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Nanopublication — Plato's aporetic dialogues induce

diffraction;

by Arnaud Quercy

his doctrinal dialogues aim to close it

The line runs between Plato's two registers as
the SEP itself distinguishes them: the aporet-

ic dialogues (Parmenides, Theaetetus, early

'Socratic' works) match Induced Diffraction
and Pre-Conception-Not-Predetermination
cleanly; the doctrinal dialogues (Phaedo, Re-

public, Laws) are, by the source's own expli-
belief

rather than disperse it — and there the frame-

cit account, engineered to converge
work's insistence on undetermined outcome does

not survive contact.
WHAT THE SOURCE SAys [1]

The entry argues that Plato never writes in
his own voice, communicating only through in-
terlocutors, and that this indirection is not
incidental but a designed pedagogical method:
some dialogues (Parmenides, Theaetetus, Prot-
agoras) deliberately leave contradictions un-
resolved to provoke the reader into independ-
ent thought,

warns that written texts are inert reminders,

while Socrates in the Phaedrus

useless without a living conversational part-
ner to complete them. Yet the same entry in-
sists that many other dialogues (Phaedo, Re-
public,

Phaedrus, Laws) are constructed pre-

cisely to move the reader toward accepting
specific conclusions — the existence of forms,
the immortality of the soul, a particular con-
through the

tained persuasive force of a dominant speaker.

stitutional arrangement -— sus-

WHERE THE LENS GRIPS

The 1lens grips cleanly on the puzzle-dia-
logues: Plato relentlessly rubbing readers'
faces in wunresolved contradiction (Parmen-

ides), or Socrates' explicit warning that a
text 1is only a prompt for a discussion that
(Phaedrus 274e-276d),

'structuring the wave

must happen elsewhere
reads exactly as P26's
to maximize the probability of creation in re-
and P30's

ceivers' 'the ideamorphist pre-con-

ceives diffraction conditions... does not pre-
determine outcomes.' The design is deliberate,
the outcome is deliberately left open — the

reader does the work.

WHERE IT BREAKS

The same entry states
Phaedo,
devices Plato uses

just as plainly that

Republic, Phaedrus, and Laws are
'to induce the audience...
to reflect on and accept the arguments and
conclusions offered by his principal inter-
locutor' — forms, an immortal soul, a specific
constitution. That is persuasion toward a de-
terminate belief, not the open-ended multi-
plication the framework's vocabulary requires.
P30's claim that 'the ideamorphist does not
pre-determine outcomes' has no room for a text
engineered, by the source's own account, to
close down disagreement rather than distribute
it. The break holds if one reads P30's

come'

'out-
as doctrinal content (which the SEP ex-
plicitly says Plato tries to fix); it would

only be avoidable if 'outcome' were narrowed
to mean something looser than settled belief —

a reading the source does not support.

PROPOSITIONAL GRID [2]

Read this grid.
the source has

“Not evaluated” does not mean
about that

reading did not

nothing to say
It means the
That

counts in no denominator.

proposition.
instruct it. is not a result, and it
A silence, by con-

trast, is a finding: the reading touched the

proposition without concluding, or noted its

absence itself.

Evaluated

proposi- audit relational verdict

tion status

P26 Induced Diffraction not evidence-for
audited

P30 Pre-Conception, Not Pre-De- |not pressure-against

termination audited

Not evaluated (35) — P1, P2, P3, P3a, P4, P5,
P6, P7, P8, P9, P10, P11, P12, P13, P14, Pl4a,

P14b, P15, P16, Pil6a, P17, P18, Pi18a, P19,
P19a, P20, P21, P22, P23, P24, P25, P27, P28,
P29, P31

Overall verdict: Bounded — taxonomy of the Au-
gust 2026 pass, predating the move to rela-

tional verdicts. Kept as metadata: the gap

between the two forms 1is data, not residue.

This reading’s judgement is in the grid above.

model claude-sonnet-5
3 attempt(s)

Reading of 2026-04-25
source 78,120 chars
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FIRST PASS — KEPT AS WRITTEN

Reading produced by the T50 RSS pass, before
the boundary lens. It i1s reproduced UNCORREC-
TED. Keeping it 1is the point: without 1it, a
changed title is just a changed title — with
it, what the second pass refused becomes

legible.

Title it carried : « Plato's Dialogues as Dif-
fractive Emission: The Receiver Completes the
Argument »

Plato's dialogical form is a structural case
of engineered diffraction. The dialogue does
not transmit doctrine losslessly — it deliber-
ately leaves gaps, contradictions, and aporia
(productive impasse) that force the reader to
complete the philosophical work. Socrates does
not express a finished position; he emits a
wave that diffracts through each reader's
ouverture. The 'dazzling' literary quality is
not ornament — it is the codex itself: a sys-
tem of constraints (dramatic irony, character
voice, narrative structure) that calibrates
incompleteness so only the reader's active
diffraction can finish the argument. The read-
er is not receiving philosophy; the reader is
becoming the site where philosophy crystal-
lizes. This 1is the inverse of the dilution
crisis: maximum constraint, minimum recogni-
tion, maximum diffraction. Plato refuses to

let the emission be received passively.

T50 RSS assessment - 2026-04-25 - remplacée par boundary-

lens-2026-08
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EPISTEMIC PROFILE

Claim type boundary reading
Voice third person analysis
Epistemic bounded grip

status

Methodology Boundary-finding lens applied to one source,
model claude-sonnet-5, 3 attempt(s),

traceability check passed.
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