grosso wmodo,an gntiily io sn chbject having,
in #Dome vway,charsciters or properiies,and,despite thin mulble
plicity,heving a certain unityjin wy teebnical terminelogy,
it is 2 wonidery objoet having & forma @Sﬁ@naii@f its owa.
Tios and facta are nwot entities, For %ier do
not differ,one from sapther,qus Yicsmpthey only differ gue
sonnecting different{categories of)objects,i,s, they d&iffer
by and in virtue of whaet they ceomneet and not on their own
or in themselves, {Contrest with relationssthose inebead of
differing by relating different things,vether relate diffes
rent things becanse they are in themselves differanfe-ein
respeat of thoir csen indrinsic naturs).
a0 Similarly with factspthey differ only in se far

rh
(yaiﬁé vh“@ﬁ their conatituents differ,Indsed,facts even lack the new

'&‘ cossary unity of an entitysrthey pom
1\

i8¢ as proper parke

{1 dc not wean,of course,pfyeicel or even logical parts)or
rathor 8lements and components{constitusnis) objects of d1ffee
rent categories{in fosi,of all obher alveady recopnised one
tegoriss).

Sonerete thingo,doterminants and 4{nctences are
entities, For firstly,they hmva<théfn®a@$ﬂary unity which is
lacked bv facts, Aﬁmittﬁély,canefata ﬁhing& and inztonces age

yet th@y do net;ywmzfiﬁﬁ

é@he?minanﬁg\ﬁg,partﬁ\@r 6@%@@ﬂ&ﬂﬂﬁ#@
convtituente, And sgaingthough 1% ney indecd besaid thal
concrate things comprise instences sz partejyet on the one
hend instznces may be . called “partes® of concrete things in

a very peculiar sounse,indeed in the senpe properly explicatad
by invoking the netion not of pari{logical,motaphysical or
physical)but of inherensejand on %the obther band,sven though
conerate thinge comprise inetances,they are not just the fow
tality of their iustanceos{vheress feecte jJjust are ithe correspone
ding eoncrote thing and the determinant and 4the {igemweapnal-
dering fecta 4in their transeendsnt dimension alone).Further,
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poncrete things rathey give unity to theirlinheringdset of
ingtences than aeqdulring one by the inhevence of an intringie
enlly unitary set of instencos, {Remember thaet properiies,end
hence instences,include secidental ones,Contrast epoin with
faats, ) ‘ ‘
Qonorete Yhings,detormivants and instances |
being entities,they fall further inte two groups.The fundas
montum divizlonis bere would be satisfaction @r‘n@fa of the
condiftion that an entityts existence i Just 1%e having ite
forme egesendi{i%s baving the forma sesendd 1% h@ﬁ},jﬁﬁ% ite
being that whieh it is.ﬁﬁ%ztiv@ aa%igfging %his fubrther
condition are things. . : ;
We h&v@ argu@ag’ thet both voncrete bhings

and deteorminenis,g ‘;~Qi.‘ : ﬁ_w& \@@ satisfy Whe
sondition, But instances. fmil %0 40. G0, Por en instonoe ,that
wvhich it is{its forma espondi) i @@ﬂa%i%utaﬂ by its baing
conngcted throvgh the inataﬁtiatimn-%it svith the éat@rmin&nﬁ
ofshich 1% 18 an inﬁ%@nn@,atill ita aaaﬂ%@m@e i congtitubed
by i%8 jnherengs in ths @mnmr@t@ %hing in whieh 1% inh@r@ﬁ,
gveon though it inheres in juat %haﬁ @anmr%ﬁ@ thing which is
deteormined by the detorminent of whieh %hs instonee iz an

insgtanea,

2. Por the second time wo feem to violats the
rule according to vhieh prineciples eof division
ought not te be consbibuted by "is/is not'wdichoe
tomide,But I do not $hink that such dichotomlas
effectod by %the consifleration of the obtailning or not
of & certain conditlion axe neesdsarily or even
in generel wrong.l should wether think that they are
nocessarily incomplete,in thatl they require a positive
sceount of their negatlv side,that is an explenation
of the readon why vhat falls under She negative side
dovs not satiafy ths ting eonditiongand sweh an
aceount o @xplana%i@a not yr@eaaﬁ but from the
(poaitive) charscters or neture of that vwhich iz puk
inte the negatively defined branch,8o that the dichotos
mies in Gussklon arg | ‘”mmi%%a %h%n inearr@@%,
as roflecting < 7 n diperibinelo
:tyﬁatlmﬁl

old divisiom we ahall indica-
%e¢ the r@@ﬁir@d pﬁﬁitiv@ sgouent,and even in the firsy
ong w6 gave some hints toverds it.

3. Boapy VII,perd A
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We srriv% therelors at the point where an
aceount of tha ﬂi@%ineﬁi@n b@twa@ﬁ @an@r@%a thiﬂ?ﬂ and determls
nante is needed,an &sa@umt to be buil@@é upun theiy both
being things in the @xwlisat@i s@n@@,nwnnﬁ indesd all the
thinge.Bvidently then the distinetion must relate %e the way

and wmanner ia Whl@h they are %hinmﬂgatn@m@t@n@ﬁa and absiraciness
must,on this c@unkib@ medi of thie?naagya@ to gpeake

le$ 1% be remavked that
). which we have deseribed

8/ «ﬁéfira praﬁaa@i:“
the diviesiona{etrueturing the objecth:

11l neow are @f@@@ﬁ@és@iﬁhamﬁﬁgﬁy,ﬁ@fﬁr@nae whatacever %o
space bnd time,.Not sven &n indireeii{but esgential) use was
r@quir%ééﬁné this,mo far,was only %o be expected.But if we

also sueceed in dividing things m“ ygonecrete end abstract

ones vwithout wa&en%z&l{iﬁr@ct or 1né1r@e“}r@m@mrﬁa to spooe
and %imw,the @uaﬂ%inﬁ.nnngﬁrnin% th@~lm@%ﬁphyﬁieallynsgxbiliﬁy
1»@mis§ing~iﬁgﬁp&@@ mﬁdrgv@n,tim@~w@u1é
ceafe, X @@nﬂgivﬁgﬁw-ﬁﬁwgéﬁ to eall for an unreservedly wguslie

of conerete things

fiad negnitive ﬁngﬁﬁgiﬁﬁ%h sericud reporcugsions on the meioe
physical treatment of space and btima.

4f Bﬁﬁ 1@% ws continue the diseussion from

We. @&ys

Q@n@r@%@ thzngﬁ ar@ tbingﬁ vhoge forme eggendi
ig a@nﬁtikui@agi.@. ﬁhlﬂh BTG @h&t th@? art}i B LETREAn woT,
We way formulate the ga%tfal f@atar@a of this way,im %h@

folleving prnnm&i%i@ﬁ@g

£ % way thet sush & Foelerencs
Bh t,wa‘h&v@ raforred 4o 06w

: 2 ppakietenporel eharactors
‘m %h&t ¢muﬁt NG ﬁ@uli

W&ﬁyﬁlﬁ@‘mﬁﬁﬁ %o ﬁ@lﬂﬁwﬁc
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The forme essandi of & sonerete thing iz cone
atituted by: ‘ | /

4/ ite being 6@termin@ﬁ by way of (un%@lagieal)
proper predication, '

ii/ i%e being m&l&iﬁ&ftwu&iy and a&mpl&t@iy
go determined,

111/ ite being do 5@t@rminf§a by determinante
ie6e by things b@l@ﬂging to ancther sategory of mb;@@ﬁ in@@@d
to the other category of &hingﬁ,

iv/ i%s being determined in a way vhich loaves
it not identicel with ite complete determimationgor,be be
mOTE pr@cima,with.%h& totality. mf'%k@ inhering indgtances
of the determinants determining i%.In a variant formulation,

a osoncrete thing 48 not identical vi@h 1%@ forma ospondiews
aud this for & certein reason. .

Naw we append some auxilx&ry,axpli@atﬁry nobes.
A1) & The full signxfiaanﬁa of Ybeing

dotormined by way of (@ﬁt@l@gieai} proper prediestion® will,

naturally omergs only from a gombined consideration of all

our analyses of p@a@ar\@r@aisat1@n~aﬁndn¢taé %111 now,pluse

a juxtaposition of It %ogether with other kinds of pradication

to be distinguiehed from it{for ingt&nae sortal and substanitial

predicationjoxample for the £irﬂt‘a ia (a} philesopher;for

the second: a is {a} man).

caf To beo completely determined is

to be determined inm the way of @?@p@r pré&ieﬁti@ﬁ by & sounplete
determinati onw=wthe latter nmti@n having bean explicated ro=
peatedly,but more @@%aafaatari?ﬁ

1 &h@ulé dare say,in Lesay
Vi, ppe.B=5,1 add here, firgtly,aﬁ sam@thing hﬁiﬂg umﬂ@rmmaﬁﬁ
that any determination por b : : 3 Ly

udedsy being & detefmination
by & r@ltvant anlaw a8 &

E ied. Hot Dbligatorily
natlion vhose inclusion in
Ld not wi 4 relovant Lyelovw,given
luded.The lawé are metaphysiocal laws,See
say ¥I,los.eite and context,

Be

&L& ﬁ@ﬁ ﬁ
vhat ig i
furthor Ba
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ingluded in guchsa @ﬂmﬁi@ts'ﬁ@t@rmiﬁ@timm is congidered ag
net applying %o the subject *dafined® thrmmgh i3 4% ia nod
the case that it is left una@tarminaﬁ ﬁh@th@r it applies ov
not,Buk m@emnﬂly,l ahould also wiah to add a & Further condition,
to thone already envmerated in the ebove referrsd pagsegei
s@f & sak of detorminstions,in order %o

conotitute & complete detarmination of an E@xi&k*ng or poasible)
conerate thing,must ales not vial&t@,@iﬁhar by way of addition
or by way of omission any welaphysieal law,even such whieh
happan not te derive thoir validity from the structured sygtom
of determinants ap siruvciursds-ein cose thers be puch wetaw
physioal lovs, | | | ' ‘

The meening end significance of this condition,

or ratheyr posay w111 b&@aﬁ@ plesrer whon we shall come
to the deteile of the probleoms @anc@rmimg the nature a2nd sirue
ctury of @@t@rmimmn%a. e
B/ To bo nultifariously dsteruined
{alvays by way of proper pr@ﬂié&titﬁj‘iﬁ!
1/ %o regquire,for any given determie

nation,other ﬁeﬁe”mina%ion@,
and indeasd, , ,

Vfgth/?@q@ifﬁif@f any given determis
nation,other determinations b@l@ﬁ@iﬂg,tm various other seyrlaes
of detorminable-detorminate,

In fmct,not only @ datermimation of & e@ncr@ta
thing reguires other»&@tarminﬁtmmnﬁ{aaﬁ~&1&ﬂ7gu@h‘mf other
Xindo,for that metier),but even & nonedstorminetion of Guch .
a thing ?ﬁquif@ﬁ\@ﬁﬁﬁf determinations and nonsGoteorninations,of 4
the same and other kinds, | |

We cen omeily vefermulate (B) oo ap to rung
21/ %o have more than one absoluiely
detorminate d@%&rminﬁtieﬂég
for these canmot possibly belong to the sawme "4ree® (I meani

to & structure with ong given "head® or suamii or topspoinnt ),
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and hence the subjeet musb,in such a géﬁ@,h@ deternined by
more then one ssries of determinents{connected to each other,
by mesne of the fetorminate/doterminable Yrelation®),and oone
sequantly,besause different sevies or linds of one and the
aane® trec™ ave incompatible,by mém than one suwh treses of
determinants, o o ,.«~~i?w A .
Az 1% turns out,(b) is really inecludede in (a)s
and this 1a ﬂ@jﬂh@th@?‘ﬁﬂ\aﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁff%&%”&@ﬁ@fmin&n%ﬁ are strustue
red by at least mnother "relation® than thot of the deiermie
nable/ determinate onges=and alzc,shether we operate with the
further notion @f!valiﬁ»metaphyﬁiaﬁlwl&ﬁ%-ﬁ@%fgr@unﬁaﬁ st 21l
on the a%xue%ur@fﬁfV§®$Q?mimﬁn%ﬂ5ﬁ£—if'ﬁaﬁwhiniﬁé juat above,
But I have ehaagnfﬁﬁ'm@ntianfit.ﬁép&&&t@&y,in order to bring
into relief featurss of concretesth:

ngnNess ugﬁful for our
analyses,though adeittedly implielt in ia)

LAd £113) t The contreast with the comstitution
of determinants will booome ml@ar@r &8 the sxposition of the

latter developd.

vd. Liv) 1 We noteyby the way, hov sowme
formulations af th@ 5@—3&11@6 problem whather & conerete thing

ie idenitical with its preperticss. sr_a%tributaswar@ yhllﬂﬁgphim
eally inexact, by being systematically inarticulate.For a

thing®s having & properity i something waiking for philopoe
phical analysisiand we havo sesn how this analysig,in order 4
to be adeguate,hes to Ye aplit 1nﬁu Ywo dimensionsg,one ﬁf&hﬁ&ﬁ&ﬁ@@
soendsnt{ tovarde. doterminants in th@ﬁﬂﬁlvﬁﬁg and one inmenent
{tovards instances),The supposed ouwestion then,counld not but

be the one reladting %o the thing &nﬁaﬁh@,%@$m11ty of ingtences
inhering in 1%, 0f ecourse,from our @aiﬁ%,@f viev,te countenance
the identity of & coperote thing with “ite" instences{ths
instences inherimg im i1%¥),islnot te wention anything else)

]

6. For the notion of multiferious doterminat ion
sae alao Besay .
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to countenance an. impeossibility of the wost fundsmenial
kind: & cetegorial @ﬁ%i@&t@g@fﬁéi<in mur‘ﬁ%?iﬁﬁ sonea, nok

%o he confused with +he r@lﬁti%%lj veek sense in which one
may speek of category wmistakes invelved in @ stotement likes
"this stone is ciévsw“); | |

C¢loayrly then,e conerata thing "has® its forms
spsendiiit is nog i1dontical ﬁiﬁh'i%ygﬁ put the matier halfe
linguistically: the ponys of thet in which B concrets thing .
is vhetleolleotively opd in its botality)it ie,is the predie
cative senas of *bovwesi. @, the éam@ senge of *be? in which
the said thing ggvaléﬁ‘&ny%hingiﬁhat»it~is-sﬁp&r&ﬁa1yQan§u
thing, thet is;included im ite f&f@&V@&ﬁﬁﬁéiywhiﬁh apain is
in 1ts turn the toiality of @v&wﬁ%hiﬁg‘%haﬁ tho mentioned
thing i8)ew-and not the 'he! of idﬂﬁtiﬁﬁ»

We may find it interesbing to notice,that what
is really involved in & olaim of identiby of a thing with
its attributeg,is &n:iﬂﬁaﬂa@ in the form of & dilemsa wlih
both its horne *b1ind® snd unitencbles Bither ome would be
commitied to hold that the connsetion betweon a thing and
eny one of iks properties ie reslly e kind of identity velas
tianijm&ﬁ as the connection of @ thing with the tobality of
ite attributes 1s identity t@uﬁvﬁéﬁrﬁ}?;ax,a@iming-the vt hey
horng,in order %o mvold such an wnweloome ©onolusion, one
may try to omphesise thet 1% is the todality of the atiributes
which is c¢laimed to.be idenbienl with Fhe thing itself,and,
since the totality of x%s is something ontelegically different
{perbaps even @ategﬁwiaily,in the gtrict senge,dilforent)
from any mimgulﬁf~x;%her@fura we is not at all commitied to
the thesis that the releticehip helding bedveen & thing and
any one of its attributes is Tundewmentally end wliimabely
of the same sort with the one holding between a %hing and the
totality of ite attributes, But in such a orag he will find

s

7o The kind of idenitity yelation mentioned wmay
be salled *pariisl identity? and may be assinileled
%o the poriial identidy of 2 pert with %the shele te
which i% belongs os forming = partjior 44% may be
sonnected,in the woaning-theursticel or even linguisbic
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nimself in & situation of trying %o do justice %o the predie
sative ﬁﬂﬂﬁQQﬁi@ﬁwﬁyakﬁ@plﬂﬁ‘lﬁ ﬂig%in@t from any kind of
identity simple or partial,vith %the result{besause of ths,
defectivensss of his concepiion in general) of either dise
figuring the memborshiplor the gaf%#wﬁﬁlﬁwaﬁw%h@a@@a@~may be)
connastion,or intrdducing jved vhat ke sete to aveld,or

ORnee Mmore 61ﬂlﬁeating~preuia&ﬁz@ﬁ bysan@%mar aﬁs&milatian;r
for oither he would be cobliged to assimilate{resallyitto ideniie
fy}the relation wvhich he holds %o obtain beiwoen the Hotality
of attributss pnd ﬁ&ﬂh;@ﬂﬁ»ﬂt%@ibﬂ%%ﬁh@'i%~@ conneetiion of

a glosa to its members or of ﬁfﬁﬁaiﬁi%@~$%& parta} %o
pr&diﬁ&tieﬁaﬁruh@Jw111 b@,T®&1ly reintroducing %tho conception
of the reduction of predicatien tolpartial)identity, in OBER 4
thet Lagin which he helds that the tobality of the attriw
butes esoncerned hes each &@@&$a$@~313

rihute ng paréjor,
finslly,he would have Yo clatm thet predicvation ie roolly

in no ﬁignifieﬁﬂﬁﬂWﬁy~ﬁiffﬁreﬁtgfr@m the econnsction holding
between 2 cleve and Lte members,in the sase,of opurse,in which
he congtruss the relationship bedbwasn the said totality

of atiribuies snd eaeh one of its constitusnts ap & case

pf 4he nembership conneestion, - :

I% ic then clear that somevhere in the
vicinitien of the exsmined vi@@LéU””uﬁiﬂnwaw@;imﬁﬁ@ﬁ:&bﬁarﬁity
is bound %o @3cur.ﬁy abolishing conerete things a8 separsie
(net factually,or mn regpect of things,but convepiually,or
in respest of being ) and distinet from the totalities of |
their ettributes;hé is insxerably. led te dislocete or do vioe
lenve to someone or ether of th@~#ﬂ@ﬂ@ﬂ#i@nﬁ mentionoed. (OF
sourse,one wuay,if he deems 1t worihwhileypursue the chase

in the
aim mf V

opmon nenes,as ussed
mata@hysieian with the
,,‘g af shﬁrae%ara in théme

Bs : : i OB

The diatin&%i@ﬂ dows no ﬁilﬂbi@$ %1th %h@ diﬁ%iﬁﬂti@n
begtwean soparate in thought end im reality.for
exanple,e concapitualltruly snd validly go--egoog
without seying) separetion being o separation iwn
rogpest of being,is & sopmratien in reality.
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by plecing sueh a view sgalnst an adeguate vepresentation
of the vhola interlaged field,so sa to bring inte relief all
the various shorteomings %o which i%. ig wonrably subjeet).
Again we mupt notice,that the contrast with
the sase of determinants,as vell as. the whols significance.
of the abawa‘ak@ﬁahaégpeeﬁliar~fﬁﬁtur&ﬁ‘@f w@n@f@t@:ﬁhihg&,
cannot be ¢learly seen bafers & corregponding szawination
of determinante takes place,

B/ We wmee then,thet we wers able to "define™
after gsome faghion G@ﬁﬁ?ﬁt@wthi%@ﬂ@ﬁﬂj&ﬂﬁ thus %o distinguish
concreie things ap.a kind of things.Mors then this,va nay
elaim teo have muccesded in effpeting %him division or distinetion
by end in reference to the prineiple cvr fundamental feabure
ahiech preperly chaveoterises Ythings as thingelin their belng
thinges)in eontradistinetion from other categories of object,

Por the thie distinotion of conervets $hings was effected by
further specifications of the mode in which they. have or ars
correlated to their eorresponding formss gssendi,end of the

vay this &ffae%ﬂk%hﬁir~i@entiﬁyV&ﬁ@;ﬁﬁiﬁ%&nﬂ@gﬁﬁ that we hawvs
conformed,in ﬁhi@ﬁm%~1@a@%'r@$@@@£~igwﬁh@ roquirapentes of

valid phi1aa@phicaiw§iviﬂi@ﬂ,&ﬂg@r@ing,$@~w%iuh ong nush procead
by furiher per seo spsoificatioliv ef already addused differentia,

6/ duat in order for a taste of the eplrid
of @ur,mw%hméml@giaalwprae@ﬁur@ﬁ tﬁmbﬂngiv@n,iatrm@ romark
the folloving regarding the ostimation of the degree and A
manner such analyses as the above bear on the problem of the
pogsibility of ﬁh@‘axist@ne@ of conerete thingenol in space
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and time,

Lonsider the following hasty move: Someone
way think thet our task in ansvering that problam is already
completede=w=in the sense that only furthsr slaboration of
what have beoen asnid im vequired. by now,¥or,he may sey,in
succeading to iscla%ejas it were,the caltegory of concreie
things from &1l other kinds of objest withoul any essential
{direet or indirect)rscourss to the notions of spaeo and time,
wve hove sxactly performed what oould be reasonsbly demanded
from us in attowpting Yo solve the wmentioned problsm,

But it iw not g@ﬁﬂ'%ﬁ“ﬂﬁg‘ﬁﬁyﬂt the present
stage of development,And thisz,not because of any Lantian
transcendental reasonsgnor. bocauss of any ressons concerning
ewpirical weaningfulnese-w=but simply becmuse of genuine
rationalistic damands,¥or if w»¢ were to say things like the,
above rohearsad,ws would not be real adhorents of the methow
i investigation in philosophy,Structurally,
remarks like the sbove,are congenial only %o people insishing

dology of gysie

on sepavraling preblems and treating,imguiring ,arguing end
judging regarding sach sne of them in 4solation{on its ouwn
rightessas the phrase might run),fontrerivise with usy
problems cowe in bloeckes and depand ono upon ancther in waye
extremely significent regarding their solubtion---and this.
holda in philosophy es svearyvhere,and mueh more in philosophy
than anywhere alse.lruly,we moy see them dividing neturally

intc ¢lvatersi{sach one of them HE@Wﬁrﬁﬁgivéry roughly,te the
traditional philesopbical disciplimee),but then,vithin & cluster,
{net to say amythimgwﬂbaut clv&k@rwﬁgptﬂﬁﬁnmi@s}%h@ inbere

3o th&t aven if ﬁe n@mﬁaﬂa thmt We hav%
satinfactorily ﬁlari?% in rospsck %o difftouliies oxe
{and again,of courss,by the whele of our gnvantiga%icn?
what 1% 45 %o be a concrate thing withoud. recourde to gpace

and %time,yet %here still remains;for an acceptably adequate
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golution of the problew in qu@ﬂﬁiﬁm&tﬁ@.%&gkfmf studying the
nataure of speace and time themeelves,For,of sourse,we are in
no vay entitled. ts/p?éjudg@,tha%winx@ufﬁn&mg the ingui?y~
into thin last problemgwe shall not feoe the necosaityldiches
ted to ys by Keasone-=as the traéxﬁiﬁnal phra:@ might ruﬂ)

of reforming our grgvi«un results and . cl&im& of even waq%ruw

cturing our so far constructed system,juwst because of Hhe

aystenatlic interconngetions and hence,veporeunssions, In oup
pregant cave,difflounlbive arising in our more detailed in

tovords & wetaphysical sccount of speee end %ime,mipht woil,

lead to drestic revisions even peparding the already PO P
ged divisions of objscts, -

So LTittle then, agﬁiwaﬁ a possible migapprehension
of cuy methodolopy.

Woat naﬁ,ﬁ@,ﬁﬁﬂﬁ1ﬂ~ﬁskwi$,ﬁh@upnﬁitimn
of determinante Viﬁu ~vis the above proposed speoification
of conerote-thingnean?

And,ponerally,vhat is the wonner of constie

tution for determinands,the way. they are in thomselves cone

stituted? WA wey wnobice here thed we come %o the core of ithe
platonie preblem of ﬁh@~&ammnniﬁﬂ;@f~i§@&$§e

Hut fifasly & Yot
sake of sonvenience,We have introduced and nasd *doterminet
and ite cornntes ﬁ@ﬁhﬁiﬁ&lly,tmgﬁigﬁify'tha»@@nn@wtiﬂnrﬁa

f 2]

wminclogicel rwenmark,for the

ware trying %o ﬁmn@iéaﬁ@,t.@rianiﬁﬁﬁmiaal)pwwwgr,m?g&ieatian.

Hence the analyeis into determinegd %hinﬁs é@%@rminantﬁ OE0,

Ds ﬁu% a"y tao thw‘a ¢80 to spesk,For there is

'8 atote platonism on the
i@‘plﬁbimiﬁm and ouyr ovn
'(amo@rﬁing to the intere
the hypas%atigatiaa of
et nd ssparabe

ﬁt ﬁ@ haaatﬁtinpl“,try to

ﬁb“@&%ﬁ of a'r Gonocap
écahyp‘ﬁ%@% s allls whi
abatract th nga in %4 - of pe uli%riti@s mf c@nv@ptuai
structures as asunsh, s though of course bound to vee featue
res peritaining to @@n busl gtructuree 8 TODPTEION{Hw
~tioms of %ho atrusture of reslity.




But novw,vhile intending to condinus spoaking of Jeterminations
eta, in this spoainl,technisal sense,vs mey also availl ours
gelves of & wss of such eapra%ﬂi@na %o aignify the more general,

‘ﬁt ﬁ,ﬁﬁ@.SQ that kh& d@tarmiﬁatenaaa af @@n@rat@ things

i & ®rosult® of{bstteriis constitubted or brought abowt by)
tholr boing determined,snd indeed oflor by) their being doe.
tormined in the apecinl sanse of tﬁ@”karm;ﬁimilaﬁiy~ana d1 &
similarly,in the case of deterwinents,cur terminological
@xtamfiem pernital{withous, of ﬁﬂur@a,any perempteriness) us

to say that thoir ﬁ@tazmin&taﬂﬂaa(tha one they have) is

agein constituted by some,furtheyr 4o be speeified determination
~==though, obviously,not by the spepial determinetion we have
spoken of ,almost gxclusively 4111 now,

Having evailed ocurselves of thails expedisnce,
wo obeserve,firstly,negatively:
v/ 10 gpe forme essendi of datereinante,
and therefore theoiyr determinatenses,is not "built up’ or ¢one
atitated by ﬁ&aiwubeiﬁg'@@%ﬁrminﬁﬁwbyfﬁay of propsr prediw
ecation, Obvicusly sos %te try to viev determinante at all as,
the metaphysionl ﬁuﬁﬁaatﬁiaﬁtemﬁinﬂﬁfﬁkﬁngﬁ}:@f PrOpor DProw=
dication{even irrsspective of %heir beinp constitudsd in
that vhich they ars by thom or not)is to eubvriain the
chtaining of & categorial imposeibility.
144/ So much,also,is safe to claim sven
&% the beginning ﬁf*&ﬁ-&nm&y@iabnﬁ‘ﬂh$~na£ﬂr@ of determinaniss
hosever they may be constitubed and determined{vide sense)},
they are not so constituted and doternined by way of their
conneetion{vhataver this may specifically belwiih objeche
belomging Yo & categery of aobject other than that %o which
thoy thems@lvegfhelang.lnie@d,givan our notions of "connection®
and 436" Ytias bolng eonneo tions h@léing among objects bel&ﬂging

1o, i'} anﬁ bgla
vith {8) & nd hii) rospec
of scetion 4.

Y are moont to conbrasd
ively,at the beginning



.

to different cntegories),it will suffies to pay thed
detorminants are not conabituted by sny "tying® connections,
by any "dyinga®, ‘

, gftgug,ggm i8, then, & determinant {positivaly)
constituted in whet 1% is? o . :

From vhat wo have said %111 now,it isoloar
that dotorminants are structured by the éﬁtarminabl“{ﬂ@t@rmi-
nate “relation® and further that ﬁh@y ary gassntin
strustured,i,6. such a structurs end. the ”ra1ati0n? producing
or sustaining 1t,§aﬁtain se dat@rmtaan%a univ@ramlly,
necesgarily and pez~aa{qua d@ﬁarminanﬁaj

IT. ,
explanatio
alt; one
to {some}proper
them oubt from ¥
rasting ¥ ’
FONBY VRP.
hend we e
its cogpad
or of dete

rather to

Yo & thm ia,it ia{mﬁtﬁm
physi@ally ar ng,gally @r'@a,ega“ya1~y)naeﬁaaary that C
belongs t' K, ' . '

per ge ﬁ@ it

) g
\?ng,@ e &tutaﬁ an

@rdin@rn n&m@a.ity.



We maintain thet the asid “wﬁlatiﬁﬁﬁ,éall 1%
' Deld "r@l&timﬁ“’ i8 the only. one app@aring to pariain gssonii
ally Yo d@t@rm&ﬁ&ntﬁ.ﬁy this,ve é@ net mean %o deny that some
fantures of ithe siruvoiure of é@%@rminantﬁ,anﬂ iméea& of the
determinents ponoerned a&(@aﬁ} th@aa @x&atly daterm&nant&,
may or ere in tru@h due %o a@m@ pther | rel&tiangﬂ of » different
kind holding among éatarmiaantﬂ‘gn the” aﬂnﬁrary,w@ have ro=
peatedly Yry %o @istinguiah tﬁnﬂ@ﬁw :;@f@f an aliopethor diffe.

rent sort thea tha% of the ﬁm@ @n&a*%;ﬁh@% ﬁe'éﬁ cladn ig

?ﬁ aetéistinﬁt fram

1y} i@'n@t p v 88 €
@m@\ﬁ‘buﬁ gua K,

12, JEesay V,pp. §=12 jBesay VI,
b lem hag ) heen ag yot troated
aﬁ@qu&tﬁly mr av@n ﬁ&ﬁi,fﬁgﬁ@rigy




w gk Gw

that any other zelekion allﬁgaﬂly hﬁxaang anong  determinante,
doss nod p@*%ain &ya ;;M_”@; %u tham,at least f@r the reasen

different from b@lmﬁging in. aaﬁi%i@n univ@?mally %a é@%armi«‘
nants,and sonsequantly,in etnjumatian #ith the other featunres
mentioned, te &@t@rmin&n%@ G aa@h,CX heave in mind conneotions
1like %he gupp@ﬂ@d one betveen. béing goloured and being extended),
. The absva indicate
the Ded"relation® 1f correct,ontil

! ayg&r&mﬁ uniguoness of
es us,even gnosiologically,
Yo approach the problem of the concd

Aution of fdederminanta
by meana of the privileged "relation™, '

9/ Buppons that ?i-ﬂ@ﬂﬁ is the proximate dee
torminable of Féumeaﬁ. SR , : - .
. We agks Is Yhe au@aiﬁtam@@ of both P1~n@ﬂs
and Eﬁun@ﬁ& of one and the some gart on ong - pay or footing
as 1% were,er is th@x@ any. gign fivant ﬁiff@?@ﬁﬁﬁ rﬂgariin@ .
- thelr gubsistence?. E@r@ artieul&ﬁ@ély}:r@@grﬁing the tveo mentio=
ned determinente,is the costifution of what‘ﬁhey,@r@.aﬁé of

their beiog what they are different in 28oh CAEGme=OE,
parhaps better,is %hﬂirnﬁeingragnati$ﬂtﬁﬁ»ﬁa.ﬁﬁ\%@.ha»&ﬁfimﬁﬁ
or dotermined by theiy veupeetive Fformes essendi differont
in each vase or noil | - :

But what kind of difforvence sre we interssted
in? Surely,they differ in that they have different formae
ggsendie==though ih%iﬁ%%@iy‘eﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%&~én@ﬁ€ in thiéssenss,
of couras,they,end henee alag their anb&&ﬁt@me% in general,
are different, “%kﬁutﬁﬁW@V@r,this is not Yo the point, Our
problan consigke rather herve im the quﬁxy,wh@thtw the subpletonca
of %he eone is eimilar %o that of the othor,in respect of theiw




I &

both subsisting independently of sr or nob, The

poing is the aap@néeﬁt or iﬁéﬁ?&ﬁl@ﬁﬁ\@ﬂ ecach othor) cherpcter
of thoir subsistense,not thelr exlebence itself or other 4
differencoes c&n&%@niﬁgvﬁhair roppeetive fopnas ozaondi,

Buk 1ot us proceed towards & wove prociss and
adequata formulation. of the problem, .

ﬁ@%ﬁrmiaan%gﬂb@iﬁ - ¥hings,they have tbhelr exie
stence cmnsiﬂ%~in»ﬁm§ﬁ‘thﬁirnbﬁimgcﬁﬁﬁt\wﬁiﬁﬁ they are,in
jrat their haviﬁgw%h@»f@rmaragm@nﬁivwaharamﬁ@riﬁing‘ar
daterpininglin %hﬁvﬁiﬁﬂqﬂ@ﬂaﬁjafh&mf§&~ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%i%ﬁ%iﬁg them ag
the things they are.To mark thﬁ‘gﬁaniiariﬁiﬁ@ ragarding
the modus &xi%%@n@i;@f éeﬁﬂrminéa%@,ﬂggaﬁsa,aa in Besay VII,
part A vwe may eali-th@ir<p&rt&@aﬁ&rfﬁayV@f oxisting
*subsistoncs?, We then are able to suy: tho mubeistence of |
a determinant oonslsts in i%e haviog the forme ¢ssendi cols
stituting 1% s the thing it is,

But now we heve already romarke that
determinanta axﬁﬁn5f~ﬁ@m&%i%u%%éa@%aﬁé%ﬁfﬁiﬂ@ﬁ‘in thoir boling
or nature by wey of proper predisation,nor are they at all
80 conntituted or determined through a conuncotive tielbe
1% vouparable %@'pfgﬁawxﬁrﬁéiﬁaiiaﬂ»@% ank}. tavabﬁ@a%a
belonging %o any. othow. gmﬁ@g@ry,@y5@g,th@% s, than 1;,,,
osn, The qaﬁﬂ%iom,%h@ﬁ,imm@ﬁiataly ari&@ﬁ,@h@th@r they are
constituted,vholly oy partielly,by Trelations® %o objects
belong ing to ihe sand categoxy with thew,i.0. to determinanta,
And indﬁ@a,%h@,quﬁa%iéﬂfbﬁ@@m@ﬂ»mgy@lyw@a&ingfﬁua'%@ the
eircumstence thet one kindland only

418

r one secording . to our
contantion ebove) of such “kﬁlﬁ%i@nﬁ,mama;y the DeD® relotion®,
neturally susgests i%ﬁaif ap Tulfild
nation in question,

ng the role of dotermnie

As ﬂlwﬁﬂﬁiﬁ of this,we are faced with tvwo inie
(¥ial albernandivess

13, In [111%) sbove,p.i%.



-:I B

&l Determinants sre wvhat they are,pal in |
virtuwe of any @ﬂnn@@ﬁ;@n #ith anyﬁhiﬁggﬁh@y ars not constie
tuted or dat@rm;n@m-aa.th@ things %they ere by any kind of
connection te any hiﬂﬁ~éf sbiset. bot we call $his indepondence
of detorminanis respsoding thedr constilufion. and,;bence,their
subsdistence *@@lfmﬁuff&ﬁi@ﬁmyﬁimﬁﬁapﬁyﬁiwal,af‘w@uxw%})@

To be noticed thﬁ%,ﬁhiﬂ«iﬂ’muahaﬁ@§ﬁ>%%&m~thavinﬁ@paﬂﬁ@n@@,

ageribed to %h@m«iﬂyﬁsﬁ@y Vi, Part A,whioh sas wmerely indce

pendenve from the nexue. of exemplification or detarmination

iration WE say then,sccordidg

te the present alisrnativer deterainants ave selfesuffisciont

in their ha%ngfh@&%,@f;@@urw@,iﬁ4ﬁhair«h@iﬂgm@mmathihguana~‘

in their beling-eimpliciter)jthey swbsist selfesufficienily

ss vegards their constitutionsew-or they heve solfesubeistonce,
' ~Bf’@ﬁﬁﬁfariwiﬁ@*ﬁ:ﬁhﬁﬁh@-ﬁ%@ﬁnﬁ alisrnativa.

Deterninants are generally consbituted through their wmubually

in striet ﬁ@ma@iige@fﬁwGp@r pE

standing in DD "razletione® to cach ohher,{The Ygenerally?
is roguired at %hiaa?’fgihwaauﬂg;*”‘ 4 alternative
covers in fack a wariely of subesaliernetives to bo dise

¢ things from this point,

4hey are end subsist,ine
depandently ﬁf,ﬁnykﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁiﬁnw%ﬁ}aﬁy‘kiﬁﬂ=ﬁf ol joet gave

of their ovn Del ®pel Zi@nﬁﬁw%ﬁ;@@é&eﬁﬁh@fa&et@#min&ntﬂiﬁiffﬁu
rent in esch ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%;}77§rﬁiﬂ&nﬁﬂ&&®@'iﬁﬁﬁp&ﬁ&@ﬁ%-inaﬁhﬁﬁf
being, from &my%hiﬁg-%i & than other determinanies and Trelations™
Y0 them.Their sslfepuffic loney 418 - perfectiit ia.
independense in boing. from &nythin? gxbernal ¥o thepes=

and only restricted by thelr own of tured system,aseh ond
being dependent on that part of i%,with whieh 1t emiers. inko
connocking " reletione®, Their self ﬁﬁﬁb&iﬁ%@ﬂ@@ ig valative,

tinguisghed below),We mey say,saoir
of viev,that determinents are whe

though relative on sesount of their @ﬁﬁ,xﬂ%@#yﬂ@%ﬁ@ﬁiﬁ&ti@ﬁa
alone, - ‘ -
To. pnﬁ 1% hr&@fly“ -

ding teo (A} deterninsnte stond in the
“roletlone®™ they stand and form the strustured system they
form in virtuve of their being vhat they arae,

Aoeo

Aeeording to (B) dstorminants ave,in geneval,
whot they are in viritue of thelr stending in ﬁhﬁ‘“r@l&tim&ﬁ“
they stand and of being constitusnts of the sbruetured



aystem %o whish thay boelong.

19/ A% & second step of divisilon,we distine
guish various Torms which alternstive {B) way. nesune,

One pubdivieion of 14 way effeeted, by
bringing for 1% %o bear the éaatiﬁeﬁiaa batvoon De0 ¥yrolie
%iong® and such othor speeial ”ralﬁtian:“ som¥ributing %o
the atruweturing of detorminents ints g wnified syptem,as
thay may happ@ﬂior betber,be th@‘@&ﬁm} 6 hold among thom

=wwghethoy they are.of one kind oy of ﬂavgwaigﬁaviﬁg into

aceount this ﬁ;s#imm%i@n,ma may divide {8). sccording to
Whether somelet. lemst)sbruchuring ®relatime®

ofher than the wniversally end sgmentislly strusturing

DD *rolation® jare alse consbity

ve,din oome way or other,

of the being of determinanis which they conneod,
0% ndk,and only BeD ®relations® are sonstie

Sutive,in the way they are.

We wmay christon bthese auﬁal%@ra&ﬁiv@& Ry
and "Bt resppoctively.

13{~ﬁﬁﬁ%h@?Mg%H§ @&$h&?%¥m@ﬁ®mim@@?%&nt,~
gubdivision ﬁfiEgﬁrr@ﬁliy~ﬂr@ﬁﬂﬁﬁQi_;@ugh=ﬁh@,fﬁrm@r aivieion,
Yot, I shall expound i%,for simpl yﬁyiﬁw@aﬁ%sanﬁihﬁ@au%@ %
shall not ba cececupied Yor the time being with probloms
conserning that divislowgss 1f 1% wore & subdiviaion of (Bee)
solaly. K

We wey %eke. potice,firstly, that the DD
"relation® ila an irrefleaikide and. saymmetsicallnot simply

nonwoynmetrical) ongewetho gecond, provided,of course,thot ve
®diract® it, 80 we may,fnr @m&npk@,@ignify fhe twa puasible




#ggractions® by vwrilting ‘E B ® and *E%m!@' rospectively,
in suneh & way thaf,in. th@ a&ma of pup stexndsrd exanple
{or rather, axamplgﬁﬁehama),we sould baye truly, that |
Fzﬂn@aaib w?), }@ genasegand alse Yhat: Eﬁﬂﬂﬁ&&i)tmﬁ }E T GEED
{(Wo shall try S0 avoid this notaviong,as 4t is relativ@ly plain
in each p&xt&@hl&r-g&ﬁ@_frﬁm the conjext,vhat is really reguired,
Wov. the noticed Pdirectedness®™ of the : A,
"relation® at hand,suvggests or rather hinis bowerds the followe
ing principle of further divialon, - . - :
The goweral contention,in vhich albornative
{B) consiste,being to the offoct thed determinants are
congtituted{in vhat they are) by their standing in Ded
"relations" sone %o anobher,a principle of division 18 natuse
rally demanded differentiating Yhe. primse focie pogaible Ipoe
cifie ways of such & constitutionior determination of theiw .
being ), And indesd,ve nay distinguis

- khree anch gensral ways,
jointly exhauwstive of the bhoorsitionlly available poseibilities
and singly sxelusive of sach other.Thess arep .
Ij The determinate determinant,gus dgiormi.
neto,is conestituted|partly at least)by its standing in the
DB "relation”™ %o ita determinable.Bub the sorvespending
{proximate) d@%@rmﬁﬁaﬁiawis~a@ﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?iﬁuﬁaﬁ-aﬁallAby itw
gtanding in %he [oonveorse) D0 ®relstion® %o ito said dotormie
nafid deberminant, . : ‘

11/ The dsierminate detarminent is not

consbituted by 1o standing in the Dl Trelation® %o its proe

*imate determinable,but the latter 18 8o constitubted by iis

entering inte the {eonverse) DeD Prolation™ with ths Tormer.
Iiijaﬁaﬁh sntitics{indspd things)

standing in thﬁAﬁﬁﬂ?§@3&%$@ﬁﬁ«ﬁ?ﬂ«@&nﬁﬁitﬂﬁﬁﬂ in . thelr notures

by their so stending: in it.e-thbugh,;porbaps,ihe constitution

is eftecied in dMfforent weys in the tvo ceeess the point

ip that their embteoring into that "yelation™ constitutes them

in asome woy or ¢ther, -




~x3f - Befors embarking on & sysiematio
investization @f £h§amﬁ£t@r,w@¢may remark that while asccording
to th@«aabaxﬁarnative.EIiégahamlﬁﬁéiy-&@ﬁ@rminaﬂﬁ#w@e-

torminents are the weally absolutely independont and

selfwaufficient in their being abatract things,on the

sontrary,in socordunce gith vyisw {I),s5uch exisbential

indapendenes &nd naturwegelf-sulfficloncy portains only to

the hirheogt g@ﬁ@?ﬂ;ﬂﬁa@f;ﬁhiﬁhmﬁ shateact thinga fall

sition %o bobh )
in effact absolute” . ind

¢ “V’w@ufiiai%ney Yo
all end any deborminent on whalever

ieved of Jdetormineteness,
(The precise sontent and implications of sueh & denial will.
hove %o be investigated below). -

To add,dn a proliminery fashion,significent
nistorical ?%r@p@o%iva,ﬁs ohaerve that,disregarding for o
mnewmont the ezr@umx%ans@ thet owr determinants are rather
really svbaisting ; LETE . in themsalves than species and
gonsra{in sbriet senme) of eamar@t& thinga,view {11j artie
ealﬂ£@@ gome esmiral and @aa@nﬁialaf@atux@;af the Aristotelian

ﬂyﬂ%@m,ﬁhﬁr@&ﬁfVi@?:{ﬁﬁ,@ﬁf?@ﬁpﬁﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬁgﬁ&ﬁly o one mdjor
structural vendency of the FPlaton

{o doetrinegfor $he develope
ment of vwhish one must cowmpore Neoplatenie metephysios,
Finally,view {1I1) may be h31§~%@“HE—&gﬁfi%Ehlﬁ?%@«S?ﬁusipuﬁw
in the sense that i% maey bs held %o represent an articulste
formulation of what con be speonlativoly extracted from the |,
slendaer svidenes ©

cgophorts thaory,Put anye
way,%e shall have ocoanion %o roturn to theme interpretmtive

warning the phi

attampia, - : .
- Wo only now remark,that the diflorvenca(dise
ragard of which I have ashed for % a@ﬁi&t@ly above Ybotween

our detorminants ond second aub: - govclos end

genera of @%ﬁ@ﬁ@%@ things)is pat identienl with the differvenece

14, I say ‘&b%alﬂ%@'«%ﬁuau@@ deteraninante ave
et any reto independ: %! ir being of anything
gloe theon their own &truﬁtnraﬂ'syﬁt@mo




between the accideniel and the essential.Por an the one

nand there are items. essentially perianining 4o the things

Yo whisch they halong,and vet not being species or gensra of.
concrete ﬁhingsﬁnﬁmﬁiy,ﬁpecifiﬁx&iffﬁr@nﬁaﬂﬂiﬂ‘ﬂﬁriatf&@n&%,
not sccprding %o our appropriation) dividing a gonus %o its
specieee {in order 4o refer to.& clear ense),And on the

other heundyouwr detesrminants inaiu@ﬁfbﬁtﬁ\&@aid@ﬂt&l and
sasential charrciera,as Beaay I1l-had,hapsfully,shown, The
difference baitvesa th@ Svo mentioned differveunces and
distinctions rather Lmnazsta in thet the first dreva a disitine
chion betwesn the characisrelike. and the svbstaniial;vhoress
the sgecond amounts %o the distinction of %he accidental.

from the esssntial in a sonse of teesentiality’ which does
not coincide with subsfantiality.But of all tmisyiat@r’an.

(I remark,that "eesential' in 4the abyve pavegraph covers pris
wmarily essendiality in the sphore  of concyede thinga,but

it esn algo be extended so as %o cover gesentlality as

regards kinds of objeet in b@nayaiiﬁi

j&[ Doterminants being things,their exisbence
wib

Ehs forma
egsandi which they have,But whot {eort of }formse essendi
do they have? ' '

ie their being what they ars,their "haviag

14, See nsl1Il above,

I8¢ "?ﬁfffﬁf’*f 73" od @mmmaa faunﬁ 'havin«* ar@

“having" th& forna @ﬁﬁmnéi xhiuh 1% has*



Bvidently,vhat & detormimant 1s must be
elogely eonnectad wiﬁhﬁ@ha% a oonerete Yhing is in cape thet

it ig detoruined by the said detorminant,For,oay,;Panéss

juat is what dobarwm o soncrete thing when this is P

1% ig %hat,by resson” of vhich and in wirtue of thelr
6@tarminaﬁiam'bv?ﬂhiéh\é@nn?et@»%hiumqrﬁ%@ what thay are,
in the pariienlay r@agec% in whieh wo consider thom,i.09.
aa being P, e ' S

We way nlso say,bhat Penesd is the Lormal caus

of all concrets things which are ¥ in respoct af thailr
being Pyor batier,the formeloaunse of the being P of any and
avary concrate ¥hing whish ig P,

But here ve wust garefully drav a distinciion,
the nouwobservanse of which results in grave confus I otieme

both in systowstic and inverpratetive philosephy,

Suppese that a iz P,Then Puness iz the causa

or ground of a's baing

P,not nécessarily of &'s-bﬁjyz
This is what we mean in saying that-
gauge of a8%s haing P, WE shall call ow rcsy@néir ly 'ef;mui@n%

ihe ground of or wvhat effgcls ats

causs? of aty being

P,%he canase or ®resson® of a%s hail
P, The Lo

being p Pethat in virtue .

of which & sucoeeda in being

. caupes sceount For

thingsgaffinient causen acoount for $he hawving,on the park

of the concrete things concerned,of the 5884 oonsiituents
in the formn essendi, ‘

Hotice thet efficient csunssgybe here deflned,

are not causes of & concvete thing®s suce tout courd.
Thought it nust be sdwitied thet thev gomahow contribute teo
the existences,But 1% i2 not here The proper place te pursus
an investizetion imbo this and connoeted problems further on,

Surely one may slaverate in the aebove proe
posed distinction.But we shall ﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ-ﬁﬁ;eiﬂar that the tvg
potiong of formal and efficient cause are distinch.

mt hers &he Ié bﬁ intﬁrpxat@a anﬁ@lﬁ-

16, The ¥re:
gioally ,ons we, TR
vith Yeeuset in respocd
ageinglin o B8rke: ontol
veing in genors .tl@m@a?@




Formel and efficient osuse ave notionally ﬂifs‘ﬁim‘:’s, or,
what amounits 4o the same thing seen,ss 1t were,from the
other end of it,they are distindt In. respsct of being,
{In case that %bis sounds like e paymdox,nolice thal,ap we ,
have already remarked,somebhing. n@taan&l to speak very genoe
rally,is not just apmething coneeived in thowght in so far
ng it ip @imply conceived in thmﬁgh%gbut'iﬁ gomething -
smrrsgilg or vithlgoodesareally & puperiluity)Reason so.
conceived. And, ol courage,the Nmrm af Hemson is Realityeoe
to utter a slagunj,’ ' '

RBub then the question arises of vwhather.
formal and efficient cause are alee "factually? distinct,
or dimtinet iun. respeci of tho cbjests or.entities whieh arve
formal or efficient causes,or ong may consirue the distinction
betweon maticna&~ﬁn@-f&@tu&l,iﬁ&niity/gaMan@@a/diffewﬁnﬁaf
otherneas,ss the diptinction,regardivg %ve {valid)eoncephs
A and B,betvesn on the one hand the identity/eto. of being A
vwith being B,and wn the otbeyr hand the identity/ete, of that
whieh 48 A with thet which is B, Ratiﬁa that,on this agcound,

ybigets to be potionally

it ie just as well possible for two isoks
the sams in r@ﬁpﬂetwﬁfv&fﬂﬁrt&imwﬁﬁmﬂﬁpﬁ{iﬂ‘ﬁh&s Lhey fell

under one and 4he pame kind er in_ihat they ebhibit one and .
the same characher,or,in genorel,sh in that they present bvhome

selves undayr one and the. aame‘j q., heir 5me«namaly,hhe

Lh@ SRR @hg®ct t@ b@ n@tl@nally ﬁlvara% JAn that it c@ﬁxempli~
fies two or morxe distimet kinda agfshar&aﬁ@ra ar,ln general,
forms of being. In the. latter aase e Ay formulate bhe
circumstence by some guch prepaai&ian~aw«iﬁat “the A is
notionally different from,but factuslly identical with, the BY,
just ag we moy sxpress the former case by the use of some such
pentence ne 'the A is notlonally 4he same though foctunlly

sorresponding vords im Anelent Greek,Medieval and
Rationelisticlas & historical movement) wotaphysiecs.



gifferent from the A¥,{In ahg former propogitiongel course,
Eihe A¢ and tthe BY pafer tothe seme gob ek

% oar two helnos,
in the latter sonfence *ihs A and *the AY rafer to fwo

Je¥et, 40 such stotements.

diffeorent wh p¢%m7aﬁ‘@ﬁ9{in§g%@;

sound illegitimate ev defectiveywve miy revert %o the explicoe

. I?
tion givan above’

,we,agﬁgﬁokh@n'th&%lﬁafbﬂ'a Topmal osuse and

are two differentydistinet “ﬁhiﬁw o ¢ lreumstanced, Buk 54111;
is it neceswarily the cunes that what ie. s forwal cause is

alse an efficiont @ne”%urﬁhﬁffiﬁfiﬁim@ueﬁﬁarily tha case that
ihe entailment holds in the reverse dirsetion? S+ill

further,if the answer to both préviows guestions is negative,

the case thot vhat is & formal eaunse should
also be an ?fl@l@nt one?” 18 :
Wo havs geen that the formal causs of a's
being P is ?&Hﬁ@%fiﬁﬁﬁlfwThﬂ?ﬂ%ﬁvﬁuquéﬂtiﬂﬂu wmigzht than
raphrase themselves in. the Tolloving wein queationg
- Could Penass be also an afficient cause,the
faotts efficisnt couse? ‘

Obviously nol,For if thie could be so,then a

would have %o be P during all 4he period of 1ts existence,

1l only 1% waa P ai any ORG. qument ﬁ,+h1n it.For 4f a 18 P

at any @waf%%%enb and ite bai of

I7e g
‘mt@lian

- to being
(A cann@m

18,

'@n.qu@sﬁ anE abeut th@
na%ur@ ; , siome boiag anywey
c@nn@a%@d as ﬁl@?if}lng theiy role or function in the
Reality's Eaen@mys




w2 6w

being P io caused by Penese alone,then there iz no rgason
vhatever vhy &t any other moment 4% should cnsse to be P,
8¢ wuch is surely gusrantesd byuthﬂ~@rineipler@fzauffi@ien%
Roason,Bo that,genorally,if P.ness alone were the. efficient
e woll as the formsl cause of anypbhing's being P, then
pither everythingland for the whole duration of ihﬁ»@xiat@ne@)
or nothing should be Plin the domein of concrete things).
{There are some further complications in this connsction,
but I shall not trest of them here,They relate pa&%ly to
the exerciss of an officient cause's metivity,partly to

the notion of an ulbimate Efficient Camuse),

. Now the sbove consgfuencos are cortninly
abaurﬁ.lnda@d,by.exﬁanﬁimg~%hau&ﬁgﬁmanﬁ,iﬁve&n be eaasily
shown that,on this supposition,the World sould have to .
gonsist in a fixed number of changeloss concrete things,
remoining everlastingly idenmtieally the sams,and absolutoly
similar in all their determinations,

14/ EBvidently then,determinants,i.0. the
formal causes of factu,gcannpt possibly bo their effisciond
causeg an wall,on pains of the above ebsurdities,Bul,vhere
we ptay,to say thips is ﬂurély;naﬁ anoughgws have to asky
What sort of impussibility. is the onms involwed hore?.
Avpurdities,it should be reminded,ususlly
point %o nothing wore then fundamental indeed in respsst of
the (actual) World structure,yet f*ﬁx5f#,9as we term them)
impossibilities:the World, the sctual World,our World amd our
experience of 1% if you like,is ju&%“nlﬁ 21l this, S%111,vwe
naturally wamﬁfta~kﬁé$»vhathér‘thar@ is senmething wors
in the indicated imposeidbility then simply an incompeatibility
with the fundamentel struciture of tha aetual World ap setual
World{er,oven worso,vith the ganeral f@&taxaa of our experience
of the setunal World as o pariie r.made of syarene ”
it,0r, 60 take the final

stop t@rards %h@,ﬁantian abyaa gith

the fundamentael siruvoturs of our sengitive and intelleotual



w BT

constitution)ew=wss it happans to be,sc %o spesk{this incidenta.
lity not te be confussd vwith accidonts within the World).

I think,there is something more, Indewd,
mnush more,For one ean show,if 1 sw not mistuken,that the
imposeikility involved ie aatﬁgari&iu_aﬁﬁ@fhﬁghaa%i@r
deepest, Gepending on the picture) one,VWs m&y:azgﬁaaaa
follows: | '

1f doterminants conld be efficiont causes
of faatagthey~ﬁﬁu1§jgﬁ%,halp-nat ¥ &1&y being so in any
and gvery ccoasion, Por there is nothing pertnining %o detormi-
nante,gua determinants in ganer&l » the ﬁatarminantﬁ
they are,in sccordsnce with or fding on occapionst
they themselves provide %ha fﬂuné& o of any @aaaaiﬂnal or
sircumstentisl poesibilivy,wnder the eusploes. of only
logicald and @a%agarial.m@ﬂalitgig

I% wight be objsoted that there ia af lﬁﬂﬁt
one something bolonging(and net bolon ““g);ta deterainanis
occasionally,cirouwmabantially ané"aﬂ f&r'aa they themsalves

are econcerned,imcidentally,namoly particular exemplifieations
in various concrake things.Bubt we. have argusd in Bsesey 11

and Basay V¥II{Psrt A) that %hi&~§éﬁﬁfﬁﬁ% affect neither

the forme essendi of determinante nox,consequently,their.
suboistence, Thus sctual or possible particular exemplificotion
. belong to determinantn,cannct be considsred

dose net ragall
ag & proper pra@&rﬁy»@f~them;af'rﬁﬁhé§ywha%:§élenga~ﬁ@ thom
{without,even this,as vo hove noded,constituting them,
gither by way of contribution %o thelr forme essendi,or %o
thair axiwt@n@a}in~virkmé @ffﬁhéir~b$1§g daterminente,is the
{catoegorially na@@ﬂai%aﬁad} gengral poesibility of exewplia
cationgbut this iﬁ~ﬂ@%f$irﬁﬁm§$&&§i&l pr ineidental a4 all,
belonging %o thﬁm,nﬁiﬂa@@ally,aaﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁiily and indedd
essentinlly{in the previoudly ezpleined wonse).

19. For some devel nt of

with tmpﬁ am% guall

hie theme togothow
ot afferting our




A partieul&r axemﬁiifa@a%ian of a doterminant
is of @@mpl@t@ and abaalute inﬁiff&renae ag %o its b&ing,
Hemoo it cannot be that the é@t@rminaa% itsﬂlf Briagﬂ about
the faei @afr@spaﬁﬁing %c such an ax@mplifiaati@n.in the
other band, it ie _gﬁﬁn%wajiin our stréng sense of the term)
to determinents thad thay be f@rmal causas of (3imp19)
facta, Thie e@naiﬁ@ra%igﬂ we rka. tha s&nt@é contrask,

Po put it semehow garaﬁexia&lig:if doterminants
pould bal{qgua ﬁa%ermin&nta) afficiont causes of facts, then
th@y vould be necapsarily ﬂush.{&nd 1ﬂﬁe®ﬁ thia 18 gongw

uggverﬁallyt@ %hgm,b%la&gs e thﬁm iﬂ ﬁ%riat eataga&i&l neewEgie
ﬁy;wh&t balangs inﬂiviﬂu&liy or aeveralxy to th@m,h@l@ﬁg@

pﬁrtly beloag 1@gi¢a11y nﬁeesaarily} ?a pu% it briafly;

the naturgs and conngetions of detatminantﬂ are gk
2!

we taphysically AECHHBOTY
But our 3?@?&9%& objeetor usy very well not

hevo been eilennped, Tw@ kinds @f prﬁminan% @aunteraxamplﬁa

are most 1likely 4o b& wrged &gainat thﬂ walidity of the claimed

thesis. The one hes alremﬁy boen mﬂnti@n@ﬁ:it zelat@ﬁ $0 porii-

ecular @x@mplifieatiena.whe other rsgaras detorminants ap e.

objects of mindts mental attituéea tsvawéa them, le@ us say,

apkions of them,

Ag té %he formes, tm gome to it once again,

part. of the r@ply aﬁnﬁiﬂts in &r&wing aﬁt@mﬁiam,aa ¥vs have

of mindd songs

done, e the n&tsg@wial ﬁiff@ranma h@twﬁan prap@r'ralatienﬁ
{relating concrete. thing@)and gyan ”x@lﬂtiamsﬁ on the one
hand and axemmlifica%ﬁry ti&ﬁi@annaa%ing doterminants to

20, Tox qualifieﬁtiﬁna ﬁhi&h only strengthen,
by moans of further articulation,this doctrine
ese gection 24,below,



¢ oncrete thinwa)&nﬁ in g@nﬁra1~tiaﬂgi on the other, I

2 ia R %o b,then @@r%ainlv b ia ,_15\§ﬁmﬁhaw/r@la%@a)ta a,

and b has the z@l&ti@mal ?repﬁrty of b@in@ ¥ %o a,this being
includad in ite (%iﬁ&iy ﬁ@ﬂﬂﬁlv;ﬂﬁ@ﬂmylﬁtﬂ ﬂ@t@rmin&tmandgw

and so forming pa: “hawev&r ingign fieant m@tmphy@a@ally

and aiSp@naablé\yar ¢~af ite farma@(sénﬁi.%uita athervise
witha %ying conmeobion of a. with -

mesm.lf ﬁ.ﬂ#%@,%@ Ny grannfe
tleally chenge the active vales @f the gentenes ‘a axenpliem

fiom P=ness® to the gaaﬁmva va&e@ of "Pengps is oxemplified.

by al'jor tha pagalve. vaia@ of Y8 iﬁ ﬂ@tarmin&é(pxayaruﬁradiu,
eatively Jby Peneso® to. the aﬂtiv@ gf 'E wUEE ﬂ@ﬁ@rmin@ﬂ(px@n
p@rwpr@ﬂiea&ivglv)a' But it is ebviaumly unvarranted and

unwarraniebls Yo pr@g@at‘%haga grapmatical transponitions

to tha‘gmt@l@giaal-1ﬂvﬁlyﬁn@h~&gr@ s ion only betrays basis-
sally and et the lpat anslysis the failurs %o grasp the wvorkings
of philoaephical axgl@n&tion{aca@réir?,na@diasa Yo say,to

our vies)itithe meniloned @intnnc@s are used. wikhin, & Bnoo=
rotico~gystonatio aceﬁun%a of vhat~it 18 for soncrote things

to have properiies{relational oF no' :
really svoileble for o similar tysatmens,us stating something
to be soeownted in ths. some mort of. gay asg proper fasts ave
accounted by weans of. ﬁh&t the aa””@n“as in quostion shele

or expross.And this failure is unéﬁ;ﬂw&ﬁ;ahly,but unjustifiob ly

}Nth@r@¢ar®,are nok

RI1. Eh@ p”umal of * 44 st 1a vother n@fhiﬁg ‘more th&n

ﬁig@uaaian df egnuaa%iaﬂﬁying
. hﬁs&?. o o .
23, L

25 J f @@u?ﬁ@,%bat sugh 1a@u
tiong &ay,ma @ or leass o allylas . caed bo philaaa
sophieal deeign),find their way ovon in ordinary dige
covrse with mganinva te be explorad,clegpified and
solentifieally explained by scientific Linguistios.’
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ssginked by %he slrgunsbance, na%uf%iiy sunpbasised by the
exponent of the theowy himself,that by means of{the form of) ,
sueh theoretical propositions he purporis %o o amalyﬂ@ and @xhau
bid p@@@piﬁu@uwly the real strusiure . of the gelfgame. ;aat
ordinarily expresssd by the simper @ént@na@& thus. aﬂ@aﬁr&ging
in $he wind of ihe thoughtlsss whe %hﬁugn% ﬁha% same oonbent
ealls for seme freaiment,On the other hané th@a@ makh@é@lan
gleal and meta@hii%aaphigal congider taana have theiy sraetd
ontological cvunfarpard in W%ﬁf»ﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁﬂin:g&ﬁﬁ@ﬁl &
major searce of &Eﬁisxsaiiﬂﬁi@’ﬁﬁlﬁmﬁaﬁ;ﬂﬁm@lg the poustines
ae much naive a5 orroneous cupposition Shet abstract %hings
are affer all %o beo. eoncaived if no¥ a¢ a kind of eoncrete
things,at sny rate on. the anal&gy %a thmm,ané h@na@,xa the
prosont ocase,that the roletions. &mﬁng %she . 1@%%@: are nob
fundapentally &iff@r@nu Arom tyi

g sonnections b@twean those
and the former,To puk 1% briofly and g‘"@fa&lyﬁlf kx,kg,...
are kinda of object aakﬁaﬁiaag@& by h@th resiicn and antie
realibmgand k* an@%h@r kind p%ﬂ@i %y the farwcr and deodied
nonwoxistent by the iﬁtt@r,%han an. ims@r%&ﬁ% part of the latierds
misgiviags and snsuing argwments agained Hhe affivmation of
ks oxiptence constitules r@mllytaﬂé wEually, to the antie
realistts ipnorance of the f&nt)‘ffth@ real nature and pover
of his ovn menitel tvoublsslen @ff, ,i?@ weapon sgeinat
misconceptions of k. baa@ﬁ on aud drawn ff@m faulty - anaiagi@a
to various &@kﬂ@%l@ﬁgﬁ&l} @xzsﬁing Eimﬁ&.!m guch & ocaga,

the thorough resliist would nok leave $ha -@gp:@mmi%y to mvail
bimeelf Qf,th@fﬁﬁﬁi%i?ﬁ~ﬁign%fi€&£ﬁ@‘ﬁfV%h@&&nti*?@ali@%*E
negatively=-thought objections. (Te give an eminend oxample,
this,in trulb,is wvhat, ¥ b liave, fl&nl dves in the first pard
of his “E&rmauiﬁ@aﬂ). ‘

It is. %o b@ natic@d %hat we d¢ not held that
w%&-a@nﬁtitutiv@ of the
being of the objset slondiug in.ﬁa&h~ﬁﬁ*@ﬁ@;%§'@ﬁm&thing
elsesthe @Eﬁmplifiﬁ&ﬁi@ﬁ»ﬁﬁxnﬁ,fﬁf~ﬁ$ﬂm§}@5waaliy/ﬁaﬂﬁtituﬁﬂﬁ
the forma espendi of sonerete bthings,What it is olaimed,

entranes inko &.ﬁiaaﬂtan@@ua@ﬁ-g



i thet such constitwbion iw pol

necagaary(to happen)
in the way that sven ﬁn‘Eﬂwlﬂﬁﬁﬁ§@§~¥ﬁié%i@nal @r@p@%ﬁy: 
eonshituies en aspeet however suporficial of the boing of
2 conc¥te thing entering in the oorresponding relsbion to
another eanaw@te'thgﬁg.ﬁma fuf%hex;iﬁ %&s«b@én«arguﬁdﬁﬁ
that sueh emna%iﬁuﬁiﬁn.ﬁsas nﬁk‘aaaﬁmrin‘%h@ gnag and on .
the part of = ﬁs%ﬂ?ﬁinﬁﬂ%‘a,axaﬁplifiﬁﬁﬁiﬁmgﬁh@,%h&la,ﬁﬁiﬁt,
to put 1% sinply,ts %o the effeck that sush-oensdddusion
an ebjection %4¢ ﬁhi&f%hﬁ%iﬁgb&ﬂ@@Q@n%ﬁh@-g?amiséa that
conerete thingﬁia@efg@nmtitwﬁﬁﬁmiﬁfthﬁkrﬁh@y3&§a°§g their
standing. in exemplifloebory %isesonneet iome 40 detorninants,
and that,if sonething ig ﬁﬂ»ﬂff@ﬁﬁaé By ity tyinge-comnection
{notirelation}with something @iﬁﬂiiﬁ&ﬁ-@hﬁﬁ-iaﬁt&r’nbjﬁet
iz alse similariy,though as it were. converssly,effocted
by its{the latteris) sonverse tyiﬁggaannaetimn with the
formerese-ean objeation bassd &ﬁyﬁh@ﬁﬁ-?ﬁémiﬁﬁﬂ is dinvalid.
bepauss of %h@.fﬁiﬁiﬁyng the gecomd suppesiitlonia faleity,.
partly bosed on %heln@nﬁ¥@eagnﬁiiﬁﬁ7af the categorial diffoe-
ronse boteeen rolsticns and ties), -

The second kiﬁ@gﬁf sovnteroxanple mentioned
above appears m@rﬁ aif£i@u1%w§§?,vhﬁ% ty@&faf»@ﬁnaamti@n is
the one holdiog between e mind and & determinant vhen the
mind §dinks g{,aﬁ~§vgyﬁiéﬁe,h@% the. Shought or the consepi{ion)
of , the detorminent®?{0f course,sueh & thouzbt or conception .
hos verious modesgmodes of reprosentaiion ome would like to sey,ed
of intelligible veprosentation).

Gloarly it camnet bH & proper reletionsfor
the connected items are met both of them conorede things

{minds are sspamad %o be

24, ' - For the notion of up-~istanced relation
and r@lﬂtﬂﬁ @@ﬁﬁ@pﬁ§@@e@‘Egsﬁx vI.

25, 'V«\'ga_g&ﬂay vzx;ﬁﬁ?t fgandygindirectly,in
Bogay Il. o
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goncrete thing )elt sould geen th@ﬁ,thaﬁ thinking or concois
ving should bes @ peeuliar tie, &t Ieest in that. %hcyaannaet
objecta belonging %o diff@t@nt,&ﬁﬁ@wgrif{.If #0,1% would

be natural %o elaiwm thet just‘agw%h&*@ﬁ@mplifxmaﬁiﬁn of doe
torminonts lecwves ﬁhﬁm;memple%eiyiéﬂwiﬁ¢WQt@,ﬁnﬁﬁuﬁhe&,

in the same way the thinking of them,thelr being cbjects of
thought or concaption,is of complets ontologisal indiffeorence
%0 themmew=notwithstanding hhe ﬁwin-féﬁﬁﬁiihaﬁfﬂ@mar@t@ thinge
tuted. in their being by
such exemplifications,end,correspondingly,thet ninds thinking
{ef} deterpinants ave intrinsicslly modificd %hrowgh suoh

rly folt that we ceuld
inking as tie.Se that we
discern claarly twe metters,regmrding which the aystom strengly
calls for further elaboration. aﬁé7ar%ieu1aﬁimw%%he two mathers
are,firet,the nature of menneﬁ%iaﬁﬁain gensral, ralati@mal
Trolational® and tying. onog, andy gacond

exemplify ing deternminants. are cong

uanmaiV1ngagBat it is nob quite o les

aogiapsne in such an ascount of

,the. place of mind or
87

of the mental in the metaphysical theory ¢xpoundad,” ;
hv&n~l%av1ng~$hiﬂ-&@~$hat,ithayuﬂ&am~nm%Vg@mn

rash to maintein thet the socond kind of sounterexempla,

alike with the firnﬂ,ﬁ@aﬁ«netirgallyﬂn@a@asiﬁat@man aasenkial

nodification of our dechrins,sccording %o which nothing
non=necessary (st leost mataphyﬁianlly)p@raainﬁ or belonge %o
determinants, :

26, 1 ﬁimr@garﬁ h*““

. e@mrs@,uamplﬁaatiﬁna

2 @wﬁblam;fﬁr‘
 king of concrete
féiits,eagﬂataﬁ

@@n@r@ﬁﬁwthingﬁ),J

1 of problems will be Sreated
in & subsequent Lssey. agpond ohe,is not
planned %o fall a% all inte the ﬁ@ﬁ?ﬁﬁ& f ¢he
final depsriatione~-for & aysitomubic investie
gation 8t any rato.

g7,  Bhe first
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15%‘»%@ra@neluﬁ@,thﬁn,@van if proevisionally
in some respocta,thet that vhich pertaing 4o determinante
maﬁaphyﬁlaally n@c@ﬂﬁarilyg@
But now their being formal couses of fects is sonething which
they ave in virtue of their b@mﬁg\ju&§>#hﬁ~kiné of objeok

whieh they eve.,ilf you like,i%t iﬁ«a”p@@aliarwfaatura or . aven

balongs %o %h@m;ai,lﬁaag

a defining character of their being determimenta,lence,
it is ceteporially nevessary %h&%‘§hey are formal couses.
What now would be the wodal statue of %he
mll&géd eircumotanee that determinants ave efficient couses
of facts.becording 40 the argumentation in the previvus sechion,
this ghould be at leasgt mataphysaeally necaagary.ind aceording
to our analyebsin Besay VII, Pari. A thie entails,inter alia Q@
that their so being,would have ﬁ@wbﬁ§~
immutableo and Vimeless

in the there explainéd senses,

In comsequence,if,in the present case,
2 %hing's haying & eortain properiy P isf{efficiextly)
caveed by what gives to it the specifie form of beingli.o.
being F}whi@h,iﬁ,h@g{@ffaﬁé‘xhg”fiﬁwhaﬁ ftwewin ocnga,that ig,
in vhich the corresponding determinant Peuess is both the
formal and the efficient cauwse of & %hing's having the

property of being F,then any and svery voncrete thing should
have, throughouk Yhe dursation »f 14w existence,sll properiies
corrosponding to the subsisting determinents.dnd this io

28, ‘ '~.ka9r s@mﬁﬁ@i&%‘ lon and qualification
of this clainm 24 below, Ty
natieeﬁ hhaﬁ the gualifiaatian sirengthona i%.

29, . " Bee the recapitulation at p.28 of
the cited Lesay.
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Farthﬁr,e@n@r%t@ things ﬁ'ulﬁ p@rsiat unalborsd
throughout the span. or intervel. afr%h@ix axi@t@ﬂ@e,ﬁhﬁ
distinction of @ﬁa@rtial and aeai @ntalkprmpariiea of eonereis
ﬂpﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ & consequonce

of the careumﬂtan@@ th&t the sh@mgeiesa ehar&atar of o,
concrate things wwulé have o ba,s

thinge wonld @aEIKy be gsen t@ @m

“% loast, mﬁta@hyglually NGw

cessary.And the question of the {ﬂuffiai@nt)r@ﬁw@n for

their coming into h@in@ or for th@iw a&ssin& away once they
have g0 coms, ﬁ@ul@ pa&a vnsurmtum%abla iifficulti@s,ﬂnd

to some @xtr&@rﬂinary %h@ugh @@"
to any and svery possible World : 1l on
in vieow of the air@umaﬁana@ that aueb @@naaquanaﬂa w@ulé be

at lessd m@tsphy&inally neacaaiéa%ﬁ&.
{1 woy remerk h@r@

of change and tine is net raallyx

mont, 1% makes the &bsur@iti&a mV“ ;

may #0 sayy and @ﬁ%i&y foltiand anyway iu ag&tic%am oral .

{poreivle) Worldes thosa r@ault&'wtll in faﬂt fnllaﬁ) .

W are not, therefore, x@alzy a&mmi%fﬁﬁ ap far;te any view &

concerning th@ n@taphyﬁxaal nature and status of dpres ﬁnﬁ
time, )n -

80,

éesirai lagia&l con ?&&igti@a¢
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16/ 1% is evidon$ then that thd exomplifie
eation of éat&rmingn%a?feauifaﬁiﬁégﬁiﬂ%%agf?rin@iplatai.
vhieh are noi th@mﬂﬁlv%a'ﬂ@t@?minﬁﬁﬁﬁwlt is not for this
cocasion ko dimeuss ﬁh@ status of &ﬁék ?f*neipi@@.?wr the
time boing let wva k@&p in mind. %b&ﬁ ﬂ@tarmimﬂntﬁ ayre |
{espentially) 1@rm31 snusen, nod affici@n% Q&Mﬁﬂﬂ of fmﬁﬁg.

Wew bg being formal ceusom of fects thay
mugt be intimately n@nneat&é @ith th&%:f rm“$£ Yaing whioch
concrete thinge exhibit se im@iapay&igal} sub jects of the
said favts,Fer if @& a&xt&in @@ner@%a thing @ﬁﬁa@n#ﬁ iteals
undey a cartain form of Eeing(amﬁ&g vafiaﬁﬂ ithﬁr %’%ﬁﬂ
too)in that it is being a;m@%hgmgiau@hy@nﬁ»au@h),ané if .
the formal sauwse of %ﬁ@ faet thﬁ%‘iﬁ-d@aﬁ sa prosent itseld,
that is,the cause of the sir@amﬁt&ﬁ@a that 1% bas thet

orm of boing as distinct from the a@ug@ of the ogually Jdistincd
circuma%mﬂ@@&th@ugh nok distinet fa“fr}%hat 1% has thet form

of being,wewsif the f@rmal cau@a,l aay,a; the famt in guestion
ic the delorminant by whose ﬁx%m&lif1@ﬁtlﬁﬂ the said aanera%a
thing is doteymined in sueh and guch & way,then clearly this
determinant must be mosi iﬁ%im&k%kﬁ @@ﬁﬂ&ﬁuéé with the

’

form of being cann&rnﬂé lndeaé the faxm of being of the Gtte
terminant involved muﬁt he the ﬁg_%‘fmym of bhoing o8 the dee
termined conerets thing's ovn. (Remenber that we sve vceupied
with how thingﬁ\a?éjné% ﬁi%h haﬁ~@ﬁ &ﬁyﬁri@nae @fﬁiﬁ g@nai&i,
are avars of thom an boingjso that any falsification or
dimcrepancy introdueed by our, woedes . of approhending the
World«if there be such s Gﬁﬁ-i&~ﬁiﬁp&g irrelevant to ouy
argumﬁmt}.@nly,@ftmgﬁr&@,%h@ determinent®s “having® this
form muak bﬁf%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁéifﬁﬁ£@nﬂ\frﬁﬂ'%h@yéﬁﬁﬁ%%@ fhing¥s *having®
itythat is,even thgﬁghn&haﬁ whim%:a\éﬁﬁﬁrﬁiﬁan&\ig,iﬂ the
same with thed #ﬁieﬁ soncrete things are qui determined by
this é@terminaﬁf,&tﬁli,@%vﬁ@ualy,@ha ﬁay or Yhe mode of Yhe
determinantis being thet which i+t 3a ie éiffa:@ﬁt from the
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way or mode mccording $ou vhich $he eerresponding conc¥te
things avys whai %bﬁ?;ﬁ&@;ﬁh&%‘whiﬁh-%h@y»%rﬁﬁﬁnﬁvﬁ%ieh
is the same with thet which the corresponding determinant is),

,f?ffV%hé‘analyaiﬁs@f!mhﬁt‘itiﬁ‘faf,a,emnﬁréﬁﬁ
$hing to present itself wnder & servtein form of being ur ie
have & ceriain @&@n@?#yfﬁaﬁ givan in proviousn kﬁﬁ&y&ﬁz
Our problewm now igg

What is the a@rr@ﬂt analysis of vwhat 1%
is for a d@%@?ﬁiﬁ@ﬂ$~%@uk@ that vhieh 1% is%
Gomat¥ainte vhich should be impesed an any

attenpt to fovmunlete such an analysis,sre the resulte av
far schieved ne vegards the @har&@%7rrané peculiarities of
the being of determinente,Thess are”  ,that the briﬁg(bath
BoingwSomething and Being ﬁmmplzﬁa%@?)iﬁ iat@rmlnanﬁﬂ FE- N

ny of the nexus of @x@mpnfma’smu,};}-;“jz

: ig,bineloss end. transcending the Bas ; Ldgnta
éis%;n@tign(mn the. a@nﬁa in ﬁhm@ﬂ i% avplmﬁﬂ t- @tnar@%@ things
and their properties), ‘

fowerds an snaver for the present problem,
we may begin by noticing thai a form @f‘b@i@g ig not anything

ullime real ,aaaeréing tao the ?rtgaﬂ% ih@@ry.?@& the
@@rr@ap@néim@ torm appears only iﬂ & -faxﬁtngrﬁ@r,am Yo

speak, systematisation of our subject mabterg;a systemetisation
shich valle fer sum %a'”‘*'f @f $_°h 2 kind,that ite ocous

¥ feature of the analysed
ion G.But if this i6 fowes
then we. w&ﬁﬁ@ﬁ simplv give th@ f@llaw,ayxﬁnﬂg@r ¥o our vresent
problen,nenely thet whersas concrete things @xhikiﬁ;ar‘

presout themselves unélr,fgrmﬁ of bﬁing,@r axe @hurawtﬁrigﬂé
by such fmrmﬁ’e@rr@m d@ﬁ%_ 3w¢;;, ;.vu
yith)thone f@rmﬁ.?ar tha untsnahiix%y @f sueh & line of Proe=
codure,bosides,;probloms welating $o the wnity end ononess of
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these forms,nin the face of thedir multiple. occcurense in the
various concrazdte thinge as vell sze in the corrssponding dow
terminant might alﬁﬁfb%~urg@émﬁwnsan@‘inéa@ﬁ»@r@blﬁma,
which do ng%,raallyuafféaﬁ our position,since,ss I have
romarked above,according %o 1,8 form of being is not conele
dered an an ulﬁima%aly’gﬁﬁ; can@kituam% of the preposed
metophysical sbructure of reality, |
Therefore,only that there must be & differsnoe
in the {mode of )having or being something between determinants
and concrete Ythings is vwhai W@_ara‘raally entitled t@ 2.8 8w
at this early stage of the investlgation, Indesd,thore are
these,wvho would like %o hold kh&%mﬁ deteruinent just ig
(identical with?}shat sorresponding thingy hawe or gre

predicatively By or by partici onelow of course this
sannot,at any rate,be accepted,if 1% is conjoined with Yhe
view that attributes or characterg of coenerste things

{i.8, what concrete things have or aééwpwﬂﬁieativaly)
inher@'imman@mtlyqiﬂ\$h§m.@gw %hiﬁﬁé@gjﬂﬂetiﬁn virtually
abolishes the trenscendence of éﬁﬁarmin&ﬁ%miﬁnyvayjthia ip

not in ths spiriet of thoes who propose the said view,Hathsy
it ile,that determinants just ar@‘ﬁh§~9ﬁrmﬁ,ﬁa which concrete
thinge are transeendently c@nn@éi@é}&nﬁ‘in~ﬁ@~ﬂw&ng aequire
their warious inhevsnt instantial preporiiss.Bub even this
formulation ie defestive in ithat it wnpermisslbly blends twe
different levels of aiﬁﬁauraaianﬁ~mwrr@sp@méingly.mf reality )t
the one,in which we speak of forma of being aep boing displayed
or exhibited by %hiagﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁéﬁgl%h@mwélMﬁ@«un@@ﬁ«ﬁnﬁh formey
the other,in whieh we give the ultimate metaphyeical ascount
and growmd, of the previously ﬁygk@akairaﬁmm%@neﬁﬁ,by invoking
the m@ssnﬁuwra%xglat.aﬂiﬁay,ﬁawhniaﬁl notions of instancy,
doterminent,connection eto. |

33 Por & fuller version,see Essasy VII,Part B,

52, 889 Beoey Vil,Port A.For s synepilc rscas
pltulation,sse p,28 of that Lseay.
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Keoping the diatinguirhable and distinet strands
separate,ve sse both the eonfusion snd %ha\vaiidity af the
mentioned vievwgweally it ig a wisguided plea o soeept our |,
own point,nansly,that the way and menner in vhich & datermie
nant is correlated %o the form of being,under vwhieh conerete
things determined by +hat ﬁ@tﬁﬁmiﬁ&hﬁ»pﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ Yhemselves,
is fundamentally different from the way and menner in which
these concrete tThings are cervelated or have 1%,

Ve van thus apyresiets the ssgecity of for
example , the ??9@1@&ﬁ:f@?ﬂul&tiﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ@?ﬁiﬂg to whioh{to
transpoge thewm to our own caﬂ@}:%hﬁ\ﬁﬁ%@?minﬁﬂt~ﬁﬁﬁu1ﬂ ba

said to be or. hava:4\f1 . or in r@wp@mt.ﬁf\

ne@timﬁ o a@ w:th B aihtzneti@n bhagad on &in@niﬁﬁia er others
propristiss regarding Yhave' and Yher{the. pne sppropriete

to the ome cmase,the other to thagﬁﬁhéx}ﬁwwyha% & wataphysical
distinckion beitween the way dﬁ%@%ﬁiﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁv;;; vhat fhey are

or have vhat they bavegzand the way oovnorate . things are whal
they are grlequivalenitly) have what they have,

18/ Let us call the form of belng associated
vith Peoconereia th&ngarqua.being P;@ﬂé\wiﬁh Penesw itself,
PEPY.And let us eontinue using . the sxanple-schema with
Pyenoss the proximate determineble of Fy.ness, :

) We sey thet f?1$% ig 8 Kind{er specioseseif
I may be permitted to availl wyself of this handy tevminolomy,
in orddr to ﬁW@idmmuitiylying terms in connection with what,
being dietinec $,should iﬂaally.bﬁ»ﬁiaﬁin&%iv@ly pignified)
of the hiphest genu@‘E@imgaﬁmm@thingiitria & special form
of Being)Sonething,i.9, & partienlar scontent,under vhose
Uforn® Being-Something diseloses or axbhibvite iteelf.And
similarly for I3,

33, £PL for'fP ¢ ota,,mimply for convenience
tin typing).
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(E&yaﬁth@ticﬁlly;i‘mﬁy‘remark?tha% somebody
mey take excepition at the w&fa/iﬂiaélas@',méﬁgdisregaréimg
dispute s about werds,ss far a@*thiﬁ ig ﬁ@@sibl@;ﬁﬁ@ € O%im
catrating on the idess expressged bv maans and. %hrnugh the
vorda({in order %o &ppr@mr1aﬁ@ ¢ur my mwa purposos %he a8 ow
notion of thet great fipure of Glassioal Empir;ﬁiam(?),
Bzahep E@rkelay)u-nﬁher@ are thrse uhingﬁ to ba dis&ingyi@haé
in the present contexti :
i/ the way a higher form appears or
exhibits itoelf,or pregents 1%&@1f‘$g lover, subordinate forma,

41/ the wemy a thing appears or exhibite
iteelf or presents iteslfl gﬂggg\a.ﬁérﬁéin form{of boing )mew
vith further ﬁub&ivi&iam depending on whether the thing in
gquastion is @sney@t@ o abaﬁract]’ :

111/ the way & lover fdfm apPesrs or
oxhibits itself or presents iteslf sg & specifiestion gf
& highsr Torm. _

ﬁ@%,i usa 'disaléﬁ&f,in.%he wein, o mean the
first sayj'presont wnder' or tagmme? ehiafly for the
sscend onezl heva no predilsction for & eertaln word,inm the
third case,

Further digstinotions shonld have to be draen
in the ssquel,vhen forms correspondimg %o “specifle differences®
vill gome into the pigture,But oven the above,l way hope,could
appease our objectofe~-provided hs was gsﬂuinély worriad
about the subs¥snce,and not the sound,ef Ydiselosel,),

Now £P2 in its turngis & particuler form in
vhich fPX diﬁelae@@‘aﬁhaxhibitﬁ;itﬁéiffﬁar any thing,be it
concrofe or abstrack,to assume fﬁﬁ,iﬁ«a particular way of
sssuning fPIjend equally,bo sssume £PI is to mesume some
ene or other of the particular Forms inteo vhich 1% disclosaes
lexhibits)iteels,
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So we hove & mubusl deopendence,in seo far as
forme of being are concerned:fP2 is nothing more{we are
inelined to say) thean o pariicular specification or manifestow
tion of fPIgbut also £FI cannot bo assuwmed by sanything, excepd
by meang of agsuming one or othew of its particular specifie
cablong, L

We . cbasrve alsoy.

A particular apecification of o foram of being
gnsues in a form of being,vhich isg obviously distinct from
the form eof b@&ﬁg,whmﬂe gpeolfication the vesult iV inm,

‘ The more specific form presupposes the nove
genavic oneg,in that it ie constituied by & particular speci-
fication of the lalter, _

Againg,alihough the actuslity of a particulayr
spacification i¢ not insludod in the generic formyyet the
potentiality or popsibility of 1% is already contained thoreiny
it is part of the nature of the generic form,

Finally we may swy at the pressut proparatory
level,that though the apecifde form prosupposss the generie
one in respeoct @fViﬁﬂfﬁén@tituiign{l@% ug #pack of toconstie
tubtive presuppesition’)},nonetholess tho latter prosupposss
the forwer in regpoet of their belng assupmed by things
{we may speak of faspuming pwigrity‘li

A,t@fminmlagiaai rewarky I wmoke, it #1111l be
obegerved,a free use of 'genorie® and YepeolficY as applisd
to forms of determinants,bénd belew,I ahall take the liberty
to spwak sboud f@rmé~@£:mp@aifi@_ﬂifﬁéyﬁncmsgﬂﬁ this tormie
nology is normally applicd to kinds
of wvarious degzees of generalit

of cuncrete thiangs(kinds
must say that in the
progent usegs, gonerict ﬁignifi&ﬁ‘ﬁ;u_gﬁg.m&?@;ﬁhﬁﬁ pertaining
to ﬁ@t@rmin&hlﬁﬁ~a$mﬁuﬁh;{;@ﬁ%ﬂifiﬁikﬁh@~ﬁamﬁrﬁﬁ'p@ﬁﬁ&in&ﬁg

to detaerminates ae such,and vith "forms of specifiec differences’
I ehell vefer %o those guestionable o regards thelr statue

{in the present aénﬁﬁﬁﬁi@ﬂﬂ'amda1&#@%%1@&%1aﬂﬁ}f@mﬁﬁ,@ram@mkly
%o be explained[sBotion R0},
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18/ But now,how are these resulis to ba
firstly developed and articulated,and secondly translated
in order %o be mads epplicable %o determinants themoslves
instosd of ‘Bere noutrel, ontologically non~commital forms
of being?it i in these direetions that we should now move,

- Le¥ us symbolisg the oiwvocumsience that a
aonerate individwal,say &,dioplays iteelf under & corisin
form of being £P,by the formula:

1/ Jel 18 J£¥f

The symbolism ig weant Yo give warning that
vhat is expressed %hrough 1%,is not exesctly the sawe meaning
a8 the one expressed by the formula

1Y) & is P, o T
Though, of course, (1) sntatls (I') and vios verea,Not,on the
other hand,that ultimeiely there iw ony differencs,The
differonce lies in the differeont degree of technicsl artioun-
lation as rsgards the wetaphysicelly systemetic secount of
pheenomena.3o {1'} represenis & lovel near enowgh to the
ordinary one{te be noticed that 1% dves not coincide with the
ordinary levelifor,%o say only this,not all ordinarfly
concaived prmpa?%i&a,ar@‘prepaﬁ«ﬁr@partias‘avan % the level
of disoourse in whieh {I') belengs),vhersas {1) is further
remeved from it,Owr anelysis by means of the apparstue of
determinanta, instances ete, roprogsents & sbill éiff@rant laval,
which wohold $o be the grounde.level of dimcourse in %% :
sorresponds %o the ultimets sirueture of reality.To put
it briefly eand rvoughlys {I) and {I') do not differ in respect
of the objeot %o vhioh they refer and which thoy aignify,expraess
or represent{i.e. the fact),but in respsct of the degrse of
systematic boshnizality of the yay ond wonner in vhish they
do rvefer to,ond vepreseni,it,or hetter,thay differ in respeni

of the adoguacy of tholy artieculation to vepresent the resl
ultimate structure of ithe objsct referred %o and expreseod,



b

How {1) is sccountod by recourse %c the
determination| proper predicatively) of & by Pe-neome snd the
inherence in. & of en. instancel{unrepontable imat&n@a} of
Psnoga, Could, parhaps, the same or an analogows procedure be
valid in the oase of the coneditulion of the fores of detesminant:
and further of determinante thomselves?.

It is truwe, %o begin with,that we have above
hopefwully @Et&hliﬂhﬁﬂ.*h@‘fﬁliﬁwimg%

2] [Peness! 1a&v [EPf.

{Hotice,before prosceading,thet the dceent
iz put ever 'ie? %o indicate the Jiffevence,already spokem. of,
botweon the waye A conorede thimg and an abstract one have,
or assunse or present themselves undey a certein form of beipg.
Apart from the fundemental difference 4n the respootive ane-
lyses whieh ie te be exzpocted snd. will be detailed ian the
seguel,ve maey uvbsorve the obvieus,oven from vhat ws heve ale
rordy obteined,diffTerences in vospoct of immutabililty,time
lessnces and itrangoendence @f,%hﬁ~@ﬁgﬁnﬁialjaaei@$ﬁtal
digstinetion %t@;;inufhaVﬁanaeﬁsﬁxpi&iNQé}#_

Now,evidontly,strietly the game enalysis
cannot be correctly or even plausibly{or even meaningfully)
applisd to {2} sz o {1).Por sgprely,Penosg hes the corre-
sponding form of baing pel in virtue of 1is belng determined
{in %he appropriate way,this is taken Tor granted) by Peneoas,
and the inhsrence in it of an istance of P=nocas.As to. the.
first clause,i% ig{identical with)Penessjas to the second,
instances inhere im comerate thinge,and,et mosi,only by a
dangerous embiguvity could we be permitied %o spenk of
ins¥ences in sbstract things,an ambiguity vwhieh uust be cleared
wmweif, thot i8,8 use mwet be made of i¥,8% all,vhich is not,
at lenst presanitly,certain, : . .

$o thet tho vamelin its basiec at losst featu
vos) analysis will gurely not do.But shat of an snalogous
anglyeis,like the following ones
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f¥2 is a definito,particular form of £PI{in
which £PI doscloses iltself), Heumce,
s/ fﬁe«mg@j m, fera)
iz equivalent tes ,
4[ f? -n@ﬁs] in? {a speeific partisunlar form
: e of £PY/,
Bat th@n,ﬁlﬁarly ié) p@im%@ unmistakeably to
the olroumatance %h&% F;-naaa ig & Aetorminate of the determi-
nable ?Inn@ﬁs.ﬁ@nﬁ§~¥ﬁ ey m&intain,tk&% the circwmstance
that Pénn@ﬂﬁ pwﬁa@“tm d4eelf wider the farm of a pariicularw
manifestation o ﬁatermﬁuatian of £P% in so for se this
parbicular deiormination 4 suveh an ﬁnlgqfifo,i.a. that
Eywness presents 1$ﬁalf und@r the form of £PI %oogles due o
ite sianding. in B=D"yolation®™ (and a% the doterminate sids
of 1%)with Px«nﬁﬁﬂ.ﬂﬁ% 4the fowms of being under which & thing
{be it concrele,be i% &hstrac%) ?ﬁﬂﬁ”%ﬁ'itﬁ@lf,ﬁtaftautﬂla-
gously) vhet @ thi%§~Lﬁ&imfﬁhﬁ%ﬁ-§$giﬂV@ﬁ¥$},ar& port{or
the 'ﬁml@}af i%s forms essondi,hence gonstitute({totally or
partly,as the gase mey be) its 3§%mgb%ﬁm§%%ingg&ﬁﬁv@ﬂnﬂﬁw
quently {(finally}. oonatitute inﬁereatk/ alep ite Existencoli.e.
i%ts BéingdSimpli w‘wj_,Ln tho sanssfonly)that,ite existence
conpigting in 1&3 being whay 1% i\;%he dopondence of Whote
iteis or of iﬁﬁsﬁﬁiﬁg?ﬁﬁmaﬁhiﬂgﬂﬂf;aﬂy.ﬁtﬁﬁfiﬁﬂ12%ﬂ$lyv
affects to the same exfent also its oxlelense,though possibly
further dopondencids may be ?ﬁ&ﬂl‘}ff%ﬂv%ha‘1&%%@?5%.

54,

35,

17 S : 7il - whaﬁﬁyé@t&rmiﬁatians 1%
Tas or gin&lly abova drawn).
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i% 49 %o be ewpbasised that we do not proposs
definitively th@ah@v@eaﬁ‘@Vﬂmﬂaggﬁ.uxaizswiutiﬂn,@f the problens
mentioned in @h&p&@rggiﬁlﬁnﬂ~iiqﬁﬁ ,@gwhﬁvﬁ,@ﬂry is proposged

at this stage,8s & ¥ind of wﬂrkimgfh« otheslay, plavaible in
1tselfias distinet from its coneoquUencienje--and ¥e shall
develop it,constructing its chkeleton and then adding some

flesh %o ite bones,vith 2 view to see whether it will prove

‘ ¥h@ whole of the field

%o be feasible Yo cover pdeguetels

wndey oonsideration, ;

Phe theory ie also convenlent in that it helps.
and facilitates the dntreduction of problewms concerning forme,
to.be dealt with in the sequel,which sonld adwittedly do cons
freomted independently of any suech theozy however connesied
with the probleme menticned im the above cited ssciionsg;bud
vhich #ndisputebly guln in prognsney end siguificanse by being
nst the background of,
attempted eoluticns %o %the wmore m@tﬁphyaiealiy imporiant

po viewsd im conjunction with,end eg

problewms eof th'@a geekiong. S

V We retain th@n,ah %«h&ﬁ been r@@ehaé 111 now
2 mt's having & form of
b@in@faﬁrreap@n@iﬁg:ﬁﬁfﬁ,ﬁugawawi,_ ted dotermimant is %o
be mcoounted by ite Standing as Geferminate in DeD¥relation?
%0 the latier dotorminent,. -

=wwh vather mesgre yresultsa 4

20/ But what is %o e ount- f@r the ﬁ@tarmanaﬂ%‘

prossoating itseli ““j“"ﬁggk5; ‘ XF s ot

form of being,akisehed to the sups: ;
By 211 wesna,vo nust wresist heve & a%rgﬂg-amﬂ

almest saturalinot quite antural,of gt road Or reathor guite

noturel in ita teus m@mning,bat W ¥ wmisundesretond

and misused aa.%@gaxﬁﬁ,gha$,tzaﬁ.mﬁmﬁiﬁ ”*nal&n&&mmn»ﬁ@«xﬁﬁlyjﬁ

that the parbiculer determination of £PI 4is to ba‘&aaamnt@ﬂ,‘




5w

quite siwilarly %o the above sxplanaliion,siuply by & connection
subsiating betvesn Eg»ﬁ@a@ and & oerbein dotewminanit,vhose
praper, peculiar form of being is just vhot s required 4o
Jded to £271 4n order %o obtsin fi%;
 In eush 2 reply,l take g#&veuﬁg@@ptﬁan\mainiy
to wvhot is exproesud in opesaking of something being adde
%o £PI,vith 4he desired regultsfP2,Te be mors prenise,l
objaect te aueh an. %éditian bmimg eonesived ns juﬁ% o pinpla
aﬁﬂitiw@,@@njnﬁﬁﬁivﬁ pperation on {fvoe slenente,ne 1t wore,
vielding the z@qhir@& third deorm or item, .
In the realm of @@ﬂeﬁpﬁ&{wﬁatava? the metaphye=
sicel stetus of this realn voally is) we way,uf couvsc,
combine tvo congeptofend comb ing. Wém gmrely eonjunctively
in & truthefuetional wsy)to form. & ARy fesewi bl ghvious
rules{truth-conditiong)regerding tte applicakion™ s
But here our whols éia@usaion e %hraﬁgh and
through Qntiﬁﬂwamwﬂ%hexﬁxﬁﬁfiﬁ“iﬁfﬂﬁﬁhimggax very 1ittle.
This is the very basic ressow, far which vo have wndertakon
some painsg in Basay IV to @gﬁ@ﬁﬁ«&iﬁimﬁ ﬁh&ﬁh~@émi%#ﬁily ars
clear and even inhu&%iv@iy‘plﬁnﬁi&ié”ifA%ﬁken-aa holding for

eonoapla. s e e e e :
ind in the ontologiesl veelm,thinge do nok
behave in swoh & tractable,vell-neanorsd and Ydecent®™ say.

fo put 1t mebaphorically(referring back %o Bssay IV for the
argumentative discuasion),tve abstract things,or better

their forme,sithor thorouphly coslegce into an. organiso unity
or rompin untouched ome by the obthewsthe only connection hhey
know is & thorough interpenciration. or comnunioen,called for
by their intrin%iﬁfﬂﬁﬁﬁfé&,ﬂaﬁaﬁﬁfﬁgglmMQWatiw@Ajuﬁ%@?@ﬁi%i@m
of the trubhefonetionsl kind.But enough of the weiaphor.

The truth ie thet not even in the realm of
eoncepte,nere sonjunctive aédi%iaﬁ iﬁ the pnly svailable
possibility for ﬁ@n@@p#u@l &@mpisxity.@rnth*funetianal
compoundability is but oneg,and nol wory iwmporient philesophie
cally for that mﬁ%%ﬁﬁ@k&hﬁ inﬁﬁm§IQXﬁ%¥hﬁﬂﬁ thiys wes only

56,

.‘ s aﬁ”&gt 1£ wa
' 4o sign the ontolos
. & conerete thine and




whBe

to be expested;if,that is,the gyaton. of the concepts is
to represent,hovever vaguely and inﬁ@eur&%aly,th@ gtruebure
and system of Rﬁ&liﬁy.

21/ But an improved wversion of the aceount
given in the provicus seckiom.may now b6 proposed,According.
Lo thig new version,the partionler deteymination of fPI which
iz asgumed by Eéﬁnaﬁﬁ,i@gtm be accpwnted by & connectlon sube
sigting h@twaangﬁgwﬂéﬂ@_aﬁﬁ»a~@ﬁrﬁain_&&t@wmingnﬁigh@ga‘greyax
end paculiar fors of being is Just the modelity{medification
in sbgiracto from the nmodifisd generie form) of f£PI which,
qualifying ov nodifying 1% by ne %impla sonjunctively additive
vay,results in £P2, ' . : : \

CBven. thie,l submlt,is s%ill in&@e@uaka te the .
altuation, Or @atha@,it;iawnntuaapm et enowgh in 1te articule-
tion,and so ambiguwously covers sosepteble and unaccephable
elements alike,

Working towards the separation of theso elementa,
w¢ shall begin here e rathor long examination of the above
sketehed theory,But firetly,ve shall slaborate some points
concerning {te formulstion,vith & view to isolate some
gssontially crucial poind on.which. to bave the battle foughi,

Rowerde this cosl we yemark tho fellaming.

1 ﬁﬁ-naﬂa is a determimate of Ezwmaaa,khiﬁ~
cireumatance io,0f soures, | etaphy Yy or in sowme sltronger

g@nseﬁ )v@ecmaarypwwu@%hing &%@”;@ﬁﬁﬁlge Ve, %o spesk in terms

87, ; The signific

*@f the qu&i%fia&tiaﬂ will
suerge in ﬁﬁﬁﬁléﬂ\f,u? o

58, : h&va argued{in Basay

nis ¥ sandy the
OBy HO that it mokes
deny thet & comascction

b i or 4o not accidendsl.
nsgendonce as true. But,
a8 ve have already o fietvinctions on the
one hanﬁ of Heeessax id@nﬁai etg, and on the ~
8?‘5&%@?%2%3%%3? of e N0 Fas udBn the
the wecond éiaﬁinatitn applian P ainple f&cﬁs,

And imﬁaé& ﬁ@ mlaam




of forme of belng;that €I is & sorisin definite,perticular
‘mﬁéifi&&ﬁimﬁvaf.fﬁiéi&mﬂﬁm@thing;ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ?,i@fﬁﬁ no% the ocase,
for example,thet but for the guiskencve ef vonewote things

' P a*ﬁﬁﬁhaqp?ﬁyéyﬁy of

,y @f h@ing E eorresponds
da £l Q;<natur&& kind,

in whieh the propersy of being
being, a6y ¥ conxist{shnore the. p @§¢‘
to that @dlfiﬁalh nopf £P1 whis
ne abstreck thing sueh as Eé&ﬁﬁﬁ'k ¢ « 0B the. >
contrary soonorede things have various propertiec,exhibit thone
salves under variouws ferme of belng,s
perties oy farm&*ﬁfzhaiﬁgy&r@wﬁanﬁﬁﬁé

one of thoss pros
Jﬁ«imtriﬁai&ﬁlly;&@m@

¢ that sre cpunseted are so vounscted .
in virtue of the validity of legical,metephysicalior,lastly,
natural) levsew~nod thet the lews ore valid by resson of the
regularity and sonnectedness of properties of comevele things.
This is,one couwld %hi 'iin~&\a§? in agnse just trivial,

But then,wotophysical - loave ars wded on the. shructured
gysten of independently s ; de '“'namﬁagﬁﬁwthat this
ayetem end the interconnsctions of its porte end clements
cannet possibly depond om haw~@@ﬂﬁ@@%ﬁ~&hing&'azé%@iﬁath@?
the other way vound,

disconnpcted, Bub %

bt 9‘{%

40,




1% 18 then (et lesstluetaphyeically neceseary,
that LPR le a @@fiﬂit@Epar%i@ﬂl&?~mﬁﬁifiﬁaﬁ;ﬁn-Qﬁ.fiﬁ. .
S50 1% is~m@@@ssawy~that/thareaﬁaf&‘éexﬁain,ﬁ%finit%“mﬂﬁifiﬁ
cation poriaining end moedifying. fPi.Wow fPL is a form ef
beinggeo ie P2, too.And further,fP8 15 & dofinite perticular
modification ef a»m@rt&in»f@rﬁ&afﬁheaﬂgimameiygwf fPI)What
now of bhe ma&ifﬁiﬁg;eﬂnﬂtiﬁmﬁnﬁigf the medification. .
consideved in abstrecte from the modified Ffoen? Is 4%, ,
sgually,a form of being?{Given thet it is,in & a%ffﬁrant BENAO,
s form of the wedified. form of belmg)., - -

. But of which modification ars w8 @ﬁ@&kiﬁg#nu
ong might objest,The said modifivation of PL just is ~
{1dentical mx%h}fﬁ&,f?ﬁ just i £PI medified in such and sush
6 WY,

Wﬁw@ﬁ@imb%w&r@,Hﬂ¥ﬁyl§ﬁ§w1&ﬂguﬂgezﬁhﬂﬁﬁ U,

as so often it does.Congider the Following propositions .

‘ A gordain Lform of belng is a definite,parils
culay form of & givon form of baing. ‘
Phe thres oceoursnass of Tformt in thie proposie
fug dletined elomonts of the sitwatlonsthe dew
rivative form of being. or the speoific form{firsd $vwo
cocurenced jand the originally given ferm of being or the
goneriec form{third ceourence).ind thie in. mo,becauvss of the
identity-is of the proposition: {0f course.and eoriainly so
if we are cveorrect in dlsceraing a. third constituent of the
sltuationgeven in the above yrs@@giﬁi@ﬁ‘w@ﬂ& gignifi@a&i@ﬁ
of this third constituent is invelvedliin the, gocond ccoureunes
of *formt),but not & {divect)refe g B0 itweeedin much the
some way as in wvsing swbjeciively the expreveion,sey,
tihe white(thing}¥,1 g% one. objeek,namely the

tion refer %o

1 vefer to. i
conocrete thing ﬁhiéh4i@°%hi%a~ﬁﬁ%Vmamﬁthﬁiaﬁ@‘E Lmplicitly
distinguish it frem its wh&%@n@sﬁ or of ite. properiy af baing
white precieely by r@f@rin& & 343 it by noans of B form of being
under wvhich 1t prosents &tﬁ@lf).

But. uaﬁsiﬁ@r now ¥his- propoeitions

& a@rtain form af h%ing ie the {timelasw)
rozull of the assuming by & given f@rm @f being of & ceriein
form,
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Bera the three vceursnese of *form¥ not only
indicate or @igﬁify»@i?a&%lywﬁr«iﬁﬁir@ﬂilyﬁbﬁﬁzﬂlgﬁgﬁf@ used
to refer to the three ﬁiﬂﬁiﬁ@ﬁ«@i@m@ﬂﬁﬁ»gf the sitvations
the derivative form of being{firet. mﬁﬂﬁr&nuaj,th@ initial
form of h@ing(&@@ﬁﬂé peourence),and. that formywhioh by boing
essumed by %he initial form of being {eternally) preduses or
vields the devivedive ang,

28/ Thus ve cangauvsly distinguish dhe derived
form of being,the form of beimp from whieh the deprived derives,
and,finally, %he fornlnet necseserily of beimg) $wew vhieh,
by being impaﬁﬁﬁ 4 an the &@@ana\yﬁﬁlﬁa the Lormer,Por,
certainly,we can,in concelving of the derived form of heing,
abatract from the original fors of beinggvhet then reuwaing
iz the form assumed by the latter in yielding the formor.-

But fthen,is bthe inpozed Lorn .o fopm of bedngy
Is & form{in the explefned #enss) of & form of ﬁ@ing,it&ﬁlﬁ
a form of being? This is the sruelsl point,in the prosent
ponnection abouk whieh wg have. a@@k@n sbhova, The vest of the
prosent part, mill be an examination of thia paintyin the
forn of o eriticiom of the aifirmstive ansver to Yhe siated
gue st ion,

5uppc&@,th@n, that o form of a fovm of being

iﬂ ttuelf o form of baing?;han,thﬁza ig & doterminant
corresponding . tolindeed defined by)it,s detorminan$ whose
proper and peculiar form this form of being ils,eall i%
’Pmnn@g@i.Thia frengition,is no¥ 4o beo sonsidersd em,vbrictly
speaking,a real phep.Forms of belng ave esssntially the formas
ppaendi of determinenis,the gsﬁ@ii&r;ﬁwxmﬁ“gf being of
detorainants.Wo may,in this aﬁ%ﬁ,@ﬁ@iﬂiﬂ the cons¥itution

{as regordeith forms ossendi) of gﬁgn@ﬁa’ﬁﬂ f@li@wﬁi

#

41 Ebﬁ imposad form 1m,0f courso,nod Just super=
added jusiopositively.lte plave s, so to apeak,yeady in
the initial form,prepersd te Pseeive it.IV orgenieally
fits into & yredetermined space,Ws #hall have ﬁﬁéﬁﬁ%%ﬁ

%o explore ths gr@aiaa WA - of these supges
gxpressions in the seoond part of Yhe presant |
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Pgmn@ﬁ$ has fri>%y<§eiﬁg cnnﬂ@@t@ﬁ aﬁ*&@%:rmiaat@'ﬁhrough
n“ﬁwrmia%i@ﬂm’%é*“*

férm,vhieh,im'%ﬁimg,ﬁﬂﬁumaé»%y'ﬁgfwﬁ:“:
pseuliar to the deteruinedble T en

sy afE rﬁativ@~&na$@r‘b@1ng
granted{es 1% should be,for simple parity. of g@aaﬁning},
¥6 come up with & further mg&iai&nw {ovagand honbe with &

form again a form of being?And %he

further mpéiu&inw ﬁeﬁﬁrmlﬂan#,ﬁmy,‘ﬂ‘
of which with- Piwn@ﬁﬁ G . ﬁh&llﬁﬁ
game. principle and graun&,tg esaﬁtru@

; uneéﬁ,thé c@anaahiﬁa
4w be ebliged,on the
&ﬁ‘ﬂaﬁﬁrﬁl&tltm-,aﬁ&
80 One S TS

, Consoquently,the sonnection of Byeness to .
P enees which mbkes the formar to have ths form of baing {Pu,
must be @ conneotion differing from BeD"relation®, Lot us call
L, 10F eoirsu,we might %di-
raletion® holding betyesn
aps) and shat deteruie
’,ﬁﬁfﬁp%n(iﬁfaﬁﬁum@ﬁ by )

ity,for brevityts saks, i@m‘*‘m latl
roct™ 1t DRufelat ten®

3

‘gould be  the
a certain determinate deoterminan’
nant{¥® uﬂ%ﬁs)vﬁhﬂﬂﬁ paeuliar f@f;
%h@ f@rm pacuiiax ta the pr@xam@t

'*ﬁrmxmabl@ ef Ewaﬂ@wﬁs,

eoncerning bthe eohnsetion h-lﬁin@ bﬁﬁw@@n Elwn%ﬁﬁ and E aﬁﬂss.
For, to begin with, they sre surely somebow nnn@ﬂt@ﬂ:iﬁ
‘h&m@& é@t@rm*ngm%@ alvays

is nux\%@«b@~aa§umﬁa@%ﬁﬁt.anyﬁ% o
Ve ‘ netive conmunion of

sddition iz ned She

‘W%ﬁéw\ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁmih&ﬁﬁmﬁﬂmﬁ%

point here),the peculise form of a 7
to be assumed even on the princtples of the rpesently studied



%

theery, The doterminante must hgﬁﬁf;c@rt&imyap@rupr$a%@«kinag,
communicable, fit%ué ﬁé coma, a8 i%V@@rayin%a the, &@wﬁﬁafativa
communion, vhich th@ir'%tarnal praﬂu&t,f@ﬁ of Péﬁﬁ@ﬁ&,
necessitates, And furth@r,w@ h&v@ alw@aay r@mark@ﬁ thet fﬁI
ealls for{in a vmrtain BONSe . t@ b further wnaaifieﬁ) the
modifications yielﬂing the f@fmw appr@yrlatgly c:rr&sp&néimg
e the various i@ﬁerm@n&%@u of E"mmﬁﬁ.aﬁ there must be &
conneadion betwaon ? wnoss and xtmﬁﬂs.«:w R S
But what sord, mf ﬁ@nreﬁﬁiwﬂ? Obviguniy,not
o Pr¥relation®, But maybe @ ﬁaﬁ*?ﬁl@%i@nﬂ with Pienons the
deterninable and. ? wnas@ ona. of i%s. éatermiﬁa%@ detorminante? .
Agaiﬁ,ﬁha angwer. muat be mepative,For one thimg,
there is mo veason %o saddle ﬁh@ @&ﬁ@ with Gvo 04fferent though
eouarﬁinaﬁgﬁ avgfamﬁ af éatarminatas un&@r one and the soome
determinable ;i weon the aystem @f t&% m@rm&l d@tarmin&tea
{like %the assumed. ®?~n@aﬁ} and . %h@ ayatam of the emrraepm&ﬁiﬁm
{oneatowone) espeeifia gifforencs ,{ﬁﬂt to montion the
imposaibility of sueh & doubls. ar,in general,muliiple subsumption
of aeparate families. of c&ardin&%eé @f@ximmt@ é@t@rmin&%ﬁm
wndar the determinable @@t@rminant in. qa@ﬁtiwn };F@r
another %himg,ﬁh@wpr@blam of the mgn@%&tuﬂi@n,@f ﬁ%ﬂ formse
peenlizr to this sesond system of detorminates out of the

48, - 1 take the 1 ty ko uss this exprossion
EHEED : n as B shorthand device.
C P m&r&lg b wpooios
1:3 ﬂéa -5f coneraig
“ie barmloog,
’rﬂl,@nllmgy
\@-nn@a%@ﬁ o thair * Qe
28 ; xp~; K4 ﬁh@ fundamsnial @tiféu
rences b@twaen the way c“i*re%@ things are connsctaed
with their kinds and ¥he ¥oy concrote things ave
connscted with deterwinants,
45 . ‘ ' - On this pﬂint see at the begianfng of

section 28 belov,



s £
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form of the determinable,sounld naturally arise,with a
potential{indsod,en invscapabls ¢ne,if tho adsuned principles
are to be applisd similarly v all wiwmilss cesds) regressus
ad infiniton &s in the-case uvffthe sonnection botwadn ‘Efg*ﬁ@iﬁﬁ
and F, «ncos. For a third thing,and ¥he more maclu&iv@,‘
i shmula think,begausy int uxﬁi?ﬂly&%raﬁap&rant,tha dgpacifin
difference just is nok : %o of Ci%d @up@wmréima%@
'ﬂ@t@rwamaaia‘%hﬁirrfﬁ?mﬁ;ﬂ;u@%maﬂaw with the form of thed
determinable in opdor o conshitube ‘$he Forms of Yha. y@nuin&
de barning to dewesbut, this oireumatanes ‘ouly @ﬂﬂﬁ?&ﬂﬁﬁ,@i@ﬁ
not asalwmilate, bhems §0.- doterainniton, V

. goneequently we muﬁh furthar postulste a thiwd
kind of connection,let ug eall 1% *@n"relation™*, holding
ha%wgﬁn~d@%e?minéb%@ﬁjﬁhﬂltﬁﬁ%&‘ﬁ?@é@?&mﬁaif?@wﬁﬁﬁééﬁé;

44 f Te reeapitulate ¥ith & schomay




y
of whioh the mpid feature of the wniguensss of the proxivea.
tely sub@wdinataé>familyvmf determinate forme holdo true,
we should arrive({es weshall do.beleow). &l contradictions.
ragolvable either by renouncing even the existence of gone
detorminants of the paid sori,something manifestly sbeurd,

or plternatively,by teking the arguments as & reductic ad .

abgurdum of the examined theoxy rogarding the forms of speci-
fiec differences, s -~ - Lo o : .

- Now: the form @ffﬁﬁen@ﬁﬁiﬁﬁmi iggngaingoonstie
tuted from £Pmi btogeither with the form of & dstermlnant vhich
ig %o serve for the ﬁat@rminat¢©n of the form of E NGB
in just the way thel k jeness funetiong in. the. darlvation of

4

the Torm of 22wnesa.Lat us o&ll this latter determinant P

45

NI,

T e

45, " Po facilitade x&far@nsaﬁx append the
folloving sobhomns

P e

f\&{

‘}w'D £




= BEw

kot wo introduse further the sigm ¢, ¥ %o
gignify that a@mbiﬁati@n of forog of é@t@rmin&ﬁtﬂ,$hiﬁﬁ yield
forma of derivetiveliJe, Geterminate)deterninents,Neturally,
as ve have slrendy Sisoownted $he wisv thet such a ferivation
consiste in & wmechonjonl;as 1% were, juxteposition of ohance
forms,ve muet keep slearly in m hak ¥ 4.t doss not
gywbolise any applomirative additton,bul Pather that combination
of forme,vhich we bhave mebaphoriselly described am the
situetion in whish the one combined form intrinsically aalls
for{eonmunion with) the other,vith subssguent modification.

By means of the symboliswm iutreduced %11l now,
wvo may suwmmarily state %he ralgvant sirocumstances as folluwss

£re |

£Pu ; .
- {%he ﬁauality aig( i @x@laim@é by.&ﬁaalf.wh@
parenthesis indicates the form vhick 18 the baos of the
Tadditive® oporvation yielding the dotorminste form,that ia,
the form of the determinable). - o )

How £P1 is intrinsieslly. auaa@ptibl@fauggﬁgkln
ble in virtus of 148 owa intrinsio~s ‘plecnasn, of COUroaw :
nature)of %he modification emouing in £RRjindecd it (eteraplly)
profduces o ﬁ%ﬁag&m%ﬁfﬁhgfﬁﬁrhy‘&ﬁaﬁmingwﬁhﬁwr@iﬁﬁﬁnﬁ~m&ﬁ$$,
fication,But this wodificatien is dmg to the prosently
dipoussed view,s form of being vorrcaponding or rather attached
aa its proper aﬂﬁ,?aaﬁiiagffarmf,@ /~ﬁ$r%ﬁﬁﬂ éat&rmin&n%«?hiﬁ
letter dotorminent,P wness,hes {4
derived fyvom f?mi*f?m i just £
{the way represented by f¥mm).Hence,
intrinsienlly susseptible of fPmlfo pud 1% briefly),it wmust
alao be intrinsleslly susceoptidle of LPulzfor £Pm io
{partinlly) identieal with £PmI inm that 1% Lo consbitubed
by 2 certaingdefinide modification of {Pml,And sinoe £Pmum
is also intrinsieally called foryas 1% wove,by fPml,end fe
4 HecegEaTy a@nﬁkituan% of f?m.t@@,fﬁz mnust, further,be
intrinsically susceptible of £Pumm,

wdificd-in & gertain voy
iven thet £PI is




The sbove couclusiong Tollow from ths thoowy
exomined,Bul,now,in the realn of doterminents and their forms
thore i¢ ne unsebualised poesibililytevery weel possibility,
is actualisedjand further,sho corresponding sctualily is noe
soosary,ae woll as the sorvesponding peasibility or poteniiality,
: ‘?hiﬁ~m@%&§hyﬁiﬁﬁi~§§inﬁiﬁ%@%$@$ ghall wse
here mainly as an axiom.ind perheps t¥s formulatiom I nob
par%i@ulﬁrly‘ﬁ@pﬁyiﬁ%zE&aat<inpﬁha%wﬁﬁr%&iﬂ dietinotions mued
be made goncorning the status of modslitioe involved in 1%, .
But though this is not the pmwéf soenslon Fora full invostie
godion of ﬁh@'ﬁﬁinﬁiﬁiﬁvﬁvvaliﬁiﬁy;§w£$®}~@bl&ﬁ@&A%@«&pp&nﬁ“
a fov wowarke,rather by way of szplisvatory confismation,

Su@ya&ﬁ qua@%ﬁ &m 1ntriw&ﬁeal&ylin wirdue .,
of i%s own nature,of its forme. aaa@ndi)&uaaap%ibla of wodie
fication voneleting in the aspuning of & vertain forw,asy,
£Pm, 1% would h@‘gx&ﬂﬁ%ﬁ;ﬁ ﬁubmﬁg;ﬁﬁkﬁ«tk&% gugseptibility,
if xeal,is n@t@ﬁﬂ&ry{ai the metaphysical lovel),vhat is,
given the nsiurce of E&*ﬁﬁﬁﬂ and P -neos 1% could not be ethers
vise than thet the form of the fovmer 1is suscophible of
{a mﬁﬁif1&ﬂﬁi@ﬂ*hfkﬁﬁawfﬁEM-ﬂf»ﬁhﬂ~$&$$ﬁ¥w%ﬁ$wgﬁ@§ﬁﬁ& that
the saild pospibilildy of wodiftoation s not aoyualised in the
a-tomporel World of Doterminanbtagiliot io,thad £PI, though
susveptible of modificatlon in the peid definlbe way,ls,yot,
net se modified.Comseguently thors Lo ne such form aw £32
l@nkyaﬁh@.p@ﬁﬂ&bil&%@@ﬁﬁﬁ‘néﬁﬁﬁﬁ&r?:ﬁ@@ﬁ%hili%y,@ffﬂﬁeh=ﬁ
form),being the peeuliawy Torm of & swbpiloting deterninent,
0f course we mey antertoln in thought Sthe mobifisation baing

48,

g '"fﬁrmuia%@d
by Avistotb! 1 ibl

and belng « A «
pecond,by implicttion.



earried on end the wesult schieved pnd being formed sp fEZ,

Vovertheless,in cur pessont csse,there 16 uo Jdoterminant Eﬁ
ssp,only the ﬁ@ﬁ%abilﬁﬁy thet there showld subsist sush

an one, :

Byt le% aﬁ‘ﬂ@@V'
thinges and existenca,8incs £

pusesphiible of wedifishtion &l
@bligﬁﬁ to &@knawl ‘g@ the m@ﬁa:

gud %o the leval of comerets

o 1&&&% ff?m,ﬁ@ are
"ai»p@ﬁﬂihﬁf‘ﬁy of &

~afﬁf$%*mﬁﬁﬁ~&ﬂmﬁ$~hk%
thing¥o oxhibiting
¥ wlﬂ @khat ﬁﬂrdﬁ,

by fzh.Wﬁ may S8y, usi
{metaphysieal)poss
the Torm éf?t}«%f‘

ef two other appro
vays of compleoxity

it Lz enly 4nm the semme in which
& determinate fprw e complok,os oonsied

iz in & nmediftoation

wlt of sush modis

form,ur r&th%fnaglb&ing«%ha.agﬁﬂ, re
o of Ymodifieation),

fieaﬁiangﬁ@panﬂiﬁgu@miﬁhﬁ—ﬁxaﬁ%—s

ﬁuﬂi«@~@@@sr@%%u%<y ribvedi
e apeountod by i%e juek

I mag@ of tha -matur@ of

o have ths f@rm _

by @&ﬁ@naﬁ it ﬁ@.;,-‘ soparati ¥y oéulessa 5
implelin all othew senses 9z0d %he @rganim @@mpl@xity of
ﬁh@ specifiv form in shioch & genmerie one disclosas Lteolf)

18ty L5 just the powsibie

form, Therelore, the nentionsd possi]
1i%y of @x@mplif&&&kiwn @f no 1@&@ %h&n Eﬁaﬂ@aaninﬁ@ ad, 00




‘

we have argued elsevhers,it is the subsistonce of & determi
nﬂnt‘%hi&h«gﬁ@&ﬁﬁﬂ\#h&w@@ﬂﬁiﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ”Gf’ih@r@'haiﬂg;$fﬁﬁﬁ@¥3%@
thing possessing the corresponding form of bodngeeejust
besause %hat subsistence ontails possible exemplification
amﬁ,ham@@,p@ﬁ@ibl@,ﬁﬂt@?min&%iﬁh~@ﬁiawﬁﬁﬁ&?@ﬁ@}$hing by the
subsisting dokerminantiend only that subsisteonce ean
guarantee ag muehls . LA o

.~ ... ‘Therefore,there must te such & determinant as.

ggwn@ﬁgﬁdﬁmanﬂ;%hiﬁtaanﬁrﬂﬂiaiﬂvau?fﬂﬁ@?ﬁﬁi%iﬁnwﬂﬁﬂﬂ&ﬂﬂ@ﬁﬁ3?;
a possibility of modifieation of & doferminantts forn wust
of necemsity be csarried cud,so Ho spoak,and a determinato
deverminent must subsist fo vhich the wmodifiod form peculisrly
and proparly atiaohes or belongs. \ - Ce
We nay ba,%h@ﬂ,perhmpﬁ,psrmitt@é %o g&nar&liﬁa
from the above %Eﬁ&ﬁﬂﬁwﬁh&rﬁeﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ$iﬂw&ﬁ@wﬁ)@&ﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁm&,&nﬁ -,
claim that any real poeaibility in the.realn of forms is &ctue
alised.And such. an-actualicetion is noosssary it could not
conceivebly bs otherwisn. G e
But oune musk boware,lest he ney take %he above
dogtrine in & @&g~@1&%ﬁ~%@—iﬁg:ﬁﬁﬁéVéﬁiriﬁw£ﬁﬁ ug try %e make
clearor whet 1 mest.. - e ' |

p . Buppoe sgain ﬁh&%'?é&ﬂﬁﬁﬁ"i@ & deterninate .
of Pz«nuﬁa sthey sre connooked by the lulﬁrelati-nF And now
apke TS i
- Ip the ctnn@e%ita na@@saﬁry?Wha% modality should
¥e ascribe %o £%%
- Thess
hension of %h@m@ﬁp@;(

cint pert of %he micapprows
. whigh I alluded above,.
For the correct snswer to. thon, in. the ayshen gouncerned,
im %h@t,gﬁgg,fﬂxu;4 akinppo wmo perfaine o them,of

the gort and in the ﬂ@ns@ ‘i whioh. wednlities growmded on,
sueh sennsotions do pertain. bo ceviaim ciroumsbances,thoms
pelves again g?@anﬁeé ﬁa\ﬁuﬁhiﬁmﬁﬁﬁéﬁiﬁaﬁa 

ueations p




whGe

E*m* @ﬁ&ﬁ&pl@,’,
nosessary (in the :
ty of Ythe oflreump

4 ponnactien 18 nok a )
\ he noeosdie

, = mas

o Egmneas, then

suline to

goendonaed

lities points
aceumulated mods]
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w80 )

accumnlations of temporal terms indieate s-tunporality or
%imﬁl@ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ&*gi '

{’@Fa m&y ﬁ-ﬂ thiﬁ Wﬁy,%@ﬁ %m @E*‘ 11%"3 @f ﬁ@fining
noeculiaritiss of 4he ﬁg&ﬂ@ of \; "
- Yhe. %@iﬂgV@f é%%@f

V “‘w@maing\pﬁgﬁa for cate=
"ZEﬂ in the eyoteowm of determie

ﬂ&nﬁﬂg@hﬁ@ the e““'_‘ , " A ,A DY,

 are wetaphyeieally @um@ﬁal i% 1mu@$ﬁggipﬁ@@ri&jlyfnﬁﬁﬁaaa@yv

And agein,that thers iz no determinant whieh both hae and

lacks @ ceriein form of bedng is lrgieallv necossary.And

80 00,

§%411,%hie 15 not the wvhole of the story.

;iﬁn@ hars vomed %@¢théyp$@%ar@w%k’_‘ﬁﬁvéxpwwmiﬁﬁﬁkimgﬁwiﬁgt
guelifiention),For we are vortainly Aie osed Lo assign
necesgity o @ﬂnﬁi i@ﬁ£f&ﬁﬁ~ﬁ%3fam$%@@$ﬁ5a%f the FormeWorld
quite generally,not ouly for corial wore or logs resiricied
in scops or othorviss very ponar h_”p%ﬁifie,r@&ﬁ@ag-iik@ thoss
reforred to immedintely sbove amd Ageribed %o sategoriel and
purely logieal. n&&ﬁ%ﬁiﬁf.iﬁ atboR. ﬁ@?@ﬁ,%ﬁ aurely f£ael
inclined o ascyibs nooessity te the ﬁﬂﬂrﬁ@ of ﬂll webaphye
sleal necassitysnd in&é@@ mode Il sy :
jugtifipaﬁﬂmﬂaﬁgr hy thia foros
our awerenase of the elrsumsta :
the E@%@rmiman%&@@“lﬁ.@@@l&~n@%'%@gﬁ%h@w»
in 8ll and each of its detnils,ind
%o express this fundemental. incon by of. the possibie
1ity of i%s being *’ftrwiﬁ- by A% ‘“ﬁ&naaaasary,
in some sense or obher;in ite ?ﬁﬁ@f&i s%r@vturé end all its
details alike?

4,_&%%&:& we sharpen.
in 8 corksin soHge,
BE %h@n it ds,
M@a wore n&%ux&l than

Fhe trewble lies in the specification of the
required sonse of "necossify’ g@xé‘aﬁ work,We cnnack go,at
this place,in any depth regerdimg this inguiry.Yet,we nay
notice thet this. ®necessiiy® makes the,dopendent on i%,distri-
bution of metephysical wodalities %o %h@i?‘@rﬁpag~g@@@§%@ﬁ@



i498df "necovsnry® i not “gu@&ﬁhl@*{zn tha correaspending
aanse} to be othorwiss, L

he ”nﬁ@@g&xtyﬁ,gfwﬁ&fmﬁn[ﬁn the struveturad
aysten of a@tﬁrmmr&ntr,&ﬁ distinet from the metapbysical nocemeiw
wyfland ,in goneral, w@w&lity)ﬁ& ﬁﬁi@h the zaid gyetenm gives
lﬁ 48 whal g@pum, _@r‘iﬁ the %@ﬁfﬁ%%f} the
vlos well as medality).

- aphema,

Suppose Penczs and Plenessgs are not connected
with & DeB®relotion™ nor ave they commected in any other
wvayfto be rewomborod that wa heve ressrved the right for an
el vould gonerate

rlee by gropndiny
nocagsity of the latter neceeaif

To give ap exampl

independent inguiry fndc this preblem)w

netaphyeical nﬁe@ga itzaﬂaa.
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‘Qﬁﬁ%iﬁ$r<ﬁ@@%ﬁdlﬁ@%ﬁ@~ﬁiﬂﬁmmﬁ%&ﬂméiww‘”f@@ﬁ*}ﬁ

determinante, I} 1@‘w%%apuyaieﬁ11g p@éaibiﬁg&ﬁt uﬁ«fmruul&%~
this new @i?%ﬂMﬁ%mnu@ as followey
H[ it ig m@?%pﬁyfiﬁﬁi1§‘§ﬁﬂﬁibl% $hat {1),

SRR IR

2ONLG r@garﬂiﬁg iqear ﬂ@aniﬁ“uﬁQﬂV
@ﬂ&ﬁiﬂgfnlly

Field @f f&at o Jiﬁﬁ!ufﬁ@{aﬁ J@ﬁ ng@fﬁ,;my‘ywint h@r@ is
guike gensral),vhose h@iayi@r yruthevaioe ,Fﬁﬂ @@%iw@ly}

wonld qualify ﬁ%‘ﬁmmﬁzﬁyﬁ in @@fﬁw,n Waya~ﬁut th@m,%maaa moedal
gualifisations of Lhal Eﬁlugith@ ab
could not themselves gualify %hgir own ®poing® {for cxample,
the *ia? of %@3”&& $gﬂ-_ﬁ$ the Yist of §Z¥ ;fmmf%h@y»juﬁﬁ
wark distinceiions in the node @f‘v Former

setwbeling, wo may moy)

and thevrefpre have. thoiy

the @bjﬂﬂwmbﬁiEWu%ﬁbﬁ%h it br%mf-ﬁ

haingis

{I% must bo owphasised byall meeans that ne
conflict is Yheveby ereated w1kh Foemsl Hoda) Logio.Por thers,
;E@r%ai,ﬁﬁgiﬁ§n@%~&triﬁﬁig

gont but yether with,
Yo de with oxires |
1 faotures of contenie
wwbed] this Lo the alim
ity and thoughl,yet they are

w5 have o do,0d w&nai y,#aa& §

speaking with ﬁ@tl@ﬁ& hﬂﬂi?g de1
forme of wmuch matm&mfgﬁgﬁﬁgain,«yw

m@1y~akﬁ%r&mtf@@ﬁi@‘;

nokions whieh theug AﬁﬁWE@ﬂﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ%‘
et least) from the World of Keal
pbotracted from thers,




.@

i tav
the outline of the ﬂﬂmﬁﬁrai%ns %quﬁl 1
A

neces#itotos treatwent of cervain cunne

Py sketobboth dog mzly and inadeguately .
iv primarily cone

of esuweh infervence

sorned vith Tormolisable inference,

d bopies{tegs

theory nf torme and atatemenis).Phe whole entarpriss must
be based wltimetely on the sirpeturd of feelity juet in ordey
to work,%o fulfil L4e ﬁﬁfp&hﬁl@@‘"”ﬁﬁi@ﬁﬂwﬁf Sruthe or falsie

ties or rather af-%hﬂughtﬁg,@ﬁt'im‘@%ﬁiﬁaﬁiiﬁg from reality
1% i highly selschive,beconse it is comesrned with only
those festwres of ile ofructure whish sre weoah ”ﬁﬁ&raifaﬂﬁ

most gerviceabls and @ubg@;vx@n% fu. the formulabion of & systonm
of rulse of inference which is %o b ez sinpls asg pose ible,
and ag vrich a3 it is feasible withoub Lmpinging 90 its uitor
g@n@rality,Q@na@%&amﬁly,ﬁhﬂ aim and ue ture of Formal ﬁﬁgiﬁ
requizrs such & ﬂ@?ﬁd%ﬁ@ﬂ of the skructural features af R@-

slity to bo used sid puch an ordering,oomds
e¥os ef them ja6 SThey @@ulﬁ beat &ﬁ?vasltﬁ ana &ni a@:
to its nature,Hews we ﬂr@ﬁ from peality ‘

primarily siming %o ?@yrbﬁuaﬂ thely
Quite. tt%&wwia@~ﬁ&¥hfﬁ@ta@h“’
ig to exhibit the ui%im@t@ strusture of vee

L5ty iugat fon

of further ﬁuﬂﬁf?@%&ﬁ&;@? dndeed . of anyaay aaua@at@d purpoves
nea3 {And slee

points te a cerialn sense Iln which pri@r,»y-mhmul@;bafidgaliyy
% indeed Pormal Logio

is a@rmlﬁabea,Whlﬂ maﬁif@ﬁ%w the 51

apcribed %o NﬂuﬁphyﬁifﬂAﬁ?~&!&lﬂﬁﬁw

{the %ve dimeiplines ava really © xnﬁsnm@nfurah
reapact of the PthQﬁbphy of Ld?l@) e

in apite af %h@/faﬁﬁvﬁhﬁ%‘& aﬁaﬁifi@«@naagh

gat of noedalitics ve Vaznﬂ te a d@f.ni%@ fielad af belng,

axoludes from the domsin.
of its modified abjostwbeing the modalitier vhich 1% sontains,
yot i% mey of course be %the case ihav gn

of modalities moy @ppty 4o the @r@vi@uﬁ a%@.&né furih&r,

eonagiating in the lat @rfa m@&@ﬁ,mnﬁ
thar, connected. gt

i% ngQf‘&lﬁ@‘h®qﬁhﬁ ense that the two sats have eerdain
features in common,such as %o meke 1t possible that & third



Bl

et mway be imvalved in the gase under conpideration,vhich
appliss to both the ebjeet -being of the firﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁt and te
the fivet oot iteslf,But it is ome thing to ackunowledge,in
principle, the theoretioal,abetract vomceivability of such
cases,and guits ancther %o be wisled by Yhe pr ccedures of,
Formei ¥odal Ligie into verious fauliy{wainly,bocause overs
gimplifisd )theorise ﬁf‘?&iiﬁ@ﬁgh&ﬁﬁl&*‘impﬁ?%&ﬁt and relovani
uodality, \

But enough of this digresaion vithin ihe
digroneion. . o e S .
Granting, then, sur vios that definite,syetomatis,
technical senses of modalitieos do. mo¥ permit roiteration,se
may begin te agswer the above proposed quesiion r@garaing
{2),by helding $hat,anyeay,the nedal status of {2) ssunok
be one of mstaphysical modality, {Provided that the notion
of motaphysicel wmodality d8 sufficisntly srtfculated in its
tochnical{i.e., functicuing within the system)sense),The
ciroumstance statsd din (2) is of sn eatirely differont order
from the one ﬁ%&%ﬂﬁhiﬁ~fgi.ﬁﬁ@fmﬁf§?h§ﬁiﬁaldﬁ@ﬁﬁ1iﬁi@ﬁ are
{defined se as to ba)applicables Ho olrcunstonces 11&@'{2}
wwamnol like (&), e -
But oo the other hané,v& dp wish %o eladin that
cirocumetencs [2) could not be othewrwise %han i% is,Glsarly,
if somebhing{an grdindry ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬂﬂﬁ%&ﬁﬁ%}?iﬁwﬁ@%ﬁ@hﬁﬂiﬂ&lﬁ? .
poasible, it @@%Zﬁ'nﬁ%\ﬁ%‘m@taphya\ Iy Ampess ible.lence,
we seam inelined 4o aekn@vl@éga_sf“? sort of nevessity oa
applying %o 1%, zefrain ot the moment of shtenpting Yo
locate this sort of naeﬁ&ﬁi%y;?ﬁt e @hﬂ%%#@ th&t 4o inelle
nation 40 Accevt such an ong,fits waﬁy woll with our asystem.
Por juat as the medaphysiecal pesgibility of, @ir@amﬁtmﬁee (1)
is gr@and@é‘@mrth@,uﬂﬁa@t“mmr~mn-;ﬁ@ 3¢ cghrucbure
of the relevent part of the system of doterminantselon the
" fant® thet (sbstrast) thinge in this sphove Bzg su and a%);
su,aleo, the appropriate necessity of circumstenss (B)
{i.0., the a ppropriste necesoity of i% boing wetaphysically




“BGm

possible that {I))}is grounded on bhe sppropriste necessiby
of the systew of deotvrminents baving &s it asthuslly lms.

By the way sueh gousiderations indicats elearly,
1 subpit,{though they only indicate or zathor suggest at the
present degres of artisulation)the grave shortcomings and |
the inadeguatef{overypimplification of some of the econtompoe
rary philescphicallas opposed to the fermal logisal)Theoory
of Hodality,vith ite precvcupation with just one set of rough
distinetions derived from Pormal Lﬁ‘iw,@a whooo an&la&y
averything relovent 1@ f@rgﬁ@ hy ?r@-ruﬁt@am mathods (%o be
nodelled and shaped, The ai%u@tiﬁm is %he mors {:wiarat&nﬁably}'
eurlous,the legs 1% is %h@\@vglmtiﬂn‘fx%m~&~m@r@v§mimiﬁivau
stage of affairs,In fact,it is wanifostly & veirogression,
the more serlous,the less 1% is prepersd to ceomcedd a richer
argenal 8% the diwﬁﬁﬁa3~ﬁf/@ﬂmﬁtfﬁﬁlﬁrﬁ,%raéiﬁiﬂﬁﬂ,ﬂné the
wore 1% eomnsequently,sirives %gmiﬁﬁﬂﬁpw@tﬂﬁiwaiy,%@dﬁa@~@v@m
thase to its ovs oivdumsteoncs aﬁﬁ<ﬁ§nﬁit£@n-wmﬁ&ﬁéﬁﬁ pradi=

o8 woni,

25/ Beturning now t6 the point from whioh we
digrocasd, S N S ‘
: - We wmay reformulete,in the light of the pre-
peding discusaion in fhe. éigg@%%ith,%ha pringiple invoked

at the ond of seation 23,by aayin@.

‘thet actusl being iv the realn of deteraninanis
ig wotephygically se-modal boling,but that & cevtain necessity,
nonstheless,appliss %o i3, e

there {9 nothing but asiwalily in this vealm,

So the % &f we spoak of a gmkam%igiiﬁy~ﬂr
possibility in ﬁh@ ﬂpﬁﬁrﬁ of é@%&tminauta,w@ nean gimply the

real’ pot@nhiaiity whi h BAY OF DAY ﬁ@t h@ @@ta&liaad but
rather the abetrast poseibility which wmay be attribuied sven



%o something necessarysif nccesasry,it isleciudl)jand if 4%
18 {actual), it iz possibls %o beeswobhervise 1% could not
be, (1% is true,this does nod absolutely eoineides with the

required sense of pessibility,siuce our astuality ie,in one
senoe,een0dal.Yet 1t is alac necsessry in the above explained
senas ), | o |

w@;ﬂﬁwwa@§§y~anﬁgh@gﬁfuilgvwiﬂé@@&ﬁ@égyrﬂviq

~.ﬂing e kh@ %h@amy
forential forme of
&mg},ﬁ?ﬁ musd

ezamined{the thoowy,that in,thek. %hw :
forma of beings sSye thommelves forsmg @”
bo inkrinsieelly suseeptidle. of botb

%%ﬁ«%k&ﬁ@iﬁ‘ﬂ&@ﬁﬂi
sauses iniellestuwal disseter.Por sis
p@ﬁentiﬂlity ?@m&im% iﬂ th@ Ratli,ﬁ

correspond ing ﬁ%%@?m&ﬁﬁﬂﬁsat@,#uﬁ‘a~§$ﬁﬁa arly Ho atiach

a9 tholr proper,wigue formg=-for Yhip is the sense in which .

we speak of forms of belnge-and oo aaqa@ﬁﬁiy;wa'iuﬁﬁ ¢one luds,

the subgigtence of %wo ﬂ%@@rmlﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁgﬁﬁll Shem '31 Iwn@aa‘

and vP I =nggat rospootivoly. ‘
Fow these twe dobormi

from their Toonetruetion®,nuat be de

nantg, a8 1% 19 oyident
sorntuates of ?@wm@ﬁ&a

And clearly,since £Pui end £Pum sre severally proper parts

of {Pm,they woddfy. fPI. not up %o the exbfent te which the latter
i# nwedified by fxf;%ué 15331, up bo-a sertain extent vhieh
constitubes & proper. p&xt af the 1&--&’*@@?@ ﬁh@r@ﬁ&hﬁ@lﬂg
modificstion, Thevefora,
natee of Eiwnﬁ@£>h@
nek &

Jithﬁn E w8 B i&
‘uh i dif@mtiy

«?A@Kii&%@.ﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁiﬁﬁﬁ@«ﬁf~
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26/ oOne mey. +try %o evade pari(in faat*h&lf)
of the absurdity,by danyinw,nﬁt without &p@ar@mﬁ PEREON,
that the modifice %tiom of £PI by ¥Pml regults in eny form
distinet from £PL,.For,he might say plaveibly emough, just
the aﬁaeap%iﬁility‘mﬁ the part of £PI of modification by LFH,
indicates thet im FPI itself,fPal is somehow inalu&aé,aina@
£Pn is & modification of £PmI, . - \ >
How even if such an appﬁal whu vimdieat@d 1
onough burden m@ﬁl& ram&mn for. %h@ @xaminaa thoory,in th@ '
form (literally as well as & figure of gposoh) BE ﬂxm~uﬂ@$@
Buk 3%111,1 do n@ﬁ think that the attempt at
evasion is,or could h@,auﬂa@ﬁ&ful.ﬁwr 1% would seem. ¥hat
the prime facie plausibility of the comtention rests on the
ambiguity of 'modificetion?.As we have already explained,this
m&y mean|inter aliajone other thing it nay  maan i élﬁﬁ the
opoyation itself,i.6. %the (atarmal) 6$rivaﬁi&n) &i%h@r the
enguing upen ih ﬁ@tarmina%i@m of tha g@naria iarm specifie
form,that ia the ﬁ@riveﬁ form, or that which consgists in
the abgtracted|{from the epecific form) form,vhich by being
agsuned by the®PBERLS . produces or yields the #pecific one,
And this distinetion goes naturally togethes wi%b the
already drasn ﬂigtinatimn b@twaem ﬁhﬁ maﬂ”r@l&kian“ and the

&m "r@latienﬂﬁﬁ

sﬁ

B&viaa made these ﬁistim@tians 4here does nok
seem %o be any awmp@lliny reason why ? una%ﬁ a auaa@nti%ilxty
tp assume me,i @s the eir@umatanma th&t Hz-n@ﬁﬁ is ﬁ e
lated". to F, ~naaﬁ,muwk be due %o the ciroumstance th&t £71
containg @r includes aam@hmw £Pul, Por . B z-n@m% is ﬂ»!”rela%@ﬁ“
to P ~nefsew~and. why @hould it be aggumed that @ Trelotiong®
ﬁ@nama&rily reet or ave grounded om 1~I“ra1atio&a“? Tha
presumption would be %o & m@gaﬁiv@ anawmr(&% least with wegurd
to the thesals aw stating & ROCEIRATY aﬂd nnivarsal feature

B2, o hlﬁ will be fanh@r @Xﬁlgit@d in ths fellove
ing m@c%i@m.

53, See pp;%?ff,&mﬁ,@mhama in nedd.
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