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Nanopublication — A body mistaken for a sculpture is
not automatically a case of diffraction
by Arnaud Quercy

The boundary this case draws is between dif‐

fraction  (a  divergent  creative  reading  of

something taken as emitted) and non-contact (a

given surface consumed as raw fact, the codex

never invoked at any level). The framework has

no stated criterion for telling these apart,

and the source sits exactly on that undrawn

line.

CONTEXT

ⓘ Thin page — the source itself is thin (teas‐

er, notice, paywalled preamble). Distinct from

truncation: nothing was cut by the pipeline.

WHAT THE SOURCE SAYS [1]

A Vancouver gallery's night alarm was breached

by  emergency  responders  after  a  passerby

called  911,  having  seen  what  looked  like  a

person's  legs  sticking  out  from  behind  a

counter and believing someone needed medical

help.  The  legs  belonged  to  Allysa  Pierre's

sculpture 'Untitled (the preparator),' a life‐

like  figure  of  an  art  preparator.  Police

forced the door, found no emergency, and the

gallery was left with a repair bill. Comment‐

ators speculated the caller may have associ‐

ated the sight with Vancouver's opioid crisis,

where people are sometimes found in medical

distress in public.

WHERE THE LENS GRIPS

The case loosely fits P17's picture of a re‐

ceiver  whose  reading  of  a  signal  diverges

massively from the artist's intent, and fits

P3a's  given/instituted  split  cleanly:  the

passerby  registered  exactly  what  a  sensor

would  register  —  legs,  a  shape  behind  a

counter — without the codex-level fact ('this

is an artwork in a gallery') ever being in‐

voked. The given invariant was received; the

instituted  invariant  was  never  even  ap‐

proached, let alone misread.

WHERE IT BREAKS

The strain is whether this counts as 'recep‐

tion' at all in P16/P17's sense. Both proposi‐

tions describe creation arising from a receiv‐

er engaging a wave — even a wildly divergent

reading is still a reading of something taken

as an emission. Here the passerby did not en‐

gage a sculpture-as-artwork and diverge from

it; the passerby engaged what they took to be

an unmediated fact of the world (a person in

distress) and never encountered an artwork at

all. This slips IF one reads P17's 'diffrac‐

tion' as requiring at minimum that the receiv‐

er register the object as something emitted (a

wave),  since  here  no  such  registration  oc‐

curred — the codex was not misread, it was

never  contacted.  It  holds  IF  one  reads  P17

more  loosely,  as  covering  any  divergence

between what a given surface communicates to

an uncalibrated receiver and what the insti‐

tuted layer would have said, in which case the

911 call is simply the extreme end of that

spectrum, no different in kind from an uncal‐

ibrated ear hearing noise instead of music.

PROPOSITIONAL GRID [2]

Read this grid. “Not evaluated” does not mean

the  source  has  nothing  to  say  about  that

proposition.  It  means  the  reading  did  not

instruct  it.  That  is  not  a  result,  and  it

counts in no denominator. A silence, by con‐

trast, is a finding: the reading touched the

proposition without concluding, or noted its

absence itself.

Evaluated

proposi‐
tion

audit
status

relational verdict

P3a Double Structure of the In‐
variant

audited evidence-for

P16 Alterity of Reception not
audited

pressure-against

P17 Multiplication of Creation not
audited

open-question

What was instructed. These propositions have

been judged and carry a current statement: it

is that statement the reading tested, not the

founding one.

P3a — judged in Note 05 · current statement :

say GIVEN invariant and INSTITUTED invariant,

never 'physical' and 'intentional' — the axis

is MODE OF EXISTENCE, read as regime of

access: the given is what a sensor measures on

the surface WITHOUT the codex; the instituted

is the rule that elects relations in that

surface and that only the disclosed codex

deciphers

• 
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Not evaluated (34) — P1, P2, P3, P4, P5, P6,

P7, P8, P9, P10, P11, P12, P13, P14, P14a,

P14b, P15, P16a, P18, P18a, P19, P19a, P20,

P21, P22, P23, P24, P25, P26, P27, P28, P29,

P30, 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 is data, not residue.

This reading’s judgement is in the grid above.

Reading of 2026-08-28 · model claude-sonnet-5
· source 2,901 chars · 3 attempt(s)
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EPISTEMIC PROFILE

Claim type boundary reading

Voice third person analysis

Epistemic

status

bounded grip

Methodology Boundary-finding lens applied to one source,

model claude-sonnet-5, 3 attempt(s),

traceability check passed.
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