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Nanopublication — Two Rival Genealogies, No Surviving
Way to Decide Between Them
by Arnaud Quercy

The line is between a codex that resists dis‐

closure  —  still  answerable  in  principle,

through better evidence or a recovered manu‐

script — and a codex that is permanently un‐

reachable, its holders and its deciding docu‐

ments gone. P3a's given/instituted distinction

holds  across  that  line;  its  dialogue-based

route to the instituted layer holds only on

one side of it.

WHAT THE SOURCE SAYS [1]

The entry surveys the medieval Jewish Neopla‐

tonist Isaac Israeli (c. 855–955): his uncer‐

tain biography (the year of his death is dis‐

puted  among  several  candidates),  the  philo‐

sophical sources scholars believe he drew on

(al-Kindi, the Theology of Aristotle, and a

hypothesized lost Neoplatonist treatise later

linked to Abraham Ibn Hasday's Hebrew transla‐

tion of The Prince and the Ascetic), his eman‐

ationist metaphysics and psychology, and the

later transmission of his works into Hebrew

and Latin. It reports rival scholarly hypo‐

theses about who copied whom — S.M. Stern's

claim of a lost common source versus Fritz Zi‐

mmerman's claim that Israeli's own extant work

suffices  to  explain  the  resemblances  —  and

states plainly that, given the surviving docu‐

mentary  record,  neither  hypothesis  can  be

definitively ruled out. It also records cases

of contested or mistaken attribution: a colo‐

phon falsely claiming Israeli fathered chil‐

dren who would study his book, Aquinas and Al‐

bertus Magnus misattributing Avicenna's defin‐

ition of truth to Israeli, and Teicher's dis‐

puted  claim  that  Israeli  did  not  write  the

Book on Spirit and Soul at all.

WHERE THE LENS GRIPS

P3a's given/instituted split maps cleanly onto

the article's own evidentiary structure. The

'given' layer is exactly what the entry can

hand  a  reader  without  interpretation:  the

wording of surviving fragments, transcription

errors traceable to Arabic-versus-Hebrew or‐

thography,  colophon  text.  The  'instituted'

layer is exactly what the entry says cannot be

read off that surface: which text is source

and which is copy, whether Israeli or Ibn Has‐

day's redactor did the borrowing. The entry's

own verdict — neither Stern's nor Zimmerman's

theory can be definitively ruled out — enacts

P3a's claim that the instituted invariant is

not automatically transmitted by perception of

the given layer. P3a's further clause, that

the instituted invariant 'exists as soon as

its rule is met and recognized — including by

whoever  refuses  it,'  also  fits:  whichever

genealogy is true obtains independently of any

scholar's ability to prove it, so the entry's

admitted  ignorance  does  not,  on  P3a's  own

terms, mean there is no fact of the matter.

WHERE IT BREAKS

The edge is P3a's stated activation mechanism:

the  instituted  invariant  is  'latent  in  the

wave, activatable through dialogue.' Here dia‐

logue is not merely difficult — it is categor‐

ically foreclosed. Israeli, his students, and

whoever compiled the pseudepigraphic Neopla‐

tonist source are a millennium dead, and the

documents that could settle the question are

explicitly reported as lost. P3a's existence

clause absorbs this (the invariant exists re‐

gardless of access), but its activation clause

has no possible referent in this case — there

is no dialogue to be had, ever, with this co‐

dex. The proposition survives the case only by

leaning on the defensive clause it carries;

the ordinary mechanism it describes does not

apply.

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 pressure-against
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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

Not evaluated (36) — P1, P2, P3, P4, P5, P6,

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

P14b,  P15,  P16,  P16a,  P17,  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 2026-09-01 · model claude-sonnet-5
· source 51,930 chars · 2 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, 2 attempt(s),

traceability check passed.
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