











iI ar € e P drr P Aut Il, wherein the ideogram ‘&’ denotes the operation of ‘ontological multiplication’.

Thus, we see that two new possible philosophical categories have emerged, symbolically, in this "argument", in the
calculation of step 2 of this ‘Ockhamian Systematic-Dialectic’.

These two categories are, namely, the category connoted by the ‘connotogram’ -- or ‘connote-icon’ -- Qtr, assigned to the
"uninterpreted” yQ ‘meta-number ideo-ontological qualifier’ Q2+1 = @3, and the category connoted by the ‘connoticon’

it assigned to the "uninterpreted" yQ ‘meta-Natural meta-number ideo-ontological gualifier’ Q2+2 = ga.

I propose that we interpret as follows --
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the category of well-formed propositions of the first intension, in which the terms of language, categorematic and
syncategorematic alike, functioning together, **‘subsume’”’ "reality" cognitively, for those cognizing subjects/agents
within Nature -- i.e., for that which we [human[oid]s] name by the term "humanity" -- who are capable of creating and
using language, by ‘“‘converting’’’ that "reality" into systematic, sentential, propositional, linguistic, symbolic
descriptions of that "reality".
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the category of well-formed propositions-of the Second intension, in which the terms of language, categorematic and
syncategorematic alike, functioning together, self-reflexively *self-subsume’, by ***[self~]converting’’’, that human[oid],
mental/internal, "inter-subject-ive", or "inter-agent-ive", "cognitive", secondary universe of "terms", of "language",
representing "ideas", into systematic, sentential, propositional, linguistic, symbolic descriptions of that universe of
linguistic "things", of linguistic "[idea-]objects", of linguistic descriptions themselves; that universe of the human

‘““meme-pool’”’
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, or of the self-developing ‘** Human Phenome’”’.
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Thus, by r , stép 2 of the systematic-dialectical presentation connoted by I, we have generated what we take to be the
full regalia of the Ockhamian ‘ideo-taxonomy’, namely --
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"real things" gy "[categorematic combined with syncategorematic] terms" ¢

"propositions of the first intension" &

"propositions of the second intension"
[---)

d1 H 92 BH 93 B 94, such that ‘B’ denotes the operation of ‘ontological, pure-qualitative, heterogeneous addition’ for
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“generic’”’, “uninterpreted” [*minimally-interpreted’], or “unassigned” ontological qualifiers.

-- where f connotes the Ockhamian ‘ideo-ontological category’ of the «Scientia realis»;
where S connotes the Ockhamian ‘ideo-ontological category’ of the «Scientia rationalis», and;

where q fidhs D connotes the ‘compound ideo-ontological category’ of the Ockhamian <<Scientia universalis>>.



We plan to continue illustrating the applications of this axiomatic system of “Dialectical-Natural Arithmetic” via this new

series of "sample dialectical models" -- models from Encyeclopedia Dialectica, and from dialectical models

recently posted elsewhere on the World Wide Web by some of your site’s students -- in the further letters of this new
series that are set to follow this one.

Dialogically yours,

Aoristos Dyosphainthos

Member, General Council
Foundation Encyclopedia Dialectica



