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PART A

Ei} We have diseriminated,within determination
{ov,more vorrectly sithin thet kind of dutersination ~hich .
constitutes proper pradication)y the following elements or cote
ﬁﬁi%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ&g

i/ the cowerete thing (the doternined)

11/ the sbetract thing (the doterminant or the
deternining thing)

143/ the dotormining of the determined by the
determinont .

iv/ the fact that Yhe Getermined thing is dow
termined by the detersinent,ss & wvhole.

8/ 7o elustdate this anal;

and snelysed #imilardy,
af action

¥/ & whole,

Thet ie,1 bave used Yhe gu

rale,l have browht in,

g of setion and

whole,

Te

al eate hment of the al |
ﬁiﬁmﬂﬁﬁiigﬁﬁ %h& ¥ia),vooupy as 8 metier of factland

perhaps, bo & lavge eoxtent,of neseselty Jaloost the whole of
the present Rooay,

o In BEssny V, 1 heve @ls
betwean eloments &aﬁ aapocts o
e this tople tovards the and of

alad somohow,a distinetion
da. X &%&&E retuen
nig %ﬁﬁ&%"m




.
wlis

Ly as ooiloe
o sobion and wholew
ors detersination
; murely steted
that gs . ection and wholes ave analyssble in thisz and that way,
o determination i8,in 2 cerrespondivg woy.The avalopues consie
deved ave wneant to serve not es Juetifle
anelysis of detersinntion,but as pariiel end aspelogicel slueidaw
tions of that enalyeis.

iw thisg way I ensver & poseible objection asgainet the
progedurs of preceding Bssays,bo the effect that determination-
ig neither an setieon wor & whole. Indesd deternining is not an
sotivity of & detereinantis proper selividy),even i€ for the sole
reason thet &%t is mot & proverty of determinanis belng not a
part of what they arve.dnd,equally,determinetion fis rather &
complex than & proper whole,at lessd in thet 1% is enalyesble
integonstituents relther than inte pearis.

B/ Bub,of course,l have uwwed them g
give.l have not 8t ell neunt %o say that
are to be anulysed im this and thet way,

4/ Thevefore,it may be weet in the following
rowarks to confront diveetly detersisstion,aveiding eny reference
Yo the tvwo amalogves,just in order o protest purselves from the.
appearancs of using Yhewm to Juetify our conelusions vepupding
detorninat ion.

{0f course,the analogues pey #till be used aw
more familiesy struchwrss,sbrveturally siviler in sowe Lmpertant
respacte %o simple determination,of %the propor predication kind).

8/ . I %eke for gronted thet in » eimple fack
{i.0. dptemivation &8 o vhole)of the Tore:
x dwdh
w6 must distingulsh something detormined| the conorete Phing) and
an ebstrvact determinent determining 4%{er charastorising it or
gxemplified by 4%).
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Lat we alao agroe thet the subsislenvelexistencs
in & eeriein wode to be further epseified) of the ebatras:
detovainent ip 1% is taken for grented.This wesns,inber alis,
that we are prepared to take soriously into evcount the mepsrete
subeistence of the abesirast thing in iteelfewwnpart, that is,frou
he conerete thinge whieh 1% determines,end fyom ite debernining
Yhen,

af %@f@w@ proceeding, let me try to unfoldlor
Tunpeek® part of whad im invelved in sueh %iﬁxmﬁ agaopisted with
Slgtaphyeical Realisn.

1 begin by rewovking thet 1% le quite possible
thet o ceelnin ebatvact thing should be unsaxenplified in the setunl
%ﬁr}&é This I take to be selfeevident,Buk ﬁkﬁw&ﬁ“%ﬁ%ﬁgﬂ be needed,
we may observe that given sny sbetreet thing whieh is a8 =
matter of fael exemplified in bhe World,sey Peness,then we arse
coertainly corveet im ssuing that 4% 1s possidle that this
pariiculay &h@%r&a% thing should bvelmight be) uwnexewplified
in the World® «But were %his possibility realtsed|which ftwelf is
poseible jthe actunl World thus regulbing would hed %o be
different from "owr™ prosent sotual Worldesw B other worda,a
possible World would have been realised,vhich is diffevent frowm
the possible Weorld which,as & wmatter off fast lpe been remlised,
And in that other poseible World shich weuld hove besn realiwed
in the exawmined m&&@,ﬁﬁﬁ'@@%@rmiﬁ&m sBamely §mﬁﬁ$$,iw Jeft without
exewmplificntion,on hgga%h@@i.ﬁﬁn@@ %&%;@»,; :

A 2% 1% ip nol @xﬁ&§1ifiﬁﬂ by
any awiab i B AN %@& e ~
wnaxenpii 4

fied one wipht NSRS
apparently eontalls the former,ss i
#ates L

4y Of vourse the eoane
with obhesr wesbers of thy
nante wvould inmpose sulome
sohusl VYerld,wvere this poswil

ne ol this @ &%wﬁa% Thing
woud L e vuat debermie
11y further ol npes intbe
ility zeslised,




. .

wnexenplified deterwinantlof there belng sueh o thing) fe
established,1f not othervise, bhroveh She poasibility of & World
eontaining no concrate Lhing exewmplifying & seriain detevninant
whioh io,82 o watiar of fast, exenplified in %ho sctual World.
et 1% be rominded that,se 4% would BOBY, Y.
{hunen beingsloonld i i - know or vefer individually %o
rmlng: %9, «To the objection thet we ocan
soeneelive & combinabion &f @K@wyiéfi@é dotorninents which,08 o
cuopbination,le as & watbey of fact w&%x@m%ﬁ&ﬁi@wgi reply that,ewn
we have argued in Basay WV, bhere sre no goniunotive daterminonte
or charaobers,and hence,in sueh & snan,there 4o nothing soncerning
whivh the question of 1%e exewmplification op nonexenplification
could be voisedjydeterminants heve & coannle "“’% whaen They heve
%, radically diffevent from the o sland penarelly of the
ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁwfﬂ%ﬂ%i&%%l} kiﬁﬁ of  gompous v?; B m@y wven @i&%iﬁm

Bs

G Eﬁw ﬁxﬁmgia %%@ aw&xﬁ%ﬁgty ﬁf & deterpinate
ﬁ@ﬁ@fm@ﬂ%@% under & cortain . rmineble which
i - dutermionte dotermie
n&&%} a6 & %&w% aular modelthe first slement of Yhe
complen) of "4 ation® of %ﬁ’@@%@%mimaﬁ% immodintew
iy ebove it{the gecond olement),

Ve 8o different,thet the "h h&yﬁ B %@%&vmﬁﬁ&ﬁt
%&& more ﬁim ne 4 po ~

Ferhop: Ay
- -gimple in &%i& BONBY §
howerds the %@ﬂpl&m
ﬁ%w&m% hh L ; =

@ @ﬁ%} Xf %h@;
§§%§ i% iz vewy o
of cowplexity 1
that wvhioch wm
guniity, One
beteesen Lthe
o the apyro
practive of ¢
finitl ona.

¢ iw %k% aontrast
£ our notion as pppused

- ; ' in deseribine the
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁiﬁw v&wﬁa%&y<@x@r%$@@é verbal do.
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wo i

of cenorete thingeles compriving parka” |
L alee bastan vibd gmmong other thinpgs rolavent
bere,that I differentiete betwoon abelvagh %ﬂimm% pr duterminants

gnd gorta’l %&ﬁv&w%&iﬁgﬂ

Y} I% is vossible,therefors, that there are wne
esemplified detoreinante.And thie possibility is perfectly compatie
ble with an lmposeibility of our providing & u szewple of sweh
unexenplified determinanie.lt ie,of evures,alsc possidle,that,
ne & matter of feob,all subsisting deternivania heve been ¢xoupli-
fied in Yhe aotusl %%@@ﬁw%ﬁ@ even 4f this le souit could be

wﬁr%ﬁwy¢h$$ pa
ﬁxw@l&y ﬁmf&

%&&% ﬂm @%
gounsrede Thi
tu),8lthowh
baling the 3

poariicular ¢
w determi
aonssctio
o owary 41f:
iteeld in the
mare than ¢ u
gr@mui&f°'”'

&@ﬁ%&@}ﬁ or @ ar? for, . of , the mow
@ifiaﬁ%%%ﬁa%mk ﬁ&ﬁ% of %his in sy %ﬁ%ﬁ%&% Lapay e

'R Ve Ying or %h@ﬁmﬁ"wQ

Conoerning this and
roloted yroblems,see next Lesay.




w:fg»

not sor gﬁ@ﬁ this auificens for oup @ﬁwyﬁﬁ% hWere,ne 1% will be
ghosn in the segusl,

F0, : ?%ﬁﬁ@ ropsine fﬁ%'ﬁ%“ﬁff¢'~

?h@ %%ﬁm&%mf% 'f the ﬁfﬁ%ﬁ

thet the even ‘ &
the sxowm
bant melayp
ﬁ@i%}%gwiw

%ﬁ@m@,%hi@% In ﬁﬁy
whured asyatem of absivect
@ Getermipable. deterwinent
rodeterminnty 4 %%Kmﬁﬁ%m%ﬁ

p?ﬁﬁi@@%ﬁﬁy'”
#8 Plepness and
émﬁ%fmiﬁ@w@ 3

gﬁifia&ki%m @ﬁ @&y %ﬁ@ ﬁf i,u-

Ploness an@fv~ “ Y hen

sed of,0p %
the exempli:
named delterwi
Yo necessitalts % 8 ;x&myi&
divectly ov Indireokly.i+ndi
noceseltetloninec agi%&%im@ %a
ﬁ@%&%m%ma%%@ . ; :

DG af %%@ ¥
whose exeny
’&@ &@&ﬁ%’

%a%i@m n@@ a ﬁ@,ﬂ
%%@ @%mﬁ@%ﬂ’ 54

%@ﬁﬁ@ﬁu@ﬁ&% fﬂy %‘
The obj
motaphysical law
fwmplicitly
@xmmylmfi@
ﬁ&%iﬁ% %f Wwliong nevessiia g@»% & o £5
Preness by ong consrete thing gnd the exenp



Therve nay Yhen be wnexenplified detorwinents, If

%%%%%mﬁ%ﬁ%g &h@
feterninen i
Bioal awnd &
oan epparently only »n
mmﬁwﬁ&m%@ 3

%%@ say %h@ 3
detorminants
%&%ﬁ%%%ﬁy@§ 

s ehich pw%‘,naﬁ the
,hiaw mabursl laws ave

an %%ﬁﬁrﬁ%% 0%

ﬁm%iﬁxiaﬁ Loy,
I%?ej}ﬁ Ty - %E‘iﬁ@' TP

%%%h a x&&%ti
then x 18 §*
&ul‘%i@m %f

i{ @ﬁ%&@w f@@ % %0 be R b0y 18 for x to he B
il/ or for % %o be ® %oy is for = %o be
R and for ¥y %ﬁ be nere,

{1 1% might by -
impossible,for i% @@mi@ &
ol a éy&@ﬁ@ 4, ;
we think that i wo,y
avoid even the &f BErenee o

AELBBTL O
, ould
wond (1) in order to
an ddentitys

R %oy i for x to be Ry

%ﬁi‘g é%g%& P ﬁ?@ : )
vhere” Llens terminents sssosiated
baing #o @n%iﬁy i ! and B2
try %o ergue in Esi ;
identity vith e WBud of wourse
thers is no question ¢ of | iive sndlysisifor
Emﬁ@@&&@@‘%é welis & ¢ ‘”%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ,%%{ﬁ@ﬁ$mh & determie
Lhat 1% 19 not veully

ﬁﬁiﬁig‘;* 14 saee ﬁﬁ'm "
inponceivable that (1) itself could bs ghown 4o be

aran of




w Do

theve are,they sannod aursly subsiet{exiet in the mode of sxictonce

innoeent of the %kgﬁg%é ?iﬁiﬁﬁ%‘éﬁﬁ%%ifé@&@iﬁn of 2 rolaw
: i@ deterninan and shown Yo be e,
- iptlon by (47} ?@ﬁ&
¥ meens of an exuwple
0 ba raful)

contention uy %% w&iiﬁ%%aﬁ %
{provided ol ﬁ@ﬁ‘ﬁ@ that %% 4

seguny far&%,%&%& or ﬂ?*'ﬁg %%‘%% & reul ?@ip%i@m,a ﬁyaﬁi@
&m%}ﬁﬁﬁﬁyﬁﬁﬁ % Shat & loves B,!

n aoneide? & certain

? axsmplification by »

~ in fe 1 which we couwld rowghly
agsume Yo correspond to the condition or state in which
aomaens ia,vhen he lowves,B &&ﬁr @a@ &h@va aa%am@&
fact of A's h&ﬁa@ i& iﬁV@

“fealing” whidh conslate : , '
thoupht orp im&g& OF n ‘v;,r@@xwﬁﬁnﬁ‘%ﬁﬁﬁ of B},
and & certain forml{eorrespo ﬁﬁ %a@ m@ﬁ &é ieal, to

the mode of Avs "4 23 ng” isposed®
towards B or,

fealing iv & n BOLE 3 %$§,&a
ingtance of the i ; ﬁ@@ ”“mh deterninate
aould bo deseri @@ &% %mﬁ@ﬁ%w a% @ﬁ&mﬁ*. 8 thet this

1mim&%ﬁ iﬁﬁﬂ

doscription ﬁ@ﬁ f '

& rolations: &
wa the gw@&& % &
taken as @%mﬁ%i.ﬁ%i-@ @ % i ’
{an approvinate also,but nonethe
analysis}of aiwple love-affai
giving & sieilerly hypotheti @
of impossibi v on the part {1} oan be shown %o ba
illueory ,without having recourse to ﬁ%@ expedionce intyos
duced by the traneformation to {1t

Bub enowgh of this for the tinme being. I muet
add that I do not provound t&ﬁ above remarks bubt with
axtrens ressrvationedsonly as arative attewpla,and of
2 restricted scope for that waiter, svartheless X ney be
pernitind %%~maﬁ%iﬁm@ uwsing foravlsthon (i), ﬁ@ﬁ eonvenieney, ) ),

ave alse suceeded in
ple of how the appearance

How the a@ﬁm%@r@xmmyxﬁ promised above would be
provided by rewnrk that,in coane {ii},if’x i@ ﬁ* %%%n
?'iﬁ ﬁ** Amé hanee :

terminant by & given thing wﬁﬁié %n%ﬁil
inter alia the “glifiﬁﬁki@ﬁ of o @‘“f@ sat %hﬁugﬁ
souneated)nommrelational deterninant by :

related joonorete thing.

In replying,it is enough to deny this,by cbsorving
that from Yhe ﬁir@mma%&nﬁ@ het x fe BY,it dees not Tollow
nocegsarily thed ¥ 4s BR''{unor thad % 48 B %o ¥} (Hotioe
thet this vemark spply %o case {iL) end not te coael{i). ).
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proper fo determinenis) qua oxemplified by covovete thinge, suvbaist
that ie,in their conmnestion o conerete things and in so far

as they are vonnected %o soncrete thingssthey do not subeist
dapendbnply or dependently on ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁrﬁﬁiﬁgﬁ,iﬁ their determining
them and in so far as theg ovoncreis things are ﬁéﬁ&xmi@wﬁ

by then,

But now,if this is possibly se for some determinants
{%he uwnemeupiified ones,in ease there sre sone Busheeesond 1%
dovs not watiter at all shedher there are in fact some sushifor
there could be),then it saemy ﬁ%iigﬁ%%ﬁ§~%ﬁ sapume thaet this is
8o Tor esvery determinant ﬁ%@mﬁlifiﬁﬁyﬁw“mﬁﬁ,w@w it %ﬁ$¥® §ﬁ& be
unexenplified ﬁ@%@?ﬁ%ﬁ&%ﬁﬁy%ﬁé giva@-%h&% thelr subsistense,in
ease there sre,vould have %o be guite independent of their dotere
wining fenction{if I may be p&rm%%%@é Yo spesk thus),then on
vhet groundas &ﬁ%&ﬁ'ﬁ&yﬁﬁ§%§ﬁ$ that the subsistonce of the exene
plifisd ones ig jmﬁ%“%&@iw~ﬁ%i§@ detorminingy

We come here to formulate & major difference bee
tveen conorete And ﬁ%@%&@ﬂ%,@hﬁﬁg@,iﬁ,ﬁﬁwwﬁ of the vay of their
connection|thet is ,@rﬂ%@%fﬁf@@i@&%&@n}.ﬁﬂ?ﬁgwﬁgﬁ for conoveke
things is their %f'ﬂj;ﬁﬁﬁgyifﬁﬁég%% %$$~%&%% & pogmible conorete
thing sxrists,is just de #ay thaet it le eotuwally deterwined,
But on the other %&%ﬁwﬁhiﬁiﬁf-ﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬂyﬁﬁ%ﬂ #ot in the lenst mean
that an exbting concrete thing is ga&%'i%ﬁia@mgl&%@}@gﬁ@wﬁiﬁ@%iﬂﬁw
I1ts exietence ig ite %ﬁiﬁﬁ'$&%awﬁ§ﬁ%§gﬁﬁﬁfi;,xﬁﬁﬁifviﬁ@ﬁﬁ%wgﬁa_ﬁ
sxiglence,nov,convogquently, its being determined by the {complete)
determination by whi@h,iﬁbi@ é@%%%ﬁé%@ﬁ;ﬁg&&m lta being deternined
(and uwence ite existence)is not %hﬁiwﬁmgaﬁﬁgi‘ﬁ@%@wminﬁﬁi@m
by which £t is deterwminedinor is %ﬁ%,%&@mg itself ita{ocowplets)
dotermination, though i%ﬁ‘&Xi@%@ﬁ@@‘éﬁhi§§ %@§ﬁ@'@ﬁﬁﬁwmiﬁ@ﬁ by
that {complete) detevmination,

We may then say,that the notion of pglatence of ‘
conerete things,just ss,pevheps,the nokion of identity of gunerete
%hiﬂgﬁii,i% dependent on the nobion of baing determined|or

3. Sew E&%%ﬁ 11 for @ %ﬁﬁ?éﬁiﬁﬁ&ﬁ‘%mﬁiyﬁiﬁ of

identity of vonorote thinges along these Lines.



«ilw

or predieative veing) or of proper p@@éim&%i@m‘ﬁy vhich v wean
that it is analysablelin @ &@@%@i% sones) in terme of the 3&%&@@
[though distinet from i%}

Guite ﬁ%%&fﬁi&& 1%k ﬁ@%%rmiﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁpﬁhwi% Bube i
i%

benge
is not their mﬁﬁﬁg¥@ﬁﬁ@y inine wzm@@@é i% i® guite independent

of their being deteruining, Henoe in y%ﬁﬁ?&i deterninents asvbeigl
independently of @@%%%@%% thinge~wgoparate fyom theniby which

¥e mean that they need not the euppors of ponerets thinge for

their subsistence,in the ssunse i whéﬁ%,f@r axample,en im@ﬁ%ﬁ@@
needs the support of & ﬁ&&%@m% o ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ ite szistence by vroe
viding thet in vhieh the Ansbance iﬁ&%@@ﬁmwwﬁﬁ in any conple

rable sense, {ors ?f@%ﬁ%@lﬁ« ne support im required,in the #enHY

of & conerete thing's providing the ome ters in conneciioni{effectea”
28 ve shall see by the respoetive fin) #ith whieh &iﬁﬁ@, 2
determinant osn subaist, Je

i2, ﬁwﬁ&%%%i@*@ %ﬁﬁﬁ@@%iﬁﬁ &f

{foonl mosning Vig coleovent %@%@Q v ¥
i3, Une way protest that what one should gxpwet for

deterninents,on the &ﬁ&lﬁgy of W%ﬁ% i the cawve with
soucrote things,in banos, would be st any
rate,that the subsistence of berminents oousiete in thaie
%@xm& datermined ,ond not in their baine ﬁ@@%”m&ﬁiﬁgqﬁﬁﬁ
thie, though posing = genuine py ?‘“,ﬁﬁ really irrelovent
h@x@gfax %ﬁ%f@@i<§ ig that ibened of determinents,
vhatever 1% wmi fuen out infend that deters
minants exis : ; Yl mhould dave think,
really denie vh enouph . brouble baing

the precise cob o . feehion or wmolde ), in

iw iﬁé@%&%@ﬁﬁr @f their be nected with conorete
things, i.@' i& nm& %ﬁ@ir I %

ﬁiﬁ@

 hag _m%‘ @wﬁ iﬁ%?%@ﬁ@%@ @w

'8 have baen @@ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ&ﬁ ﬁwiy in

- sumovion.end net in vespeot of

; ~®m E%wiy be E whnt ? "

%ﬁ@ﬁf&%ﬂig} &% &ﬁg rete, it 1a int tial

y&&m&i%&& @hﬁg B if d@%,y antn &r@ what %h@y are %y
G4 i ‘ 8 g of detersinstion

1 nation in

ant , dng eraby
thinga, things detornined %krﬁ&@3~%k@ir %@%%véﬁyﬁﬁﬁm@
of this problem see next Laoey,
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8/ The thought may by now have vecured,tbat even
if the svbsisheonce of doterninante 18 not their boing determining,
yet the notion of their subsisteonce ie &@@@ﬁ&&@i%ﬁ b ound
11i% ",‘jiﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁ:&%  Thet La,though ve
san concelvably sephrate the netion of their subsistencs from
that of %heivr being ﬁ@%@r@imiﬁg,ﬁﬁﬁ@%&ﬁi@ﬁﬁ-%%& notiones of Ytheir
aunhaistonoe snd of %%%iw eapability @f poteniiality of being
determining are really inessparvable.The latter s Britton iv the
firat and meve then ¥hissit oxhawsbs Lhe Tormeryfor what more
do we mean in @f?z?miﬁ& the subeisience af a detorninnnt, bul
that 1% gan be exn ‘ by eonorete things,eoven if 1% ig
not actually ez @wﬁligiﬁé?- , ‘ .

ﬂ@y'ﬁwﬁﬁ~%7ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁyﬁiﬁﬁ of %he watber,both the
axistonce of conerels %hiﬁgﬁrﬁmﬁ the pubsistence of deterninents
BYH ﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁwﬁwiiyi% eonnaelked with thy newns of @W@@@w‘@wﬁﬁi@&%i@%
or the determination se far studied,But the former e direetly
bound with detevmination,whorses the 1&%%@? iz direetly bound
only with the poseibility of é%%@rmiwﬁ%i@m{%mﬁﬁaf SOUTHY,
from the other snd @f hewepy to @g&&k}.

with that of their sapab

9/ in of sowe nestness in the shove indivated
convepbion 1 aw iﬁ&l&ﬁ@@ %ﬁ~@@m@@% i%a“%@ eheyvge I should like
to urge agminst 1% 1s Hhat it @%ﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ the iﬁ%xﬁﬁkmﬁm bateonn
pessible and astuval being with snether distinetion bolseen variouws
kinda{vhich mey well amount to eateporial differonven) of aotunl
budng{eith exactly sorresponding ﬁxﬁ,»&ﬁkkﬁﬁﬁ of the gsorglotive
kinds of potentisl baing).hnd fﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁgi shoeuld olain thet the
fold sonception wvioletes & iﬁ%&ﬁ of  the pricvdityiin & cevtain
sonse jof sctual over peteniisl baing.

'ﬁﬁ the calegurial
BES T,

#ither logileel,nor
dg be sdded) mﬁ%mw&§¢

I8, Nh@ i % is &&%%§@3 Lo
siuply metaphysleal,norl{if i%
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10/ Reperding the f{iret slhBrge,

Therse are,inter alie, conorete %himyﬂ,ﬁ%%@ww@%mn@ﬁ
and faote, Their existenceler betteritheiy mude of swuidgtence,
their modus sxistendl) differs in kindlor wethersin catepory ).
But now these differsnces are not coinoident with %h& diftorency
beivssen actuel end pongible @Kﬁ@%%ﬁﬁ%wmm'%ﬁﬁg% of sourse they

eon be sonnected with iﬁ,wﬁi% haws aﬁig Yo be sunberteined in ovder
to be sswented,

Buk ﬁhﬁﬁ$%ﬁﬁfﬂri%§§&ﬁﬁﬁ'¥iﬁﬁ apponre to confovmd
the difference in wode of the sxietences of deterninenis as
aompared #ith the wodl @xi%@@ﬂ%ﬁ(%ﬁ,ﬁ&gg roby or conowele thinps,
with the differance of @%ﬁﬁi@%ﬁ from asbuwal,dn respect of the,
actunl oshiaining of a deteruination and Lis possibility of obe
taining, o ‘

But So proceed Turthor,Pagts oxist in their
propey wmode ov fashionglet we say that faoks @%3@%§¢&$ wey thed
aotual facis %ﬁi&ﬁf i 8 ﬁ@ﬁ@é&nﬂg‘RWﬁﬁm$&&;$my aleost the same
shing ﬁ%f?@x&w%iﬁ,@@ﬁ%i%%& oot %u%7§@%&i%$ﬁ of sourse,do ’
ﬂﬁi@%f,lﬁ% us say that they pobentially exint Fossible facte
may invelve es subjects {(setually jex X&

ant @mﬁ&r@%@ thinga
Again oohorebe thinge exist in their proper mode
or fashion of existence;led us say 4hat comcrote %&iﬁg&'%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁw
Fosgible ooncredte things fua posaible do not ex ﬁﬁa ;lot us eny
Phat they potentially &%iﬁ% ,ﬁﬁﬁdihi@ soncrate %himwﬁ pmunnt
be but the avbjests of yﬁﬁxﬁ%iﬁ {and not setunlised Yar e, 17
We sse in the above remarks the foree of the
inltiel obaervationithe distinction bolwean sotunl and potential
exietonce s quite diffevent from the distinetion betwssn %he

16, That Theastetbus L11 77’*@% Theawtelbus is an
existent conerete thing 4 # nek fly,ie suek
ym&gah%@ fufﬁ~ﬁ& hoBn @ ?%%ﬁlly} mm@;%&%*

7

%i%ﬂ@ SR Pon g i% %%ﬁ@ “@“ ' %a iﬁ%@@&ﬁ%@ soune kind

of distine%ion bebween lepleal snd ontologicel modalities?



various wnodl existendi.lhe ﬁifﬁ%ywmgﬁ is pevepicusus I8 such
eombined expressions like *@%ﬁ@mﬁiﬁi @%i%%@ﬁ$$§ or *potential
existense in the mode of fast' er Ypetenitisl factusl existoncet,

But il w@ turn Yo the deterninants ve find thet
the situntion is quite ovlthervise.Vor how sen we diatinguish smong
thew between possible and setuel existence? How could the goncepiion
be Torped of a distinetion %@%@%ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%&@ﬁiﬁ%@ﬁ@%ﬁi%wﬁﬁﬁ§y

mdas ol deborvinonts %%% %@%&%%i&i@&ﬁi%%@%@%wiﬁmﬁﬁﬁmmﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁw
doterminants? A %@@%iﬁ%@Vfﬁ@% is eonshituted by & popsible oxnine
plification of » debermiventiand 8 pessiblr sonerele thing eleg
ecorresponds 19 & pogsible joint exemplificetion of #ll deternie
nants invelved in & {(possible) ammgi@%@ datoralantlongbut in
both cases the oxigtencd of the detereinants coneurred seems $0
be reyunirvediand is %m&@ﬁ §@y granbed }just sy wueh as in the cese
of motuel footes and existing comerete thinge.The setual axle
stence of determinsnte,ons wenbe %o say,is required to accowmd
both for what ie %hy etnsd end for what oén be tThe casezll
governs all wﬂ@@%@i&i%g;i% e the grouwnd of &EX possibility and

aetualli %ygﬁ

The wiew oritickded sprees very well with thie
vesultsif 41 faile,it feiles in ancother sncounter.But belore res
fubing 1%,let ne introducs & vluesely gsopnepted wiev vhieh woul d
negete this result snd apeimilate the camse of deterwinants with
those of concreids @%gmg@~§%§ff&@@ﬁ#&&,@%gﬁgﬁﬁ’%hﬁ wsyplicetion of
the setunel/potential distinvtion. | | ‘

So,i% wight seew,it is here where the foves end the
slgnifisenee of the wvigw sxpesed i 4 hosomes wovre alesrly Telb.
Por thet wievw pointe{though wislesdingly and so fo spsuk negabi

valy) te the directiom of drewing &'ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@%%@& batwesn actuallity

18, @%% shrustural wwmﬁ@@%@@& h@r@ with Yrsoherisn
poiecte 1g men

sat,An additionnl resson for VYheir
interpretotion au ﬁ@%@?m_ﬁﬁﬁfﬁiﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ% *hamg%} rathey
than ae portienlazse,
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and existence as wush in Yhe cese of determibants as in the

sases of facts snd consyete thingslon this distimetion is founded
the newly introduced wiew). The wil@g@@7§§@%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁw-Wﬂm&ﬁgﬁm thi&
goeount,be based on the distinciion beivesn an axanplifiad and

an wnexemplified determinant,The advocate of ilw visw in

guestion would propose that the @ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@@ ef o ﬁﬁ%%?ﬁim&ﬁ% iu

i%e dotersining jeo thel . wm'%ﬁﬁﬁ@M§%ifi%ﬁ @%ﬁ@&m&uﬁ Yt is e
poseible detovminant,potenilally %ﬁiﬁ%iﬁ@wi%ﬂ%&@wmwﬂﬁwﬁfwﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁm

minanito.
But thie %%f&rmui&%iﬁﬁl of the wview will not
day,for the folloving f@%g@ﬁ;w%ﬁ%%?ﬁim@ an lenistont) objecty,exisbing
after i%e proper fashiom,we may distinguish zhed it j%#%@%k‘
from the "fast® thal 1% exials and from its ﬁﬁi%%@ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁwaﬁﬁ s

194 The pelorpuletion consists in aseribing
vosaible exi 2 bo : d deteruinente,
conbrary : in Woadmiths their
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@f&gaw i% m@% ﬁ f@ﬂtga,j ~w~, & *W“Kf abion, 1
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s . T P, W

ﬁﬁw @@y 531';7 4:& af~  ne ganee oflor vhat
sorresponds dn reality | Yilemal dxivtential
stantonent. at I am n b waying
sny thing &y Lity of snalyais
or aven redy apar Taots,
aither in Hap
of objests ,
betwaen %@%%&1
Yo *focts” oy
mm&% %w

Lys Vow @%&%ﬁ,@ %hﬁ ﬁ@m%iﬂﬂ
- thing ia @kﬁ% &&@h &

xmimﬁm%m @w

that
ioen Sheir m@ e blon,

*iak that of vropay

netion ag determined

4 in proper predioation),
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ababraet %&iﬁ% -
thetir 1 g

by B nexus P
predication and in ' iy £
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u , T e Y ,
berm the Twhet 14 199 o &ﬁ»mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgaﬁﬁ:?ﬁﬁvq&»@wﬁgﬁﬁﬁ#&x‘iﬁ the

sane of concrete things their forme eswendi is thelyr somplete
determination,the totality of their propurtics.Yow we heve indeed
not offored $111 now an enalysis of the forus sasendi of dober.
miﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁggyﬁ%,ﬁﬁ‘mﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬁ,%& goatherged Trom vwhat hos baon said,
nansly thet their axepplificstion by concrate things ie not part of 4k
thelr forma @%3$@ﬁi§$wﬁﬁimﬁﬁh may be taken sr self-evident,

Granted the immediately ahove mentioned nerative
reault,ve are entitled Yo conelude thet he Tovrms sasendi,at
1@&&&ﬁ%,@§ delerminents iy not dependent in any %ey on conerede
things and on their vonnection Yo thenm,thet 1s,0n propey predie
eation or sxewplificantion or the determination so far studisd,

But this "at least" this minimal rasult,is streny enough: the
exintence of adeterminant is ite beoingwhat 44 ie,thed is,it is
ite having sctuslly the foves sesendi whish definen 1%{or it
in the actuality of %%ﬁ‘fﬁ%&&'@@%@ﬁéi}}ﬁhﬁwﬁfﬁwﬁ,if e Torma

this nexus sgwording Yo
in proper predicetion,
ol oheysoterisations
8 l6ed Yo some such
“ivaan the waye they,on the
rete thinge on the other,are what

with sone objests serving in
the way deterninants fuy
he spparent
from sbetraet ¥
fundenontnl
one hend end cond

they sre,
21, The s

ferm hew sowmething to do

#ith the rey r rality,or rather of

somplote "ag Y oan rors the varions tyves of
constitublion of the difftevenit tagories of objects. See,
 thi @1 en 6 sooond remark of 0,20,

aain th doaling Yo avail wyself,
for exawnple,of the soholastie 1
it is wainly uwsed in respect o
indesd,in vy use of the ternse
is the forme essondi of come

23, Chnd ome wmust nob ¢ : ; : »
be similar,even strvetur , lailar,te the enalysis of
the properties of vonerete hinge,

2B, See,for en incomplete dissussion of this point
Bmeny 11.

B i weam,this is so,even if the pxistonce off dotey.
minants is not so independen =foaording to the sxupress
contention of the advosste of the heve eritioiaed view,

2 that this enalyeis will




essendl is independent from somebthing,the existence of The
deterninants swe is also esssntially iﬁ&&ﬁ@ﬁ%@ﬂﬁﬁﬁ £rom ftibut
the forms essendi iz independent of the sxewplificetion
{actual or possibls) of the detersinentshenee bhe sxigtonce @f
the determinants is eguelly independent from 44,

The point of Yhe above srpument simply put,ie thet
the existence of an sbieet 1ls just its leetually) being what
1% imjor at lesst it is nocesserily sonnected with ite balng &o
alone,.So that wvhat is not even ineluded in whad an objecd is
{vhat iz not includede im i%s forua agpendicswin turss of the
above introdused jergon),cannct possibly constitute 1%s existence
by i%e being somshow mttevhed tu 14{not iproperly possessed hy it,
by the object).¥his i¢ the vewe with exonplification,

in erder te aveid miswnderstanding,l wust onphte
sise thet whet is eaid above doos not in the Isawst oppose o
propossl to define & wotion of existence of determinante,pocording
Yo whish an existent delevainant is %ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiifi@% daetorninant
wen&nd 8 pursly potentielly existing one is en exewplifiable dotere.
ainent or a determinant eapable of belny axemplifiod{buk wenem. -
plified as & maltioy of fmet).¥hat I am claining wainly ,enounts
only to the obsewvebtion thet the sxistencelin this senee ) of a
daterminant is the being exenplified of on exiatinglin snother
proper sense) determinentjond similarly thet the sotusl BONeRL~
atonee| Yhough potentinl existence)lin this the proposed sense )
of a determinant,is Juelt the not being exenplified of en eyuslly
and actually szistinglin the sone propey sense,ge in the previous

26, i sey legmentiall spendent {nok weing
‘eosentially? %é?“iﬁ&iiﬁ bﬁ%ﬂ“ mmwm&wm%%a@&%y} %m
cover @@@ %ww&lﬁ nf o my

@Xi%%@ﬁ%@ af thﬁ ﬁé%&%&i% .
ﬁﬂﬁ %iﬂﬁ @f ﬂﬁ@h ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%@%,,w

§iﬁﬁ%i@ﬁ ﬁf %h@ ﬁ@%@?miﬁ&ﬁﬁ ﬂﬁ%@@?ﬁ@é,&ﬁ pl&i@&y
sonsistent vith wy poind,
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gase) determinent,To say the sewe thing in elightly diftervont
teras mg%ﬁﬁ%% the exemplification sné the neneexewplificetion

of a determinent @%@@gﬁ?@ﬁ&@ it actual sxisbence jhence the pros
poesd definitien ile subordinste %o the one gaplicating She
proper sense of ‘existence’ in respect of detberainantosss the
zaperal form of sueh @xplisation bedng,ae in the case of auy
ohject vhatsoaver,that its existence is ite {agtuelly) being

svhet 1% lﬁﬁ?

11/ We ecen eleborste the remerks wede in the previous

chapber in verious Wﬁyﬁﬁv
in one way,ve wey bring %o besr the pribnoiple

asvoerding %o vhieh vhat is relotedler things which are m%l&%&%)
must exist in order to be velated % And move ga%&f&iiy,%h&% @%g@a%ﬁ
gonneeted in eny waylby weons of either welstions or ”r%l&%%ﬁﬁﬁ”ﬁg
ties)wust exist in evder %o be eonnestedythat, in other wawﬁ%,
%he holding of a conneetion presupposes the existence of the
objects connectediexistence in thelr proper wmodes wnodes, of

vourse),dnd vhet is wmoreseven the pepsibility of & porticulay

26, m&l%i%lﬁ&iﬁy and waristion of formulation
being somebimes felt ss wore reasonsbly persuasive than
the bare content of the iden expressed.

2% Wot thed this is wery informative,indved,
if one hes in wmind empirical ,ﬂrm&ﬁiﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ Gr B Toe
gquirement{which may well not be explicit or @v@n
conneiously held asg &r@”~ir¢'”ﬁ%} of redustion{in some
way ) te sueh informativeness, ‘ : T
not be necessarily bouwnd to @
For exanple ,greaping ﬁh&*
contained in en” organie” fasl
By sbtom wey be wore aonneeted with wnderstanding the ariie
evlation of the systeuweor the lack of sveh articulasilone
and the "plage” @aﬁmgi%ﬁ %y the proposition in thatd
artienlatlon,

28 Heoedless %o s@g,i mean fo olnim only thed 4L
the objects ave zaslly rols avn they really exiel,
Hot thet anyithing 9o wo prdainarily think oy eny
shat it is 8 ﬁﬁl&ﬁiﬁﬁmnﬁﬁﬁﬁ isg really suweb a veleiione
nenus, dnd siwileriy @%%h,@ﬁﬁm&@%i&ﬁﬁ,&&i@@:ﬁ@%m@% that
fyreally? doss nol mespn scinsl

29 Beg Dusay ?i,y-i,m.ia
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rienl informativenese,
saning of & proposivion

m 4n & philosophicel
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eonnection presupposes the existencelin thair respeshive, propey
modes of existence) of the iLieonms ﬁ%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ%%@»@ﬁ%ﬁ the possibility

of & fact like,soy,thet

akb,requires the prior{in s welephysicsl

sense) aotual existence of & and Peness and byand gbwilerly the
%@&ﬁﬁﬁiiiﬁy of the faet that,for snample & is P,presupposes the
"prior” ,actual existence of & ond Fanops, That 8 and Poness sre
wot connected|the m@%@phﬁﬁiﬁ&l&g @&@ﬁéﬁu?&@%ﬁﬁ that a is wot P)
thovgh they ean be connecied by apredicative tie of the proner
type,presupposes thet 8 and Penssas {retunlly) ﬁxig%ﬁy

0.

#1e

For the reluctencd to sdmit in e metaphyeienl
sense negative facte, sew & ‘ iVeRowghly ,vo oun &x@y@nw@
with %h@m by &&%&%rﬁi~ an . redly ne @%ivm foel
tualise o fae

One might think that in the osse vhere we have
& concrets thing and the set of 41l determinents Lue
volved in 4% ; nakion,the above olaim
' ¥ govdjfor if the congrete thing iu not
predieatively netuelly connected with tlmt mal, it
doos not exist sobuallysit 3 8 vospibla,vel unaw%&%lim
wed ooncrete thing{leveys 111 end Vi)e

Theare 19 indosd am@i@ field for distinetions

& possible conorete thing is not setuslly
sonvectied predicstively with any deterninsnt, But 1%
ie somehow "ponnected” with % On the other hand,
1% vorresponds in & certain G one or more @Kiﬁ%iﬁp
conarete things, {Compare : & notion of ine
compatibility in existence &ﬁﬁﬁg @ ﬁ@@%ﬁ% %*~ﬁgﬁ§@@ﬁ&i%i&
ones) iuntroduced in Besaye 1 ‘ ;
giple,an impropey nou-de bern '
conoreto %héﬁg &8 subjeot ie sqwiva snd b
winatliong snd n @ '
sith onist
47 non-conneet
Ty provid
that 'in principlet:
Let & be on wetual sonerete thing,e & possible
ona , and ﬁﬁwﬂﬁﬁ%* and @« ! signify determinente.
W el vad in the conplete detere
wination of belh & and o, s8nd that Yenwss is not
invelved in the %ﬁm??ﬁ@% ﬁ@%@ymx&ﬁ%i@ﬁ of either & or €,

it = #,this time)
',fﬁﬁi$$%;V$Ky gonnes ted
Lerninnnte.
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and Predication{predicative being) es followings

A eategory of objeets hae its  own and propey
medus existendi and ite own and propey kind of CTorms augendi.
Ye bheve aleo indlonted abeve that the ﬁ@%&@ii%y of am obieelts
forwa eesendi is one and the sewe with i%e @xi@@@ﬁﬁﬁg&ﬁ@ The

latter,in 1% %urn,is mnovhing but the ¢ i what 1% is,
ag @i&%@mm% from “w&a% 4% 14% ,or that %g.ﬁliﬁy whaioh 1% ig.

In %this wey,the supposed pulf betwesn B ~%i$%@ﬁ@%,&ﬁ§«y@%@iﬁﬁ%ﬁ@%

Boing ie bridged,the “by Ao L™ Toruula belng: an object's being
what it 2%$&@ its Wﬁiﬁ k ,

khat (1) sl

in @rﬁ%w t kww%

of this long |
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vight et the !
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Wo oon wow undorstand both why,in the sese of &
partisular feot 1like Yhe one that & ts ¥, no
ite exisbence,and why this prasupposed lte existence.Baing P
ig sinvlteneouwsly more end less than iz reguived in the notion
of the exisitence @€~ﬁ#§%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁm%%%@%@~@@ %&ﬁ@«@%%&mi%@ﬁﬂg*m
being what 4% ds in %%%‘ﬁ%ﬁﬁ§xﬁﬁg%§% totnli
lose then ite formseesendi $n its en ! e .
ie what its %ﬁi@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ amounts %%,ﬁﬁ the %%h@w b ugﬁﬁ %ﬁ %gﬁﬁg
o whet 4% Le 4w y@%ﬂ&r%ﬁ ﬁww the

m@y%mwmh%W%vﬁﬁ ﬁ%l& i%@_% 5,

’ : e %@%@% ensgndld Lo ite
grigtenceswenot lte having such and sweh & Porms segond i, Toe pul
it in other words,by the Yexistence’ of an %@g&&%;%@ﬁ,k@iﬁg whal
i% 1o iz wesnt,vhatever i%,in fael,i

ﬁ@ﬁ&%@uﬁﬁ%iya%wimw B,y Bei less and at the
same Line wove Shan what ﬁ@ required for the moiion of aniatonce,
doas no¥ eolnoide with the @ﬁi%%%ﬁﬁ% of a.dat,n's belog D.oan
only be part of it being ﬁ?@%?%ﬁ&ﬁw Shat 1% %&a@%i@ I twuet
Yo he %@&f%%%iﬁﬁﬁﬁjgﬁﬁﬁ%% i% ??%@%@@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%&ﬁ o part presupposen
its whole) a's baing ae and aw{%h@ whole of ite forms sessendi
is weant Yo be ineluded in thie *so snd po?)jand thevefore ik
Progupposes a's bholupeo and ao,a ad h%ﬁ@@ a%a boing what &% is
{irrespeative of whal 1% 48 )eon-that in,a's ﬁwﬁﬁ%@ﬁ@@ "

We onn then summwarise,Belng iw sither BalngeSonse
thing or Being simpliciteriBeling sinpliciter is Brieotenoe sthe
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iz the conneetive being of proper ?ﬁ@ﬁ%@%%%%m the dletinpaishing
sharacteriatic of the i&%ﬁa%{&% eontrasted with the Beis
thing of other oategorien of objest) buing Yhe elreuwns tonoy
that in the ecase of @%ﬁ%?@@% thinge , Sheir boing whai they sre
iz grounded on their belapy somnectsd by woy of dotormination or
proper predication with the ﬁ@%%ﬁ%&m@n%@‘ﬁimally ﬁmﬁ&%@mwm wnd
Boing-Sousthinglend henve,n fovitori Bxistence and Qﬁﬁﬁ@@%i@%
wr propey Predicative Being) are syastemsticully connsched,in the
way ebove owilined, N

In the third plece,ve noy w&rﬁ&p& @@@ﬁﬁﬂ% BOmGe
hoe for the syesial %%&%ﬁﬁ of determinants oy reporde the Jdlstine

ation betwesn @@%Wﬁirmﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁi‘%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁsi wmenn the o ireoms
gtanoe that thie distiunetion doss m&% sawn Yo apply bo them
in respuwet of ite sepond ﬁﬁ?%gé ‘ ,
Por let we observe thek in vospeod of Dadnp-Bomnoe
thing the second part ﬁf the dietivetion is indeed not spplicubles
& determinent®s bedny sosething or %&wi%ﬂ-&_ﬁwyﬁﬁﬁﬁ natuwre ta
not suscepbible of potentinl existence,There is epperently no
senge in which we can gpeek of o determinani's being potentially,
though noet actuelly so and %%¢§®%%§%%,%%%% or sbstract thiongs cen
be whay they ars ﬁm&g,&ﬁ%mﬁixy¢ ‘
But 1f the Deing-Somethin
sulely sptunl and ﬁm%,%ﬁ&mﬁﬁgﬁ@iﬁg’@f;y,

@wﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁiﬁﬁn%ﬁ io
oy possibly potential,
4 not potentislly. There
ean only be a guestion of the sctuelity of the foruwa sssendi of
determinanis,not any queskion of possible sctualiby.Bed Yhe
sctuality of an objeetts forme eavendi,or i%s being what it ia,
is indeed ite existonce.Henva i¥ we caunch ﬁ@&miﬁgf%ﬁiy spenl

then they are suituwally whed they arewees

%%, The f%%ﬁ?ﬁ %%%%ﬁm{%f %&@ @m@% m%@&&@ﬁ

j ﬁ@ﬁ Eﬁ

&
P18
&



mid

of tha possidble sotwelity of thei forme pwsendi,or of the objeot's
baing polentielly what it i&,%ﬁ@% we wannet equally spoak

about possible existenss eoncorning sush &ﬁ%ﬁﬁ&@%gwh%§&§%%W;
deoterninants ezist only @@%ﬁ&&gyﬁﬁkﬁyzﬁﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁﬁ&@w sotuel sxistents
wwws Gl 8bgolute Honsbelngethers canuot be o posuible debersinent,
a8 thare arve posszible aonsraie %@1%%&*&%@ thers @&mmﬁﬁ %@ 8 e
tential character of an @ﬁi&%ﬁﬁ& dute %iﬁ&&%.%%@y are soduelly
vhat they sre ---and thelr bheiloe wh&% %h@g arvel that 48, theiy

axiatence) is

%ﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ

B,

@n% %&y @rm%@&%
&rgmﬁ@%% only reqy

“hﬁ% T he f@ww ﬂf %@ﬁ‘wﬁﬁv%

That ‘#ﬁ}.;g %
truly the £

tﬁ@%*%ﬁ%
 $%&%1$%$%&

& on the g'&
dnag this fors in saeh o
only prewise the thesis
of @%%@?%&ﬁ&ﬁﬁ&li@ hiy

ﬁm@%%ﬁ%”w
fand mw% a1

senaity consisting,

ance dhat 1% im solaly
reparding the existence

really wante Yo say

' @m;w mﬁé mﬁﬁmxﬁ than

,iﬁ the el
ﬁ@%ﬁ@%},%h g our oonel

&1%@@%&%&@
%wﬁlmﬁiaﬂ'

ya & w%a& %3%%?%&%1%@
sty nothing of the
f21i%y in general
'wwﬁu%i@% @uﬁ 1&% %ﬁ %%ﬁ

— ] 4
iy}ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁ{ n gur casy
in the nexus of deteral
wiww @%i%

he o ﬁiﬁyiﬁg %i&
%ﬁvff 19).But the
ined iw @%&1 y without voint and oounterintuile
wldé we ehre to breat 1% sericusly and %o we
; & ; @@f%i&%é%ﬁ ﬁf‘i% we wmuy dispose of 4% by
m%mi&g *i; 1 b , iiwﬁmfw %M pussibility
of sebunl beivysh in seseribiug only potent ialboiug
to determinante,we aflirn the poseibility of actual
h%iﬁy iﬁ r& of them,an srefore we introdues the

8 ‘ inl being as pertaining %o
from their sphere by the

%%@mmmw% ﬁ&@ iﬁ&%%@m %&ﬁﬁ,‘
argument in the texi.



uﬁ P

Fourthly,we may daduse from the Jock of any
petentiality or potentianl @ﬁﬁﬁﬁrwﬁwﬁﬁlﬁﬁwﬁg o the pert of dee
terminante,theip 3&§ %iakuﬁﬁf indeed e change of & subjsct
8 from ite being & o 1te belng a%,or ite coming to be @' ,involives
both the possibility that 1t shouwld be #* end the faot thet 14
retually wes not 8° before ite becoulng %o be &%‘@h@wﬁfﬁ@@,%h@

i 3 S . af the
distinetion between setual end poltentisl being in wespect of the

»

poesibility of ehenps presupposes the ap

gb jecte or &m%ﬁ@ﬁ%&,@@%Q%?ﬁ%ﬁ;ﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ@%@ then,the inapplicvbility

- of this distinction enkeils wnchengeeblility.Mence,the doterminenis

They sleo enlertein

an aseiunal and imwubeble existencesfor coming %o exiet end phaaing

out of exiptence %@iﬁg,& @@§%@%m kiﬁé‘@%\ﬁﬁ%ﬁgﬁgﬁhﬁ somn

argument appliss in theee vases as in the others abovelnot %o

invoke sgein the dependonce of existence on Being something ).
PACthly, 1% is %o be noted that if this our

Touwrth vewark is correed,vhot is denisd from ﬁ%%ﬁrmimﬁﬁ%ﬁ in not

simply ehenge of vhetevey Rind,but sven the posy ] Of oha

Hoe the netion of & thing's not chawping ne & mm%%@r @f faet,

ar of 1ts EW%@:%&ga,ﬁﬁﬁ%&%g@ﬁ as & wotier of fact,is the notion

of & Sthing's pevsevering oxsatly ﬁf,i%@*"*ﬁiiy,%h%«ﬁﬁ%@ throuwh

time,a thing's persisting without %%@ﬁgﬁﬁ%?‘%%w@agh timesin obthay

words 1% 48 the neotion of a @hi%ﬁ*%@@%ﬁiﬁiﬂg the sowe oy jdentical

#ith tteelfiand @K&@%&ﬁ’%%@\ﬁﬁ%%,ﬁﬁﬁ identienl in svery respect)

are vhat they ere setuelly end jmpuilebly.

36, 4 gmﬁ *@@%@ymimaﬁ” 1t i double fuverived conwmen
in ordey %o esphosise do not wean to luply
mm.um@ly@i@ of what tha nante ave,oonparabie

o the snalysiv of what © ke %%iww& are, in

the lattar cass we speak ilenand analyse

ﬁﬁ%%hﬁﬁ iﬁ%@"
mﬁ%mf@ %ﬁ

- rengon why
rtige of determis
& belat our
* alapiielityte pake,
Sk 3 iy nd VTdeverninationt,
@?@wié@é i ﬁi%ﬂﬁmi&%% them from the mesnings sthached
£111 mow me n result of our smalyeis of propey prée
disation of abstract things to conevete thinpge.




in the past,present and fuluve.lere we have the notion of something
ghish was,ie and will be. sraotly op Eéﬁ&%i@ﬁ&i@ the sowe,or vithout
sl buing enduring

@%ﬂﬁgagzﬁ may speak inm Yhis case of & ttﬁ_ : :
anehanged throwrh Himbeww 98,%1th the %a&&iﬁﬁ%&%i&mﬁ pud TORSTYERe

tions expresesd in Hesay V,ve may pﬁ@%&@ﬁ whoppe to speak of the
infinite duyeiio ,\,;‘;' ' coeither abeolutelylvzistone
4i81ly) or relatively bo some determinations of il predientively ).
Hot ﬁ%,%%%ﬁ & thing of whieh Yhe g@%wmh@ii%y of
chonge itself i ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ ie,of course,phanselogs,
sharacter of being ﬁ%&&gﬁ%&ﬁﬁ is of & wadioslly ﬁiﬂf@?ﬁﬁ@ @@r%
{rom the h%f@r@%@%my gunesee bave wvadther Lo do wikh i%e ; !
e : i

betwosn laak of @%&mg
due o the impossibility”
coneerned ,and on the other bend,betvesn loek of shange of &
Senporsl and of an gl el or nl thing.Really,the bwe
alemonts of the é&ﬁf@%%ﬁ@@ suEn %@ %@ ne w@w% agparete than dwe

é%

of @%%mgw é%s%ﬁ%%&%ﬁ of the thing

fopete of one and the seme thing,if net then Ywo differing in
respect of vieswpoind fornulstione of oue and the sswe puoind,

89, Tpeludl soming %o %%;ﬁﬁﬁ pageing evay a8
one kind of ga in generel.

S8e Oryrethor,ay a wallter of the neturellss opple
sad Yo,euy,;the metaphyeicalleonstituiion of the

notual World,

59, AV lepst metephysiesnd lmponsibilidy le heps
maR e



oo

nants h&%ﬁ been %%%ﬁﬁ %@ %a %mmu%mkk@ A that %ﬁvmmvin@ %ﬁ%ir
eteynally being the sswe or sbeolubely (deatigaleeswnot Yhat
resting on & thing®s vemsining the somelexsclly the saneleven

for the vhole span of dime,aw it a&g%%ﬁ;
In the aix%h place,ve may deduse frowm ihe
foregoing polnke,4ked the intuitive snd hiphly pleuesible contention
that the distincetion betwoen sspentisl and @&viﬁ@%%@iﬁl in ned
appliceble %o ﬁ%%@r&iﬁ&m%x@g‘yﬁy it ie impossible that & detere
minant should be {or heve] at & tine sowething which % mny laek
ot anothor time becnwse of 1t immubabilityshenes detersinants
caynot be acoldentelly sowelhing thet @ﬁ@y aye,But povhdpes move
importantly ,neither eon they be pesentielly womething that they
aresfor 8% beisg cesentislly s ig %o be imym@ﬁx%&@ for 8 %o
have & &t one btime and laek 1% at suother Simeibut 1% makes no
senee ot sll %o speak of 8 Temporal being in veapeet of determie
nante,as they lie beyond tiwe{so Yo wpesk).Thervelore meither
determinents sre essentially what they ave,nor aceidentellyjthey
transeend this distinction or the distinction {8 inepplicsble

o %hwmﬁg.

40, » we refusolas in Zesey V)

Ay yeotusl

ed Lotality.

41e Vor this distinetion,vhich wo wvse here withoud
restating ,see Besny 111,

42, And, ol course,the o
oo from & system a thoroug
eannet belt eount strowvply

“*mﬁ%&@a@ %h&ﬁ e %ﬁﬁ dadue

i f&@ﬁ§§ &f %hﬁ @y@%%mm
4y ere ve fin :;”*"@w ?"@@ﬁ% for elaining a

have 4he
é%ﬁ@rw



12/ Resapitulating then,se may oloin that ve
have shovwns ' ‘
i/ thet the Belng of determinanis{both
their Being-Something and dhedir absolnle buing,oryin obther words,
both theipg ﬁr@ﬁﬁﬂ&%zvgﬂéﬁ'&ﬁé their sgistential being) ie
indepoendent of setuel and possible %%ﬁm@lﬁfﬁ@a@iﬁﬁgﬁmﬁﬁ thely
forme essendi and VYhelr existenceland ,0f eourse,their woldus
sxietendi) are iandependent of ewxewplificsation eompletely,
it/ that %@~%&@;ﬂ@%ﬁg¢ﬁ‘@ﬁ daterninente
does not periain potentiality in euny veyithey sro,eand they are
ntnelly alone. ‘
114/ %that the Being of detevminents is

iv/ that their Being Yo Jimeless or thet
they are eternally«<«that the are in elernily and not in tine

v/ 4het their Belug is neither sccidental
nor essenbtial,or that the @istinction essentisl/accidentsl
is wot applisable %e 1%.

In pummary,we ney &ri@fiy ﬁ%@t@ that the Being
of deterninents iv indevendent of their exemplification,selvel,
jmputeble,sternel and trenscending the essentisl/eceldental
distinetion.

13/ 1% yewains thewn,in vespect of the present
i%&ﬁ% o say & fev thinge concerning the second ?ﬁiﬁ% indionted
in %@ above,

44, iz i& ﬁﬂ% ’%x&é&a!wiv@' %%% Woaredicative®
: that enters in the text,bad e proper predication
is confined to the ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂ&%iﬁm botwesn sonerete and

abetraect thionpse.

45 in the present emmmerntion of vewulis,ve wean
by *Beoing? both kinds of Beinpg disovrned above,




0%@-'

We may begin by draving @%%ﬁﬁ%&ﬁ% ¥o o certain
prierity of netuality @vaa‘ggﬁ%%%iﬁﬁiﬁyiﬁwﬁ one could perhaps
define the velavant sense of *priority’ by noticing that potentisl
being 1&‘&'@@$a®%ly or potentially actual being,or Yhat possible
being invelves the poseibility of i%@/%@%&g‘%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%«ﬁﬁMﬁxﬁxﬁ oy
potentisl is ﬁ@m%%%ing possibly or potentially sctual.But it is nod
eorrect to i d that the. ﬁﬁ%ﬁal iw ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%&,?i &@@w&@iy pobental
oy %ﬁﬂ&i%iﬁ 46 mimi%ﬁ@&g,&&@ possibility or petentiality of,say,

& state of affanive i¢ o popsibility ov potentiality for ite
actuality or of its baing sctumle-sabut the sotuelity of & stote
of affairve i%lﬁiyﬁﬁllﬁiaﬁﬂ é&ﬁgi%@ sppasrancesn) noet the astunlilby
for ite ﬁ@%ﬁmﬁiﬂiﬁﬁy or of its belug ﬁ@ﬁﬁi%l@é? |

One wmay think thet he cen diseern in the lsaed
ehosen formulation,a point agained our elaiwm.Por,he nay objeet,
there s just a %*&«ﬁm? dependence of sofuslity and potentielisy
on esch other;the two concepts are in fast conjugats and none
ies prior in any intevesting wense from the other,

This objection is & nonm seguitar, For of sourse
the tvo concepte are conjugste in a neutral senee of ‘sonjupate?,
Just as in an aseptic enough sense of ‘conjugate’ the donoephs,
say,of trulh and of fevt may bhe held %o be sonjugete,SEill,end
in spite of the eireumstonce thab Tpt 1e tvue 1f end only if p
{iems if and only 18 the foot that p obieine or existe), it in
that *p' is true "becsuss® of ,in virive of,or by vesson of the
obtaining of the fact $hat p,and ﬁﬁ% that the feoet obtains “because®

486 4 Uf sourae we way ﬁ&& oue or both of those latieyr
losubiony Yo nean is * wotentlal or
i.@‘,~ it g ga.@m%i&i orupeswible,
; “:5~$u$kg h@ﬁ do Lhe point hers.it ie
iy bhowe s #o,to use these lecubions
vapondenee of the
{the one belugy soniue
 beles in the jext),
as sell as their oxset correspondence in every perii-
eulay application of %thew Lo state of affsive,

L Hote 46 applies equslly hers, too,

possible,




ste, 'p' is true.So that the civeumstence that tve concepis
are conjugats hae nobt by itself the leawt “k@mﬁ@my Ho disprove
the existence of &n order of @%%@fi%y batvenn %%@ @%.

Haviang seid thie,ve nay ﬁiﬁ?ﬁﬁ% of %he m%ﬁ@@%iﬁﬁ
euntively by obsewrving ¥hat when in r&%y&ﬁ% of yLor @x&mg&@ &
state of affairs we maintein that ite pﬁﬁ@ihil@%y * pofors” o
lor is the poseibility of ) ites sokuality,ve woan to affirm sonse
thing wora thenl{or rather something diffevent ﬁr@m} the mera
mubvel sorressondence &Hﬁriﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ of the teo oconcephs
{thair conjupate wh&%ﬁﬁﬁgg}gﬁiwhﬁmg‘i@%&é@ %o oloim thet its
poraibility is Sauntowmount Yo its poseible setwelily or that iie
podaibility le %he possibilidy of i%s b o ,,f;_% in & gense
vhich forbides we frow construing shnilarly the sorelotive affirmee
tion in respect of the stete of sffalrs covesvned{an affirmation
%o the effect that ite seduality “"vefors® %o or is %he setuality
uf i%s possibility) se wainteining the eguivelense of fhe aothunlity
with the ectusl poseibility of the stete %f effoiys in guestion
or as m&in%&iﬁiﬂﬁ that ite ﬁﬁ%u&&i%g is %h@ aetuslity of its
baing ym&a%%l@ om~»m&nﬁ that the waid way vrevenks mﬁ Lrom
similerly construing the later %ffif%@%i@ﬁ,ﬁx%gig by w&w&&wimg
wugh 8 sonstreel m@%ﬁiﬁgiﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ '

o pub 4% ﬁi%?&?»*i% is pesaible that Pt is
equivelent to 'it i possible that the stebe of affaiva thakp
is notval{actually vhbains) ¥ wherons 1% iy sotually the case
1)) ;

&8, Some nora,but rother wnesystenmntie,renarke
concerning the ész&waﬁﬁp . e lﬁgiﬂ&& prioridy
{precedence in respect of enbailmwent) and onboe
logieal priovity,mey be aeen in Bawey V,pp.9-12,

49, Itn antuality 18 as in the former sase)
the actuality of its hely Just se 1te potentianlie
ty ie the potentiality of its being actual.

Bl The wislesd ing for %ﬁ% prosent @urﬁm%%& %@%@@m,
vhich we may %w% %ﬁ &@ ] - Bikw o , i )
or,vith eunll ' o4 ® 'ued w1ty
of & atate of sing poseible or pobentialr,
in sgoordouse with the hints in n.46,ove again
guite irrelevani.




i B

that p' is pot eghivelent to 14 i setunlly the case that the
state of affeirs thed p is poseidble oy %*@ﬁﬁ%i%%’wwwm the
latter sentence leckinmg even relevent ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ*&ﬁﬁ mmﬁ@%i@ mubeandis
with the pair 'possibility/ectuslity,

The ides iz that poseibility mw’ymﬁw%%%%&i%y is
2 modelity of %&ﬁﬁ%&&}'ﬁ&iﬁg,&ﬁ@ ﬁﬁ%~§ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%&}’%ﬁﬁ%@ & wmodality
of possibility. Yhie nay ﬁ%ﬁﬁé eryphle without Turtbey analysis,
and this is one of the reasons for whieh I heve been conbent 4o
rest wy poind solely ﬁ% %h@r$i%@i%fﬁ%@ﬁyﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂi%ﬁw@%%@%iﬁgiﬁ
nonr & linguwistie r@ﬁ%ﬁ%}k§$$ﬁiﬂﬁﬁ in the preveding pavegreph
{vhieh aduittedly doss net euwdk é@&y}.%&%Aﬁ%~mﬁy be worthehile
to develop the conveption of wodslities belng "fooused® on the
notion of soetunl %@ﬁ%gagx

14/ Having eetablished [in se far as the provie
sionel swd inedeguete ebtenpt wee &mm%%a,ﬁwz} *{Q%& sanse in
whieh actuality is prior oveyr potentinlity,ve oy nov furn bothe
segond point @f}%%§$@m$&@&wiﬁg ityfivetly,in the oontest of
its surcundings, o

651, 1 h&v@ in mind wmetephyeicel &@V%iﬁ%m&mﬁﬁ
meinly ,end nwot eome sveh developments in wodern Nodal
Z@{N $0, .

5% e 1 eupbsaisge the circunstance of this priori ty
obbeining only in & ceriain se #0, For an example of
&%@%h@% ﬁ%‘ﬁ% iﬁ @hﬁ@% the ‘iw : ‘

ihing @ﬁﬁmal &ﬂﬁ@

@?ﬁ@@ f&r i% %
of “p@%v%%ﬁgi
mx@ﬁ@@@m@@ ;@

8l component s
@ an onto-

% “ @ﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁyﬁﬁﬁﬁ@,
. ? &szw ﬁl&ﬁ@&%:ﬁﬁﬁﬁ @&

4 “*“%a@ﬁ%i&¢w
v&i@% @mﬁ@@%aﬁﬁ%i@.
1 sbstein from iaw%&%ﬁg&%img here the notion of
& reyunived subjeet te suppori. ag 1% ware,nll possibili
tien, In effeect this reguirement is wot by our determinants,
ag 1t is met by the Trastarien uhisets,




in 3 ¥ w8 have ﬁﬁ%%l&%%@‘&m‘&ﬁgm%@%ﬁ adwing at
the establishment of the separate existence of the deterninents
indepsndently of thely being %xﬁmpiﬁféﬁﬁ;ﬁh@ argument wss based
on the y@%%ﬁ%iii%y of theve E%iﬁg ﬁﬁ@““mylifiwﬁ deterninants, The
vh jection vas then mr@%@ i& 8,that vhat the argpument really
supports,is the i@&@ﬁ@ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ@ of the existencs of detevminants
from theiw aebunl @x&myiifﬁ@&%iww,mmﬁ kh&% eti1l ome is nob
foread %o ﬁiﬁ@@#ﬁ%@% antively theiw ﬁx%%%am@@ Trom thedw exowplie
ficationenaxus %@ﬁﬁmx@ he ecan sccepd the velidity of the arpument
and yet insist @m sonnecting the @ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ&& of determine nts wiih
their pessibility of exemplificetionite be for thewm is,0n this
vigw,to be wmﬁ%ﬁlffi ’
?@w have in the megnel produced vogiderations

showing thet %h$ Being of ﬁ@t@?miﬁam%ﬁi&még& f%r%&wwiﬁ%h@ir @5 Lo
stence) is whwlﬁy independent of the nosus of axonplificantion
w~esthether actusl o possible.In this woy ve have vefuted boih

the modified view sxpowndsd in §~Iﬁ,§?‘ 1514 ,0nd the initiel
viev giated in 4 8.Bub lest 4% be thought thet the arpuwent
propounded in o 7 i net %y iteely &m~”"*“ﬁ% to eetabliish the
complets indepundence of the being of determinants from their
exemplification both setual and y@%@&%ﬁ%l‘%gm%%ﬁ% the ohellenpe
offored by bhe initisl view in 2 8,0md aleo in order to exhibit

@ome peoulierities of %@%‘fﬁwﬁﬁﬁ:viﬁﬁ"ﬁﬁ opposed to the medified
tndwwel should provide the following remorke:
i/ If the actual existence af deterninanta
conslsts in their @migw @ﬁ&myiifi&&i@“éwmw theon whaty of Yheiyr

gbla,

B8, # f@m%iaﬁy@%ﬁﬁ%mﬁ@w@ﬁiﬁ%@%@@ iz 8 kind of Heing,

64, 1% e indeed the wirtusl 1dentification of ‘
the petunl exi ﬁ@%ﬁ@ @f A insnts with @ﬁﬁﬁ? enemplie
fiability whi o
of their bo
being the ols :
the [initinl ﬁﬁ@a

noe with sxemplify ability
fied view of § Gynot of




=

belng actuwally @%@m%&ﬁfi@ﬁ? I mean that,given that being exeuplie
Tiable and boeing %K@mgiifi@é mra sounestsd conjugately as Yhe
potontial %m ive gorrespendine &ﬁ%ﬁ@&;ﬁﬁﬁ granted thet we seceph
vt %%@ former w1tk the Jdeteve
minents's actual ﬁﬁiﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%,%h@ﬁ how are @% %o conatrue the latbber
in the face and in %erms of %Fhal i@@ﬁ%%fﬁ@ﬁ%iﬁﬁ% Areg we nul f@w@w@
to corvelate to the latter somsithing R&k@ Hhe ashusl 3

@%i&%%&a@ of deterninentesss pure %%i

the proposed wirtusl 3 @ﬁ%ﬁfiﬁ&%iﬁ%

panaet

Hotise that the upholder of the eriticiused view
sannot have vecowrse o the intuidive elafm thet in the easme of
satual sxowplification ﬁ%%ﬁ?m&@ﬁﬁ%$ k‘§ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ%% only in thoewselves
but aleo in asctuel commention with conorete things,becavse this
claim,valid as it is,sweunte only to eoreleting en spius] existence
of deteorminents in themselves with an agually sotyel existence
in conneotion with ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁ %%iﬁg&,wﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ he needs & corvelation of

~*?ﬁ§&m§ not of an sotuelity

11/ Besides,if the sotusl existence

of determinonts sonpists in fheir balog exemplifiablsww.thon what
of %heir potential ekistencs? lg 1% v@x‘*"‘%@ﬁ by thely beinyg
posaibly mm%mpiﬁfi&@ja,? And whet senss wouwld we aseribe o this
raitisration of poseibilities? {to leeve asglde the wrepressue ad

infinitun involved hered,

144/ In case that the adberent of the
vigw oriticined %%%@m%%% §$>%ﬁ%%%ﬁ~%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ~§i%§ by sgreeing W%%&MJ
ug in thet potentility doss not PFiain 6% all te determinante

snd their sxistence,then he iw left with the wresolved tonsion
{if not flagrent incvasistency) within hig wiews,between on the
one hand denying that potentiality @f $%$$%%iKi%y parteive %o the
being of detormimente,snd on the other hond finding the ground

of their exiebencelif not their existenve {iewlf)in their
peseibility of oxewplificeticon.




B

iv/ And enywey,ths inoupersble 01fFfie
enlty wounld alveys romsin of acconplivhing the lwpussible taek
ef eonseiving en astuality as actuality as being conetituted by
o sheer potenitiality qum @&%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%gg

- ‘uf Fi%&&%vgiﬁywwﬁiﬁ seem thet by

faking the motual existence of deteruinents ag belng conetitubed
by their possibility of @ﬁ%m%lifi%%%i““ one wivlates the shove
sugtained principle of the. yﬁi@mww of sotunlity ovey potentlality
wew8nd in the sense im whioh i% wad suekained,Per,the notion of
possibility requiring %he hotion of @ﬁmﬁ";iﬁg:%@%mﬁi’w%@&%vﬁﬁ%m&ii%y
posedbidddy the poseibilily iz the porsibility of 4he poselbilidy
sonstitulive of the exlestence of determinsnte here dlscussed
wust be,consequently, the possibility of semething {coneidoved an)
sotual it wust be spsuatially relfering 80 to speak,teo. something
leonsidered as) setusl,which wobld be the aotunlity cosordineto,
and "orior® o Yhe pﬁ%@ﬁ@i%liﬁy in guestion.But 17 ths sobual
existence were %o bo virtwelly i@%ﬁﬁifi@i with the possibility
of exemplificstion,whet sould be @h@-@ﬁ-m&ﬁ%ﬁ@& betvaan thie
soctual existency and the &&%w&li%y m@m@,,in@%&& by way of priowity
fo the poesibilitylef %@ﬁm%iifiﬁ&%@@ﬁﬁ~ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ§? ”h@w@ mugt be
an essentinl ecomordinetion involved hervejhenee ve would heve to
anaver the forogoing guestion vith something 1like Tactusl
exiotence of the setual exishence’ whieh is unmasning yoy sey
that it was not sfter all aetuwel existence which neant but rethey
@ potential one,corresponding 4o the re Iy setunl in the way
the possibility of axewplification sorresponda to ite sebunlity.
But then,ve would have desevied the ﬁkﬁ"fﬁiﬁ@ﬁ view,heving ol
ready been treneposed to the modifisd wisw of PPelBuid,

% wwel &iﬁﬁ bo smphosised that beoth eriticed
viewve would ineur the gyﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁsg@mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@,hy'%@ﬁﬁg obliged %o
dimscoiate conpletely aristence Frowm predicative boiogl oy ,
rather Being«fomething).Por, i trvatythey would not go e foar o
o sloin thet sven the natures of daterwinante,their being whak

their contention,on their exemplifioation,

ary, degendg, juet sy their snietence dogs scoopding %o
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18/ The being of Jebevmimanis,thet is boith
thely existence and nedure,is conplelely independent of the nexus
of exemplificetion,setusl oy possible.Phis i of the dinost
importance,sepec ially s i §@‘%%§%%#@%@%W%iﬁ%’ﬁ%@% aonerete
thingst: their being,that 1s both their exisbence and thoir formm
spsandi dapende ,and ﬂ@g%ﬁ&% Hlmout @ﬁ@&ﬁﬁ@%wly%%,@ﬁ thelr astunl
duterainasion by the deborminsnts,

Tha %m@ﬁwﬁﬁ@@ﬁ of the sbeve vesuld 18 presily
enbanced by @ historisvetruetural refloction . sl moean the ¢ivovme
stancs that 1% provides o plevsible souslrusli,or evather that 1%
Fite wery well with,the Theory of ldoas ap seperately szleting
snbitises,entities, thadt lsyexieoting in thewsslves and wholly
indepandent of the thinge,events and processes in this Weorld
of periieulerily,and alase isndependent of thelr detersining those
worldly partisulergsess & defernination snd eonngoiion whioh,
shile leaving setively wibouched the f%fﬁﬁ‘@@@%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ% thy belng
#f %the latter,these Jset,on thelr dven,oxinding and beiny whad
they sre do on the formerlin thelir conneetion with
them ov their ﬂ@%%wm&%&%iﬁﬁ By theml. Boeh 8 thoowy of 14
pf gourss o &&%%ﬁm% ﬁ%%ﬁﬁw@,ﬁf ?E%%@ﬁﬁ@rﬁﬂﬁ %%@@&ﬁ%%ﬁ&@

‘ .v ‘ :

[ *’iw&m

%ﬁﬁ%@iim the ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%&%&iky

of vourse of ite beling ﬁﬁaiiygéﬁwﬂg%:@&%ﬁ%%&yﬁa@hﬁﬁv@%3 Yhed
gueh & platenileslly ovienteted ayston of melephyaios ie nok
negesearily doomed Yo vensist in "povtile melaphove sad woassning

bl ae Aristotle would appavently have i1tled i%%g%ﬁ%m% or hvo

progpramme pursusd in %hﬁﬁ series of &

vohsuont, wonente Juwes prodicanent whick exasnperated sven sush
an able platonic seholar sy Zellow,.

65  § @m@%i%g hy talue kaop
gntirely wpen the Gon of

the notion of :Wiiﬁ‘; & uwe sapocha)e

@migyﬁﬁ @wﬁﬁw to



16/  But
wwarpes. Ve hove colaiwed $hat & eonvred ;
%ﬂ@@&ﬁ%gdﬁ iz Se be sualyeed or scosunbed Tor by o cerdain

and priv
kind of imy

Yl
pradicate
prapsy pre

ﬁh@ywéﬁy“& B
@m@&%&ﬁ%%

ol v ﬁ%ﬁ%uﬁﬁ



sonnection of Yhe ssid vonerele Shing with o coveesponding %o the

of %E@i% oy 4
Propar &i ,




propardy é@%%@%i%ﬁm%ww»ﬁ sonnochlion sonetituling & deternination
of the forwer by the E&%%@x*%$ %ﬁvﬁ~@”ﬁﬁwﬁﬁ§ﬁ %ﬁ‘% Sha ﬁﬁak thatd

he. conerete thiy
dstorainent g

thing hes the prop
But %% ,”,,nw,‘U.N ; & migh ;
$o fix svmehow more wipidly %&@.aﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁbﬁﬁﬁ'%&@%&mw%%% ol Bhe
notiong eoncerned,
A ﬂ@%@W%%ﬁ thing & o Pythat is,0 bae the property

of baing B,

proedications

The above sentencos sxpress
wee thew) @ @%w%ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁ/ﬁ?ﬁ@%@'%ﬁ%@i@%ﬁ%ﬂﬁyﬁ,n‘;
are sxpressed by this kind of sentences,

| A prover predication with & sonerete thing as
subjent having the properiy gw%ﬁxﬁmﬁgﬁ ot i%ﬁ soan be aunalresd,

ﬁ%%%@&%@ﬁiﬁﬁﬁg_' |
i : #,%0 w@m @3,‘;%,3
1 sewent. be diie

proper k

B Pho
guperi lugues
prediontiont,

‘ﬁﬁ%%*e#§?ﬁ§iﬁ%%$@ of %Y slewee iv veolly
it is o redwdent addition %o tpropey

*ﬁ



B

Phis oan ba done becouse it is & kind of gomnloxiit has & strusture.
the deseription of the elruebure is the snalusie of PropPer Prée
dication. , _
A proper predication considersd as & whole
Linsloding, thet ia,subjeet and grwy&@%y} ig & {staple) Taotlee
we mhall use the @ﬁ&%}a%ﬁﬁﬁ%,% fast %ﬁﬁ & shruwbure and thevefove
iz » nalyesable,l '

ity o i%a“ﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁww@s
- faet ie net o Lol
in snother,counveded

Benne the ﬁw$@lﬁxi§$ o %ﬁﬁ ahruobure of
{in our sewes)gor 1% is & foct by ewbipgwily
%ﬁmﬁ@}ﬁg. L
, How for the @g&iy@igﬂ“f a faot et melnly cone
gbitutes & Tost is the &@@ﬁ%&& @@K@ﬁﬁwm%.wﬁﬁ & pouerete thing
{the eonbtolopical swbjiset of the pro pdicabion)eith an
sbetreet detevrnionet which wve heove ““wﬁl*ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmim&%i@%* ar
‘oxewplificstiont {dopending on @%@%&%& &ﬁ% goon %&@ wh&l& &fﬁ&iy
from the one or the other of ite %ﬁf 2 .
brings sbowb, secondarily, inhew i

¢ ,’M; &3&2{% one mmmm
ihe transeendeut
‘»w %»%p?&%u‘%kﬁﬁ@‘%ﬁ@ $he lwsanent

@&y ﬁf &ﬁ%@ymim&%ﬁ@%;%‘ : ]
i%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%% af Penmss inberes in s,80d 4 ?‘Vfﬁ'mﬁﬁﬁ fnd %h@ A
fnety oo fask of a's being Plor the feok

hot & %@ﬁ %hﬂ yw@@@wﬁy af being Pl

»Eg we ﬁk&&& aee the full significoence

B8, s
of thin r%&%rﬁ;



| wdiie

?k@r@ i@'ﬁ@%ﬁiﬁ ﬁ%%ﬁy
ﬁ%@@%im& &g o sny of ‘ i
sufficlent netiee of ihe
khe~depgwse beltwesn the She e
ﬁﬁ%%@%i@@gﬁ@ the éﬁfﬁ%?@%&& im r&ag

wi%h Uhé above way

%hﬁ@ﬁ ﬁﬁ@ the Yormer %ww ugne of ‘f&%&* &k@w&ﬁﬁgyﬁwgﬁ%@ugh

pven the thizd wese g aﬁm@;%&y Loy m@tmgiﬁ Trom @:m prdinayy wst,
yet 4% is evidenily less theory~ladden then the other two which
Yauplain® or %%@Eg@@ ihsthie Lo 14 1 : g
or theervelle ﬁ%m%wﬁliﬁyaﬁj;%~éiffﬁﬁfﬂ%@ i
eality is one roeson %%g we pr@f@w @@~kﬁ'%
signifiontion alonegprouping b
vefforing %o thew weselly byteircuns
a8 & nentrel berm for a w&&i@%g af ﬁﬁw,ﬁ}n
it i® %o be :
dovg not atiash %@s@ﬁgﬁzﬁﬁiﬁiiﬁﬁﬁﬁing?*
B8y 8us henwthoveh %QT%Qﬁﬁﬁﬁl%‘ﬁyﬁﬁﬁmﬁa & onl
gan be criticised on grounds of felisit
coherencs ede.of the selested sxpve

Yhe degres of %echnie
**fi?fm% ' oin i*&m -ﬂiﬁ‘iiﬁz-%w%*

y&miw&%yﬁaaﬁi inporh ance
wslor moaningful signa)
ooation of Lerns
bmnlieity, feeility,

Bwven vonsiehency

in the applicetion of & highly developed technienl vessbulary

is 8 didectic watber,What 1p philosepbioslly %%@@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%‘%ﬁﬁ #ipnite
fieant is the gell for signifiestionitbe eall of allocabing terws)
in vespest of ibene &9 1winsted as & vosult of ezeet philosow
phical investigations) ' | \

R : bt of these rewmarke,l balieve,
in shieh most of the n g Vingonsistenciee”
of , for srawple,dzistotle should be seen,

Gl



wdle

17/  Wow 18t we restriot curselves Tor simplisie
ty's gake to the above nokiced transeendent dimension of a faeh
{#he connsction of %he econevele tﬁiﬁgﬂ%@%%f%%@,ﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁaﬁ deterni-
nent),and conaider for the sake of argunent that dimension s
exhausting the consbitubion of the %&@ﬁii@ﬁ; not taking acoound
of the inherence of instances),

We observe Shem, that sven working vnder Yhe
inposed limitstion,s fect cannot h@é»ﬁ@@dm@&ﬁﬁs%% cionsidered ag
being oonatituted by just two elewentezibe consrete thing and
the abeirect deterninauni.Por thesw tw& %l@m@ﬂ%& might suuelly
woll exist {(in their proper wodea) iﬁﬁi@@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%{ of the nexue
of the pavrtieunlar fect in %%@%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁx Bo '”W# Yhey could nob be
gonceived ae solely by themeslves @@ﬁﬁ~xﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁg'ﬁﬁiﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁﬁmmm
boonuwae thelr existence is aamyaﬁzki& ®ith Ghe faot's noveoxie
gtence. Somebhing wore must be added ﬁﬁ\%hﬁimﬁﬁh&ﬁiﬁﬁi,mﬁ it wove,
Juxtaposition{or @iﬁﬁiﬁg the one beside the other in 8 Bze loe
narative way) of these %%ﬁ*ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ&%ﬁ@&%n%&ﬁﬁ%‘%ﬁ‘m&ﬁﬁ then oongtie
tuente of the @wgmﬁiﬁag,ﬁa,%ﬁfﬁ@%@k@ﬁai%y of the nexue of She

faot, It goes %i%h@ﬁ%‘a&yiﬁgiﬁka%,%%ﬁfikﬁwﬁ,“ﬁ%ﬁm&ﬁ%ﬁ or betbey
songtituent needs nust be sateporislly %&”ﬁww@ﬁ% fyom both &a
mentioned @1%%%&%&5%%@%&%&#@&‘&Xﬁ&ﬁ§y éi¥5, ing in eatogory.
Let we ecall this further needed thirvd "alewent® or, il you like,
somponent,a 'tiet, |

18/ 1 %Bke the @h@@@;%@gﬁmﬁﬁ% to be conolusive,
But of ceourss there ressine the dialectical %tesk of scoouwnting
in gome way or ancther for Bn aluost natural vesistanes or even
svarsionlin some gusrbers st 1%&&%}%@“%@@@?% ite cowelugion
{appavently sceeplebls on ofher Zroun  ' $}£%@% gxiobenee of
tien.We may claseify sueh & resletonce under some one of the follow.

jug bhesdings{or @ﬁﬁﬁ&%;,ﬁiﬁ some @&@$$§§%§%$ wors Yhan ong of

indeponi

songretes Thl _“ e Ya bhe potnt w% w$‘w$ L
the seoweulated resvite of the Fipet poart of the
preasent Besay,
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%h%mmww@ Foind 3%@@&@@@@},%nﬁ without slatue %%‘@%h&%ﬁkgvamﬁﬁﬁ;

1/ One mource of resistanse iw the fenr that
by aduitting the existence @f tiewn, &ﬁ% rune he aaa@@r ol k@i@g
conmitted to count swong hives, er,evanesgent objects
{of thoupht) as shesw %ﬁm@@%%i@na con sived in abetracte from
the thivge connasied ,&ﬁﬁ withoud any cenbent.bok no ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘w$ﬁx?
i8 jdustifiebles Lies ax@a%uin»%ﬁ@«mﬁé ifwbios and sertainly net
in the mode of thingelcene raet).%e have alreedy ine
siesed on the gul , s from oonerete things,
determinants and factss ,
ﬁifiﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ~%ﬁ@§?5ﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ snother possible
sowree of wisplivinge.fuk thie wnhappy principle has sonetimes
beon burdened with @%m@@&%&&%&y pore weight then 1% gon be ,
ronsonably expeoted to beer.Por in 8 4 f ‘;§%~ﬁ%‘&%‘%¥&ﬁﬂwﬁ frle
vialitys the demand Yhet in our consby tion of & philosophloal
syaten,ve must poselor,generelly,ele @%@%uﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁiﬁx¥@wﬁ$@ﬁiw
tione, yespeetively jand eoas the necessity of things and %ﬁmwg&@”
awthorises us %w‘yﬁﬁﬁgﬁj\uﬁﬁimﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁ? wafind indesd po lese,
Bubt the trewble lies im the problem be orders of that

16 nd,not  varely

wony in & BAYYOE sonse,
standing send this is
: ary ol the opponite
f'~:im@g$ﬁ%ﬁiwm~

with the twue wmesning of Ookham®s much wisused principle,
111/ But tomoye %o wor ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@ﬁ,%mﬁimﬁ@ﬁk
1% 38,1 conceive,very inpay b b nebed
thet one cenncht admid %h@ ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁy of there %@iﬁw inddad sopge
thing wowre beaide %%$~a@a&m@%& end sbatract things in cases of




the one being sotuslly

sonnéebed by way of detsvminetion)to the
obher,and @&mﬁiﬂam@ﬁﬁﬁ%yg%wy %ﬂt%ﬂ@i@r@%@%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ&mﬁﬁﬁﬁ»ﬁﬁ to the
nesgneity of positing & thivd ﬁ@j%g.,kﬁﬁ bie)he L111 the bHill
in the ?%ﬁﬁ%?ﬁ% W&y;hg ﬁ%&imiﬁg ﬁh&% %ﬁﬁ Lurd)

it follews that f%&%& %ﬁvﬁrﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%lﬁﬁﬁlﬁ,;ﬁf %ﬁ?“ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%&%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ af
thompa lves jeonething wenifestly ebeurd, 5\%@@ Ywo
invelved %hiﬁg%i@ﬁ% ﬁ%*??%%ﬁ one &%ﬁﬁ :

%@‘%%@%%%@ﬁ&@
iy ot *ﬁ@@@xﬁimatﬁﬁm**

iﬁmﬁw%@w%&iﬁm@@y o %%ﬁ w&giﬂw wOme ”,M¢ fm=;ﬂw\% thay ave
$%%&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ”1@ sush a @ﬁ$$*  f““ﬁ*ﬂ?5  ‘ o bl onentie theweny
18 nent) of ' oneasmthawwhole
ii,&¢ Bna %ha wﬁ%&% %&m$_ x,a§ the %%;ﬂﬁ sﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁi@ﬁ%ﬁ@@“ﬁ%ﬂ%&%@@
way Jo Sinilorly *faoit way @w@ﬁiﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁ towards the sans subie
guity,in the pressnt o : ‘
. The poink %ﬁ’%%&ﬁkﬁﬁéﬁ complex wiole we musd
diebinguish® 1t babh from ite elensnty from the way in whioh
Whe elements ave connsoted in order do yisld it.The civoumstanve
thed some worde{like @ﬁﬁﬁff;ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁafi“ @ '&imﬁiﬁ*@@@ﬁﬁm@wﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%w
Yformationt,Yoombinabiont ete, ,end even perhaps ,in a lesser
ﬁ%@wﬁﬁﬁi%%ﬁﬁﬁ%%wﬁiﬁiﬁgﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁigﬁ&@?ﬁ%gﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁj&%@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁw*g «
tdiepositiont %%@f}?&@y'%ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁwwﬁﬁﬁ‘&%}%&&ﬁ-%ﬁJﬁﬁvﬁé o -
gven ordinerily,is %%@@%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ&%ﬁﬁ%i%ﬁ%?~%@%’%& the one,now tn the

82,

@%iﬂ%‘%%ﬁ

gony 11i,p.8 fom thia %&%m% &m‘ Epunay
?,ﬁ@gﬁmﬁ for an spalyzis of whels oe an snslopne
for deterulins %i@ﬁ;

63,




ol

vhiher eig mifi%&%i@%,%% even that they may be lefs floating in

vetwesn the tvolnow leaning tovards the one,noy tewerds Ythe othew

g#nd juwewwthie ¢iveunston e wupt by uwo weens miwkwa& ﬂ%g&

54g &w& Wi

‘ﬁﬁ&%hﬂy reason,ve can b 4 1 0% olearly A18%1 0
SRy = E ’f} wholes

: @(v‘%&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ,wsﬁ
ﬁ %ﬁﬁ%»fﬁﬂ o

of ¢ ‘%m&@%ﬁﬁﬁ,
bare fa&m

diverced £
indefintte

cumaon fo

panarald

sgoch an

wrighenogy ¥ TR , L Wit
dif ference %.ﬁhyg@%@ﬁ,@r 8t lesst @1%@%% Vit




&myw&§§%ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ uped if&ﬁ%*,@@,ﬁﬁgﬁifg«%%& ghule.
deternination,including me elements of 4% bokh the concrete
and the sbetract things.lence the tie samnok possibly be viritwally
identical with the feeh so wunderatood.And hewnve the atbouph
montioned iw the last sarsgraph bub @ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁyuﬁﬁﬁﬁimg S

conelusions is not sweceseful. o

1% 48 in this way also,that se. ﬁ&ﬁ%%& shaliah
the intended distinedion by slwply &&%iméwg @%%% %h@*@@%@ymi&i%@
of & conerete thing by & daserninant? is @,,%q%h@ nowinaliseilon
of *ihe fmet that the Jeterninent deterwines the conerabe thing?
{and similerly for similay sxpressions).it iz ealy fn ene of ¥he

sonbent g
of wonnes
alpht wonde
with abaire ;
#® iﬂ%’&%&&?%‘% nes b S
: wntmn 10,
’*i not by

souk %y &

ﬁifﬁ@@%%ﬁ@ ﬁf g ,@himh but re
differoncs of the conuneg ob g
oalla Ffor further elaboration.)l.

‘ﬁ;$@§'§%@°ﬁﬁﬁkim@%iw%




- attenpt
19/ 1%/ The/above menkicned end rejected im

an attenpt of expleining avay the tie by sonceiving 1% en virtually
identical{at the level of vealilyjsthe 4ifferenve bedng linguistie)
#ith $he Tact 1tself,vhoms conptituent component really it is.
Another attenpt is %o try %o absorb %&% tie inte Lhe &@@@wmﬁﬁ@mtﬁﬁ

Tot,4hin 48 doomed %o falluve, s bo0. Por ve may
indeed form the concepbion of the ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%iﬁ%ﬁ%vﬁlﬁ @?ﬁ&f;ﬁo&n.
{iene qua @K@M%Eifi%ﬁ} in sbstraction only from the soncrets
thing determined|{or ﬁx@mglifyimg it)sand further this sonespiion
is gertainly a congruous end valid one. Yot this ouy digereticaney
pover proves nothing @ﬁ%ﬁl@@ﬁﬁ&li? ﬂ%l@ﬁ&%% bo the ilesue sl shinke
for a doterninant qug é%%@?%iﬁﬁﬁ% im ia&%%é o evopplex " objeet®
wled us &ﬁﬁmmﬁaﬁn but #5111 an "objeet? sonsbituted by %he oconbingw
%ion of twe cetegorially differvent and ﬁ@w@l&ﬁﬁly inﬁ@y@mﬁ@ﬂ%
{in so fer mns the oune &% least of th@m,ﬁm@@m the determinant,
exists in iteelf end woparate) of vaeh obheyw ol jeota,

Yo way develop thie point,ailuing at locating

that sevond atbempt in the wider g@yﬁp%aﬁiv@ gl %uyff’%&r%ﬂ%mg
fuller{i.e. more &ﬁ%iﬁkl&%@é}?i@%;im prder to axhibis olesrly
the albtenptty ﬁimpﬁif&ﬁﬁtary ﬁhﬁ?iﬁ@wﬁf_jui Bhall Fivst pEapownd
the general formulstion,end then provide an ﬁ%ﬁm@lﬁ.

Wa have the fact,the newxus of the %@%@wmxﬁaﬁlﬁm
a8 & whole,We dietinpuish ite @@ﬁﬁ@i@&%m@ﬁ,mw ite olenonts and
components, but of couree Lthe vhole presents a variety of a@pac e,

65,

16 , 50 ﬁwﬁg%mumiﬂﬁﬁi alia.
bl s 10 Hesny ¥y
. k%%@ﬁ p Syagﬁ
86, i do net wxﬁﬁ t@ r" .

WW%m?tM§ﬁi&rw

i”giv@@%iaﬁ bhag & romark h&a not
?ﬁﬂg mmﬁh %@tﬁ ‘wiﬁh the eireus lon of pubtbing
nver ke TR P yoince the letter
Caxtension of the
vialionelly sdopted in
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