






I propose that we interpret the g or,9rr, 'categorigram' -- corresponding to the "uninterpreted' NQ "meta-numeral"

g1+1 - Q.2

__ as a 'categorigram' which connotes the result of the 'self-refl!xion', of the 'bending-back-upon-self, of "reality".

In this context, that means the immanent emergence, within Nature, from out of Nature -- as part of the dialectic, or of the
self-development, ofNature itself -- of "observing eyes", and of "observing sensoria" in general; of observing and
thinking minds, as "things" / objects / bodies within Nature - Le., the emergence ofNatural [ev]entities which produce
languages, hence "!erms", to name / communicate, their observations / experiences, among themselves. Thus, we are
asserting the interpretation, or. assignment: .

Q.2 (---] Qrr -' gt • !..
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Acceptingthis interpretation, we then have that, as of!,tep 1, S - 1, we find that the model r ,posits the possible
existence of two philosophical categories -- the category of "'[eality", "plus" ['ED', for connotatively "interpreted" or
"assigned" 'ontological gualifiers'l its "contra-thesis" category of "!erms", comprising the «arithmos» of!erms:"units, or
of!erms-«monads», "naming" the «physis-monads» of that "reality" «arithmos aisthetos»:
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r - r2
- rED!.

-..
2., For the second !,tep of t~is presentation, Le., for S - 2, the formula for the whole presentation yields the following -­
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( f)2 _ (r ED ! ~2 -

~rED!)((rED1D) -

( r ED 1D"of' ( r ED· ! D ­

(rED!) ,0 (r$l) -

the [self-[reflexive ]]function

( ! ED ! Dsquared ­

q! ED ! ) confronts itself ­

( r $ ! Devokes its o~n immanent, implicit other-ness I IIintra-dual' out of itself -

( r $ ! D«aufheben»-negates itself -

qqrED!) ED A~ rED!) ) ­

4~ r EDIbED r~~ ! $! D) ­
((r$!)EDgtr$gttb -



(gr ED gt mgtr mgtt D, wherein the ideogram '(8)' denotes the operation of'ont%gical 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 'connotogralll' -- or 'connote-icon' -- gtr, assigned to the

"uninterpreted" NQ 'meta-number ideo-ontological gualifier' g2+1 - g3, and the category connoted by the 'connoticon'

gtt, assigned to the "un interpreted" NO 'meta-Natural meta-number ideo-ontological gualifier' ~+2 - g4.

I propose that we interpret as follows --

the category of well-formed propositions of the first intension, in which the !enns of language, categorematic and
D!!lcategorematic alike, functioning together, '"subsume''' ttreality" 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".

--

the category of well-formed propositions·ofthe '!iecond intension, in which the !erms o.f1anguage, categorematic and
!fJI!1categorematic al ike, functioning together, self-reflexivelv 'W-subsume', by ," [self.]converting"', that human[oid],
mental/internal, "inter-subjecl-ive ll

, or l1inter-agenl-ive", "cogn itive l1 , ~econdary universe of Il!erms tl
, of "language l1 ,

representing "ideas", into systematic, sentential, propositional, linguistic, symbolic descriptions of that universe of
linguistic "things", of linguistic "[idea-]objects", of Iinguistic descriptions theinselves; that universe of the human
'''meme-pool''', or of the self-developing '''Human Phenome'''.
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Thus, by r , '!itep 2 of the systematic-dialectical presentation connoted by r ,we have generated what we take to be the
full regalia of the Ockhamian 'ideo-taxonomy', namely u
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"real things" m"[categorematic combined with syncategorematic! terms" m
"propositions of the first intension" m
"propositions of the second intension"

[ ---)

g1 ED ~ ED g3 ED g4, such that 'ED' denotes the operation of 'ontolagical, pure-qualitative, heterogeneous addition' for
'" generic''', "11/1 interpreted" ['m inimally- interpreted '], or "unassigned" ontological gual i fiers.

-- where f connotes the Ockhamian 'ideo-ontological category' of the «Scientia realis»;

where ~ connotes the Ockhamian'ideo-ontological category' of the «Scientia ratiol/alis», and;

where ( f m~Dconnotes the 'compound ideo-ontological category' of the Ockhamian <<Sciel/tia IIItiversalis».



We plan to continue illustrating,the applications ofthis'axiomatic system of "Dialectical-Natural Arithmetic" via this new

series of "sample dialectical models" -- models from Encyclopedia Dlalectlca, and from dialectical models
recently posted elsewhere on the World Wide Web by some of your site's students n in the further letters of this new
series that are set to follow this one.

Dialogically yours,

Aoristbs Dyosphainthos

Member, General Council

Foundation Encyclopedia Dlalectlca


