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Nanopublication — Presence-vs-scale fits the
stewardship dilemma — but the stakes behind it are

resale value,

by Arnaud Quercy

not diffraction

The boundary is between structural shape and
substantive stake: P24's presence/scale axis
maps cleanly onto the stewardship dilemma de-
scribed,
lectible
event — sits outside what the framework names.

The lens

but what is being preserved — col-

price, not a receiver's creative

reaches the architecture of the
stunt; it does not reach the economics that

motivated it.
WHAT THE SOURCE SAys [!]

Wu-Tang Clan pressed a single physical copy of
sold it
at auction in 2015 for a reported $2 million

the album Once Upon a Time in Shaolin,

as a unique artwork rather than releasing it
commercially, with a contract barring commer-
cial release for 88 years. The buyer turned
out to be Martin Shkreli; after his fraud con-
viction the album was seized and resold in
2021 to the collective PleasrDAO for about $4
million. PleasrDAO now stages occasional
listening events but refuses to stream the re-
cord, reasoning that doing so would make it
'just another album.' A new Netflix document-

ary reviews the saga as a 'historic blunder.'

WHERE THE LENS GRIPS

P24 (The Presence Gradient) lines up structur-
ally and almost verbatim with the source's own
reasoning: the album's value was staged
through presence,
handcrafted

listening events at MoMA PS1 or a former syn-

embodiment and irreproducib-

ility — a silver box, small

agogue — against mediation and scale, which

PleasrDAO names directly: 'the moment it is

streamed, it becomes another album.' The axis
P24 proposes (live/handmade/small vs. medi-
ated/scaled) is exactly the axis PleasrDAO

uses to justify withholding the record.

WHERE IT BREAKS

The match holds on shape but not on stakes.
P24 is a claim about diffraction probability —
whether a receiver generates a creative event.
PleasrDAO's worry is about collector value and
distinctiveness as a priced asset ('it becomes
another album' = it loses exclusivity and re-

sale worth, not that receivers stop creating

from it). The same holds for P26/P19: an idea-
morphist is supposed to engineer emission to
maximize diffraction across receivers, but Wu-

copy,
engineered the opposite —

Tang's whole design (one 88-year em-

bargo) near-total
restriction of reception — for a reason the

framework has no vocabulary for: imitating
The lens can de-
of the

it is silent on the market logic that

fine-art scarcity pricing.

scribe the presence/scale structure
stunt;

was actually its purpose.

PROPOSITIONAL GRID [2]

“Not evaluated” does not mean
about that

Read this grid.
the source has nothing to say
It means the
That

counts in no denominator.

proposition. reading did not

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

P24 The Presence Gradient not pressure-against
audited

P26 Induced Diffraction not pressure-against

audited

Remarkable silences

1 called for by what the reading found, and

absent from the source.

P19 — Diffractability as Craft
the reading that

88-year embargo) is

establishes Wu-Tang's
scarcity design (one copy,
explicable only as resale-value engineering
rather than diffraction engineering, but P19's
claim that artistic skill is measured by dif-
fractability is incomplete without addressing
a case where the skill invested is explicitly
aimed at restricting diffraction for price,
and that market-driven reversal of the craft

logic is not named by the framework.

Not evaluated (34) — P1, P2, P3, P3a, P4, P5,
P6, P7, P8, P9, P10, P11, P12, P13, P14, Pl4a,

P14b, P15, P16, Plé6a, P17, P18, P18a, P1l9a,
P20, P21, P22, P23, P25, P27, P28, P29, P30,
P31
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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.

Reading of 2026-10-25 - model claude-sonnet-5
+ source 12,291 chars - 1 attempt(s)
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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, 1 attempt(s),

traceability check passed.
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