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' inci t i to revolve upon.an axis of necessity. . o . N B :
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Technically, various forms of ity have been destiny) to account for the fact that a certain - CE fafl‘f' q fThli'. conceipthg 18 common to -wlm.t 18 of the subject of the Decessity ; ewternal neces-
recogxiizé‘d.’ (1) Logical (also nzataphysricnl) balance and system is observed in all change. A . :ﬁ € ; atzh’s".]’ a st?’ mﬁorlental ph}losoplfles | 8ty comes from the outside. oy
necessity: the  necessity of thought in|With the Atomists (Leucippus) it becomes o . vae i d’y(fo ots of o fixed and immutable Internal nécessuy 1s cither abolute or
virtue of which a truth, either immediate or | (duiyey) a definite philosophical - concept ; o wosr onaree the fusion still furthor b .:fczgmhthm guid. Absolute necessity belongs to
inferential, ‘must be conceived in such and |the atoms, darting about at random, impinge N ‘I)za.(;:ar??s' ° ]usxorlllsl arvier by | that w.osf’-bem% obherwise would 1nvolve

h \ner : thus freedom itself would be |ttpon one another; from the aggregations thus R o expressly identifying _the whole causal rela- contradiction. Necessity secundum quid is
suc :}ﬁanne "t" if it-followed, in accor- | formed, there is. of mocessity, a whirling - tionship with the logical or mathematical— | that which depends upon some matter of fact, .
_ & logical Eecflfsl ¥ I les of identity and |mobion set up. With Plato (aside from inci- e the world follows from the nature of God by Thus the Aristotelians held that o body falls
ggﬁf:or:?ridictignpnf:ocg conceded Prefnises.' dental and non-technical use of it as equivnlen; _ N o ;f:nfa;nggéﬁzzzz ltggfin‘{:irggus(g l:‘t":s foll:)lw toi:];he %m;;]d bylufnecessity of its own lzn’fur.e, ’
ical necessity: the similar to the force of proof and demonstration) o . O geomel ‘ b Leibnit, by | Without external force O tgency; yet, it is
1(f§im1;h:-t;1':33$1§1p of pmtsyof-n demonstra- | necessity is the co-author, with vols, of thew - ‘ ;ﬁ ere?ﬁt;&?m{fd? SPI?OZB dt_h:t Le%)ox_;ltz-}nu(}: eas;}y tprzvlented from f;allyng.l ' ,
tion or construction in. mathematical rea- |sensible world; as irrational it is blind, in- Lo _ Was chamcte:'(i)stsi,c zefe&e whol a t‘.'e') listic | A ‘fhf" " bumcesaztg, a sg.cul od mecessity. ex
i Physical (also natural) necessity : | different to good, sineé wois alone is the i " school RATION AT 1 0% rationalistic | Aypot, %% beenuse depending on an external
soning. (3) . Yf ] £ naturs or which | principle of code, o of the good, and hence . S . school (see ATIONALISM) to identify reality | condition, is d;stmgmshedmwhaberways the
., that which arises romf aw: o nftl uret(}’:; P Ehut £hich keep,s the orld i’ o dtate of _ ' with the requirements of logical necessity, as | necessary is distinguished in the doctiine of the
Aariges in the course o n}? ure r:;l: “reip of | partial non-being and which prevents ifs ¢ T manifested in the principles of identity and | Mopar, (q- v.), and, in particular, in reference
clple, of ‘causation : mechanism, th - ogn o Prrivin' at completion (Zimasus, 48, 56 68) s non-contrt}d{ctan; and if, like Leibnitz, they | to the sensus compositus and sensus divisus, . In
law’; . invariable sequegcev,\malmcor Moral aArist (‘)ti re atl'; the same idea (,De kn.}mrt, C . made-a distinction between truths of reason | addition; external necessity is divided accord-
modern writers; e. g ‘I(i b ! o) 1(4) b '(:;li)e IV. i 6 )pe Matter resists form, and thus . -+ ‘and #fuths of matter of fact (wl.uch'iu'-e empi- | ing as the realization of the condition preeedes,
necessity : that required by m:;‘a ¢ 8“1:'! c’hy fol- | hinders %}’;TUBE (g v.) from arriv’ing at it SO ~ riegh), and thus avoided the Spinozistic iden- [is contemporaneous with, or follows after, the
- ;uomlf:(rn(::r_tgz ﬂ::;. :u’::e:?_e o dmnswa.l mo:al actualization (Th%' idea seems tgbe that in SRR . tifigation o_ftlogxcal relationship u;xth natural necgs:ary result.] : Ne}cessi(flsy fom G:L previous
ows ° . 1 o L S¢quence, 1t was 2 concession to .common | condition is either that ue to God's fore-
gov_grn]or ’t t:‘l)so‘ u::iié::l ?-nlég::;)ivtv;r;e}’{ﬁ% ?: gz;;o?;tti; tl izd;;i:el}fﬂio;::ei;?:;ﬁ;tlgfp i:; N Bi‘nih rather thun a philosophic implication knowledge or it is causal. Caysal necessity
'fxg‘i]tllrgreliogical Ix)xor ‘physical, but the result |own which is quite indifferent to ends.) In Sk » A :)notiv(:r’ 8?‘11‘"} o nlgahn:n :Ii‘g:o?ics; I?at:::l’ S;s:o(:n;l;(; ;:nrg:d:el;;?té;? flcslp?;:!;fz};z:zlg:nm{/ :
of a certain need or demand regarded as of ,t:’ls mdxﬁ'erencz Tn?e;;i i’:& gz&;’;ggnt‘; . S . science had given to the conception of neces- |- Necessity determined by o subsequent con-
fu!rllsl;menlt'ai'lm&x::z:: o(:veee £g:;¥;:§?éib‘- :;u;ﬂﬂ{toiz ’:12:; :hnl;:e e that'nvecessi.ty‘in . 81ty (causal relationiship) in nature & solidity | dition is either ex hypothes: finis or ex: Aypothesi.
ese distine we- ) ruxm, ;

. Leib 8.70) ) " _ 4 and concreteness which it could not have had | eventus (as the apostle says, ‘it is necessary
nitg, a.nfl thgy_ are most fuil_y del\]relop ed x&hls ]t:wi cﬂ]y B!calrsci’z]i::?l;‘ngﬁ:g‘:ac:h:ansatrﬂg ttlfilﬁz.; s -7+ 1n earlier ‘writers 5, on the .othe-r hand, he that, pﬂ'gnceg _shqu]d come’), - Nécessity ex
Théodicée. 'According to him there are three g1cal, are p! y * . Y rejects the dogmatic identification of the hypothesi finis is either ad esse or ad bene esge.

main types. (a) Metaphysical, logical, geo- He:nce, in his l°8i°¥‘,l writings necesgity has . S laws of being with those of logical thought. common - distinction j '
metricu?lI: thag )which cannot be otherwise|quite another meaning. . Qf ‘futurq events, S Henco his tli ory makes causﬁity and gms N Sty in causindo. easend:, Il)le:&vegz
than as it is without self-contradiction ;.abso- | we cannot make a necessary assertion; the . o necessity absolutely true of all ature, or | praedicando, phrases which explain them-
lute necessity. (5) Physicl necessity : that of general tendency of nature may be phwarted . ) the world of Pphenomena, Ly regarding causa- | selyes,

the order of nature, which might conceivably | by chance. . Hence our judgment is rot of ) oo . ‘tion as a category involved in the.presenta-|  Still another threefold distinction, due to
be otherwise, but which follows from the will deifermmute ‘truth. On the Oth&_hand? of . i : tion of the world of sense to an experiencing | Aristotle (1 dnal. post., iv), is between neces-
of God, who lias chosen the best world ; hypo- universals, of past events, &c., any judgment S subject. The source of necessity is thus found | sity de omuns (70 xara maveds), per se (xaf abrs),.
thetical necessity. (c) Moral necessity: that is either necessarily true or false. Here the . Lo " . in the understanding as applied to sense; 80 [and universaliter primum’ (xaféhov mparoy),
which animates a moral being, even God him- te_ndency comes out to ldent..lfy -necessity that it may fairly be said that Kant restores in | The last of these, howevér, is unintelligible,
self, in the choice of good. Sined w1t!1 the immanent log,lcal rationale of any- Y Y critic:al and constructive way that which he | and We may pass it by, merely remarking that
moral being would have a perfectly subject, that from which pe‘l‘féf‘:ﬂy definite 4 L had rejected in o dogmatic and formal way, [the exaggerated application of the term hag
conception of the good, it would bymoral MNges- consequences follow, T.he Stoies fuse the o namely, the. origin of necessity in reason, given us a phrase we hear daily in the streets,
sity choose it. In this sense, physical necesst by | various senses of necessity—that of (a) the ‘ At least, this path was followed by bis idea- ‘articles of prime necessity.” Necessity ‘de
depends upon moral necessity, The term is | source of physical “_rorld~orderz(b)the universal - ‘ listic successors, finding its outcome in the omni is that of a predicate which belongs to
also used ina strictly logical sense, equivalent | of reason from which det_ermmed conclusions expression of Hegel (Zogie, § 158), that * free- | its ‘whole subject at all times, Necessity
to Aropictic (q.v.), and also to designate | result, and (c,)'the nntural_ (or terypoy'al) causal S - dom 1is the truth of necessity,” that is to suy, | per s is one belonging to the essence of b
the" opposite of those theories which assert antecedent (Zeller, Stofcs, Epicureans, and S that the determination’ of one phase of the | species, and is subdivided according to the
free will (necessitarianism : see DEeTERMINIS, | Sceptics, 170-82, and .Wmdglband, History, ; . objective world by enother is at bottom but | senseg of per se, especially into the first and
and WiLL), 181).. Since the Atomists did not work out ‘ -the self-determination of conscious mind, so | second modes of per se, ’

In the Pre-Socratics, necessity was a quasi- [ their own idea systematically, and even pre- that the necessary object, when experienced Among modern distinctions we may men-
mythical expression for the law or order of the supposed a more or less random movement ) completely, appears ag-a co-operating factor in [ tion that of Benno Erdmunni between predica-
cosmos, as in the teaching of Parmeénides that upon which necessity supervened, we may : - - the (!evelopment of free spiritual hfe._ (3.D.) [tive and deduetive necessity. The former
the goddess at the centre of the world is Ne- fairly regard- the Stoicg a8 the authors of ‘ : Literature: Works on metaphysics ‘and |seems.to be necessity for a judgment being as.
cessity—an (apparently) Pythagorean concep- | the conviction that evel.'ythlpg,.e\jerywhere, L : lc_)g‘w; G. Tarozzr, La dottring dells neces- | it is in order to express what is in it$ imme-
tion which finds expression in the myth of Er is cont.rolleq by necessity admxtt.mg of no : ! sith (_g vols., }895772. . (3.M.8,, EM) | diate object. : _ ,
(Plato, Rep., Bk. X), where the entire universe exception—in other words, of the idea of the - ‘ The following distinctions are usual : . Logical necessity is determined by the laws
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NECROMANCY — NEGATION -

E L NEGATION

‘ — : T itio ‘be o related th:atfund'ex"' all o Corresponding to -ewery‘ such predicate there | but mere signs of the logical relations between
of the understanding, according ‘to Kant E;&Pu(:,ﬁ:::ezazhatsoevel‘, PR ) is another, such that if all the blanks in the | di erent components of the predicate, - The -
(Erit. d. reinen Vernunft, 1. Autl,, 76). God’ The truth of the one entails the trath of - I two be. filled with the same set of proper | logical doctrine connected with those signs is

~ Metaphysical necessity. is that of 8 the other, Iv'th : t.'nl oof : : names (of individuals known to exist), one |of considerable imporfance to the theory of
existence. iy, See above. ... The truth of the one entails.the Ity C ‘ L _
Simple = absolute necessity. Se

3 ] -l ” ] gPIOPOBltIODB WI" be true prﬂ gn] ) !‘
d.l ' h h ) res“ltln
1

S : C For the negation of x;xodals see Mopai,
: . i hof -+ . e Chrysosto ries Helena to Constan-| ¢ ! ation = Cox
ch diffe San . The falsity of the one entails the truth of , : rysostom marries elena to Constan -onversion by negation = ONTRAPOSITION
necessity are usually distinguished ’in¢lude| .- The y ; (@7 A

¢ lude : ther v . L . tine; . ) .
absolute, antecedent, cuus?,l, coqll_t&ﬂt, _cﬁ{n'_ The gllzi‘:y of, the one. entails the falsity : o . Chrysostoyl non-marries Helena to Con-| . egant or negative negation is the negation
posite, consequent, deductive, ‘d}s-luc:;t’."n'!;;: _ of the other: - S - Ea L ) stantine, - o . | effected by attaching -the negative particle
junctive, external, formal, hYPOt}fe.tl » 1M This must be the first part.of logic. It is - ‘ It is true that the latter is not good grammar; {to the copula in the usua) Latin idjom,
iﬁa’w internal, logical, material, medl'ate,h deductive logic, or (to name it by its principal” R . 'but that is not of the smallest consequence. | * Socrates 1o est stultus,” in contradistinetion
meta’PhYBica], modal, moral, physical, practical, | de “1‘;) . llofist’ic- - At oll times this part of ER Two such propositions ‘are said to be contra- to- infinite (dopiory), or infinitant, negation, ~
redicative, prime, simple, teleological, uncon- :es-f’,.h Y been recognized 88’ a necessary pre-- . L dictories, and two  such -predicates to be | which is-effecttq: by attaching the ‘negative
gitional. " Co (c.8.p.) 19gl.c as)w further investigation. Deductive o LonEe begatives of one another, or ¢ach to, result | particle to the predicate, ‘Socrates est non
Noot TAR Tod): Gon Bedirfnis'; Fr|und mductivg on methotiiteal logio bav o portions sociation of the aiher, Two pro- stulius’ o |
‘Weed [AS. nyd]: Ger. Bediirfniss; Fr.|and j been distinguished; and the former T - Posttions involving gelective expresslons may | ' Kant revived thig distinction in order to." .

- besoin ; Ital. bisogno. A_constxtnthnal or | always ally been called by that name. * ! be contradictories; but in order to be so,|get o triad to make out the symmetry of hig

: uiréd'mving or want, either bodily, re- hﬂﬂlgeneéer {o trace these relations between R . each selective hag to be changed from indi- table of categories; and it has ever Bince
8221@ ifself also in consciousness, or mental. | - In 92. s it is . necessary to dissect the . oo . - cating a auitable\sclection to indicating any | been;one of the deepest and dearest studieg
¥ 'Nee%s‘are deep-seated demands-of nature ; p-mp“;t;gﬁg’.to_ o certain extent. Theresre.” . - - ; . « selection that may be made, or vice versa. of German logicians, No idea* is more essen-

. appeased by recurrent satisfactions; extremely propos t ‘ways in which propositions can be Ceal - Thus the two following propositions are con. tially duslistic, and distinctly not triadic,
' ;g%):ful or’ depressing if mot satisfied ; .”:'zﬁ g;s»;l;il;d fvsyome of them conduce in ‘no - R - tradictories: o - |than negation.  Not-A = other than A =a
R acting .as _gubconsciqu§ motives ‘whi | measure 'to the solution of the present pro- : S Every priest marrieg Some woman to|second thmg to A._ pagguage preserves many
influence action without taking form as con- blom, and will bo cachewed by the pragmatist p ' vy man; .o ‘ braces of this. Dubius s between tuwo lterna-
Bcious ends. | . (%.M.B., GF8.) tet[?l’iﬂ stage of the investigation™~ Such, for_ L : Some priest 1on-marries every woman tives, yea and nay. L . ..

" Negation [Lat. negatio, which trg,nsl:}tet.! at th lo, is that which makes the copula - : . to some mam, . (2) In;_the‘ metaphysical sense, negntxon_ ig
Gr. dmdgpais]: Ger. Vernetnung ; Fr. négation; | examp! ¢t part of the proposition, It may R ) It is very convenient to express the negative | the mere absence of character or relation
It;']a negazione. - Negation I8 used (1) logic-|a dl;h:cthle)?e are different ways ‘of useful - C . of a predicate by simply attaching a nom to [ that is ‘Tregarded 28 positive. It is distin-
ally, (2) metaphysically: In'the logical senge '3? t :iOn ; but the common one, which alose - . : If we adopt that Plan, non-fion-marries guished from privation in not implying any-
it m’aybe.used (a)relatively, and () abgolqtely; ’hm%c o gﬁﬁiciently studied, may be described - B ‘ - must be considered ns equivalent to marrigs. | thing furtl’ler. . o
Used relatively, when applied to a proposiglhas be utheie > . : R It so happe_ms that both in Latin and in Spinoza’s celebrated saying, of which the

"ti::, it may be ‘understoed (a) 88 denying the| bs fdll{?ws b roposition whatever, as ) L - English ‘this convention agrees with the Schellings hiave n}a(}e 80 much, ¢ omnis deter- "

- sition, or (8) as denying the predicate. | __T“‘ ng any ;{')iest harTies some woman to o - usage of the lqngu.age. There is probably minatio-est Degatio,” has at least this foundg.
propo T; it’s logical sense, negation is opposed| = - ‘Every p /B . but 8 .small - minority of languages of the|tion, that determinatio to one alternative

(’E n tion. although, when it is used . some mﬂ:lt, Jo parts ‘may be struck SRS . globe in which this very artificial rule pievails. | excludes ug from another. * The same great
tol ?- ‘r]ma this is perhaps not a convenient|we notice th‘]‘t’ e “a blalx)lk form, in which, if L Of two- contradictory propositions each is|truth is impressed upon youth in the utter-
Z::ﬁll},v:&y’term- in its metaphysical sense, :l‘:t s& asktoa::vgued by proper names (of oL sa%to ;esltxlt from the negation of the other., ance: ‘You cannot eat your cake and have

’ ). e blanks ] i L ti i it too.’ . " (C8.P,C.LF
.negnuv‘dnppt(i)z;d—z%?g:tgt;:i‘:)l(lfagtt)%;gt)ively individual objects kn?:.v.l:ltzhi’sz{?értgﬁ?; ;’,’3 - o cd ag e ‘the principles of cop. * ig:edicates are not denied to(oszl:j:e:t: I;g
: [[;l.:geri(an.c fsp one of the most important of|be a comPle;]eb}I);&I:OFJrﬁs are, for exafple: T tradiction and excluded middle. See Laws hazard—i(:, would be & great waste of time to

~‘con: g 1’tions' but subjectively considered, | false). Suc . rries . some womean to oF THougur, That is -an admissible, but | get forth in language the fact that the vast

- logic rte 2 term of logic at all, but is pre- Every priest ma , ' : o ‘ not a necessary, point of view. Out of the | majority of Predicates are inapplicable to the
it 1s fo r;ﬁ t is to say, it is ome of those|. —, to some man - oL conceptions of non-relative deductive logic, | vast majority of subjects. In order that a
. logical. bi hamust have been fully developed ——— Marres —— to S suchas consequence, coexistence or composi- | negative statement may have any value, there

‘ _‘d‘ifs v tg‘e d before the idea of investigating mﬂ!’}f'is there is some language in. /. iE , tion, aggregation, 1ncompossibility, negation, |must haye been some reason to suppose that

e Lo of reasoﬁings'could bave been| "It may be that there. h forms cannot be . . ‘ &e., it is only necessary to select two, and |the affirmative statement of ‘which it is the -
%gg‘:;mai?yenent,' . which tae Eﬁﬁaﬁe:g a8 to make perfect - B almoss a;y two at that, to haye the material | exact denigl. was true, either that iti had
The treatment of the doctrine of negation |filled letiolnl;. pbecause ‘the syntax may be i _ m‘eedte bor (lieﬁtz(::iug the oth:.rs.‘ ﬂ;Wl:iat ones 1been proflx]ose(! ﬁ;]r qur © H
flord ood illustration of the effects of proposi ot s involving proper names, are to be selected is o ques o0 the decision [locutor, that it had been Part of our stored-
atiords a good iple of PraGyMATISNM (q.v.) | different for sentence hat the rules of . ! < P of which transcends the function of tliis branch up knowledge or purported knowledge, or
appying f,he R atist bhas in view a|But it does not matter wha : , ' of logic, Mg ce the indisputable merit of that, we_had in mind what we took at the
léﬂﬁi‘_’igc' Th:e iﬁmsﬁgaﬁng logical ques- | grammar ma)fr :{l& above blank forms is dis- . Mrs, Tankin’s ‘eight copula-signs, which | moment to be sufficient ground for its nccept-
tieons ']%l;rgsishest to ascertain the general _ The lﬂflt g co(intaining no selective word - B , v%ret exhlbxte(?dag Ofx co-oYdmate .'form;a.l renk. afice. Slth}rt is, thez‘_efore, right In main-
o f truth. - Now, without of course | tinguished by ‘any, or any expression | ’ » ut, 8o regarded, they are not properly copy- tn}ning' that' the negative statement, in its
conditions o ent here the whole develop- | such as’some, every, a y’h ord. Tt may v 85 or assertions of the relation between the oTg1n, 18 not of the same primitiveness ag the -
;ﬁirg?m%;%?ﬁe it be said that it is found %qu:ﬁleélt 111)1 Ri‘:‘:&:‘; 5(‘(;9‘7 asg)se ;) or fiua. C several individual subjects and the Predicate, | affirmative statement ; “a jsnot 4’ i merely
s ] . N * .y N . .
, ‘ how two | be ed & ’ ' :
that the first step must be to define :
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