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©) 1. STEP Transcriptor/Descriptor

STEP Descriptor

[ NON ) STEP Transcriptor | JON ) STEP Descriptor
_:W Indent View  Anchored  TEI Rendition Base Text for Editing I >> Descriptive Encoding . Transcription tags Type/Structure Description tags - B D Indent  Tagless I TEI Rend. Descr. Indent  Tagless I >> Transcriptive Encoding - Transcription tags Type/Structure Description tags
1| <body> alt h h h 1 [ <p> [PAGE 1] </p> M M h
2 | <pb n="p1" xml:id="R1037-1"/><p><handShift scribe="archivist">Ms.1037</handShift></p> Attrib.: target v Values: v 2 | <p>Ms.1037</p> Attrib.: v Values: A%
3 | <p rend="text-indent:1em"><handShift scribe="Peirce"/>This will make at least two articles &amp; there will e = % 3 | <p firstindent="15">This will make at least two articles &amp; there will be another.</p> I %
4 | be another.</p> Encode selection | Inserttag  Color tags | Hide tags - R A ST e Encode selection | Insert tag | Color tags | Hide tags
5 [ <p>Cut it down, if you like.</p> Ytag e;thrjl; © Describe alterations | Base Text — Descr. 5 | <p align="center">Argon, Helium, and the Partner of Helium</p> Ytag sgthf: © Describe alterations | Base Text — Descr.
6 | <p rend="center">Argon, Helium, and the Partner of Helium</p> = - — ; 6 [ <p align="center">(continued.)</p>
7 | <p rend="center">(continued.)</p> .‘I d::ltrlptl::s Of:d';e:t::‘s XMLm) 7 | <p firstindent="15"> The specific gravities of all gases are proportional to their molecular weights ; Descriptive data ex.tra.ction
8 [ <p rend="text-indent:1em"><subst><del>For the most part, t</del><add>The</add></subst> specific I AomatcDec 8 | molecular and elemetary gases usually have two atoms to a molecule. (Mercury vapor only has one.) For | Autotag... | [Extract Descriptive Data... hd
9 | gravities of <subst><del>elementary</del><add>all</add></subst> gases are proportional to their Tl 9 | example, the atmosphere consists of about one fifth Oxygen, which is the strength of it, supporting PROPER NOUNS
10 | <subst><del>atomic</del><add>molecular</add></subst> <del>molecular</del> WD A 00 (2 D ] 2 10 | combustion and animal respiration, and of about four-fifths Nitrogen, an inert substance which serves to Dr. Olszewski
11 | weights<subst><del>.</del><add>;</add></subst> <add>molecular and elemetary gases usually have two (initial form) and early (added alternate) are 11 | dilute, or weaken, the Oxygen. The specific gravity of Oxygen is about 16 times, that of Nitrogen 14 times Lord Rayleigh
12 | atoms to a molecule. (Mercury vapor only has one.) <del>Thus, the atomsphere</del><!--TRANSC exclusive alternate forms the author left 12 | that of Hydrogen ; and the atomic weights are in the same proportions. The first thing, then, that PERSONAL NAMES
13 | Misspelling or author's error?--> For example, the atmosphere</add> con<add>s</add>ists of about one PR R i RIS e, 13 | <name><addName>Lord</addName> <persName>Rayleigh</persName></name> undertook to do was to Cavendish
14 | fifth Oxygen, which is the strength of it, supporting combustion and animal respiration, and of about 2LOLE C LI ] 14 | ascertain the precise specific gravity of perfectly pure Nitrogen. He made use of Nitrogen obtained by Huggins
15 | four-fifths Nitrogen, an inert substance which serves to dilute, or weaken, the Oxygen. The specific gravity S ab. e ‘ 15 | removing the Oxygen and impurities from air, weighed it, and found its specific gravity to be, not exactly :_(:)“c‘ll(yer
16 | of Oxygen is about 16 times, that of Nitrogen 14 times that of Hydrogen<subst><del>.</del><add>; and z::)n\::l:;::s;]r’:itflf:i:telc?::::tance5] certed 16 | 14/16 but 14.069/16 that of Oxygen. In order that there might be no doubt about it, he then proceeded to g;ﬁ;‘;’;ki
17 | the atomic weights are in the same proportions.</add></subst> The first thing, then, that Lord Rayleigh 17 | prepare Nitrogen from a chemical compound containing it, in a somewhat different way. He now found a Regnault
18 | undertook to do was to ascertain the precise specific gravity of perfectly pure Nitrogen. He G L] e 2 18 | specific gravity not <emph rend="underline">quite</emph> the same. It was lighter by about 1/1000 part, NAME MODIFIERS
19 | <subst><del>made his</del><add>made use of</add></subst> Nitrogen <add>obtained by removing the iz nna R e e L R 19 [ a quantity no greater than the about by which the determinations of the specific gravity of [PAGE 3]
20 | Oxygen and <del>other</del> impurities from</add> <del>from</del> air, weighed it, and found its separated by boiling of a part of it.] intl ab del It 20 | Nitrogen by <persName=>Regnault</persName> and <persName=>Jolly</persName>, the two highest E;.rd
21 | specific gravity to be, not exactly 14/16 but 14.069/16 <add>that of Oxygen.</add> In order that there 7] Pragmatic descriptions of alterations X 21 | authorities differed from <persName>Rayleigh</persName>&rsquo;s own value, - one of these being PLACE NAMES
22 | might be no doubt about it, he then proceeded to <subst><del>make</del><add>prepare</add></subst> XML  >>  EditDescr. XML | 22 | greater, the other less than his.</p> .
23 | Nitrogen <subst><del>in a different way</del><add>from a chemical compound containing The] For the most part, t 23 | <p firstindent="15">What, please, Reader would any but a very superior man have done about that minute
24 | it,</add></subst> <subst><del>from a chemical compound containing it,</del><add>in a somewhat all] elementary 24 | discrepancy? He would ‘have puoh-poohed it, minimized it, tried to argue it away. What did COUNTRIES
25 | different way.</add></subst> He now found a specific gravity not <hi rend="underline">quite</hi> the molecular] atomic 25 | <persName>Rayleigh</persName> do? He said, the Nitrogen that that is lighter has been so prepared that England
26 | same. It <subst><del>differed</del><add>was lighter</add></subst> by <del>only</del> about 1/1000 their] bef del molecular 26 | it comes partly from the air and partly from the decomposition of a chemical compound: suppose, then, | SETTLEMENTS
27 | part, <subst><del>from the specific gravity of the Nitrogen of the air; but he found, on repeating the 1. 27 | try Nitrogen made entirely from a compound. Here are the weights he found for Nitrogen filling a certain Crakow
28 | operation five times, that the artifical<!--TRANSC Misspelling or author's error?--></del><add>a quantity no T A (e L e e e T g e 28 b°tt|e~"jv"D-'-‘ - ” o ' . Wildbad
29 | greater than the<!--TRANSC missing word? about or amount?--> about by which the determinations of the atoms to a molecule. (Mercury vapor only has 29 | <p firstindent="150 tab.SIODS= 40,112,328,376">&#9;From Air.&#9;From Chemical
30 | specific gravity of</add></subst> <pb n="p3" xml:id="R1037-3"/>Nitrogen by Regnault and Jolly, the two T e T e e 30 Compounds.&#9;&#9;</p> .
Doc.:. R1037 [Var.# | [Leaftype:| p [Initial#: [ 1  Current# = 1 | r/v: Last#: s | Example | Save | Clear All... Doc.. R1037 |Var.# | [Leaftype:| p [Initial#: | 1  Current# 1 | rjv: Last#: s | Example | Save | Clear All.. | t Clear... |t Archive... 1 Print... 1 Save | 1 Restore

Six Encoding Methods (Transcriptive or Descriptive)

1. Typing the tags directly: automatic tag completion and correction

(including paragraphing and spaces).

2. Using the powerful Tagging Area to form simple or complex tags
using pull-down menus and automatic formatting, and then insert

Tool for complex nested

alterations

Menu Bar Commands

m Font Tools Insert Customize W m Customize Window Help 2.8l Tools Insert Customize Window H
Undo 7 Lowercase Accented Vowels 4 Text Font and Size...
Redo #Y Uppercase Accented Vowels >
Restore Last Save A4 v Turn Curly Quotes On
= = S > Convert All Straight Quotes to Curly
Indexical Marks >
PC°‘:V z\cl el Svmbol Turn Straight Quotes On
CT:; Logical Symbols > Convert All Curly Quotes to Straight
Mathematical Symbols > Operation signs =
Root » Convert All Curly Quotes into HTML marku
Select All A Editorial Symbols > >oo s yQ P
Deselect All O ®A Convert HTML Quotes to Curly Glyphs
Numbers > <
Delete All <!--In-House Messages--> . =
S Dictati el o as m Export Edit Font Tools Insert Customize Window
SraaerctiaIIg::r(:i:'t;rs ~%Space SpecialMarks 4 Open... #0
Extra Characters integrals > [ Import Text for TEl Tagging... %M
[ R ya— Open URL... 380
Add or Manage Unicode Characters... % Im Open Recent >
Edit Special Characters Menu... %o i)
Insert Customize Window | Y%oo § Archive All STEP Fields...
Superscripts > | i
Nested Alterations Tagging Tool S:tp P > ] e
Transposition Tagging Tool Save 38
Alternation Tagging Tool Window Help Restore Last Save X%z
Save Transcription As... {3S

TEl Encoding Cursor Palette

STEP Emendator

STEP Annotator

STEP Formulator

STEP Image Browser
STEP Text Comparator

54Lly8) Edit Font Tools Insert Customize|
Export TEI-XML Transcription... ]

Customize TEI Tags...
Customize Tag Colors...

Co to Table of TEI Elements
Look Up Specific TEl Tag...

Download Latest TEI MS Description Schema (DTD and RNG)...

Convert File To Be Imported to TEI-XML...

Print... #P
Customize Pull-Down Tag Menus...

Customize Pop-Up Tag Menus...

Close #BW

Add or Manage Unicode Characters...

Edit Special Characters Menu...

Customize Tag Anchors...

Help

searcn (D

. Help
Export TEI-XML Descrintion Customize Span Anchors...
P ption... Customize Note Anchors... User Guide PDFs > STEP Transcriptor User Guide
Upload STEP File to FTP Host... STEP Emendator User Guide
Hide Tooltips

STEP Image Browser User Guide
STEP Text Comparator User Guide

Assign Shortcuts to Function Keys...
Customize Keyboard Shortcuts...
Shortcut Palette

Export Alterations Description > Show Tag Tips

Export HTML or XHTML Content of Any Field... Reset Window Geometry

Tool for finding and encoding
special characters

Tool for encoding
transpositions

68 O O

Stacked Alteration Tagger

L & O O

Transposition Tagging Tool

e OO0 Add or Manage Unicode Characters

1. Type the anchor text: a non-deleted string that will serve as the lemma to the alteration description.

I Spencer's inconsistency

2. Indicate

() before () after () above () below

() ultimate result of alteration
3. Is the stacked alteration itself completely deleted (including its
ultimate part), or completely inserted (including its initial part)?

(o) fully deleted
S. Enter the stacked alteration level by level, from the baseline up (or down if the alteration was interlined below
the deleted string). The initial inscription (presumably deleted) goes into the baseline field.

If any part internal to a level was itself deleted, inserted, or retraced, use the buttons below to tag it with
<del></del>,<add> </add>,<del> <add></add> </del>, or <retrace> </retrace>.

that lemma’s position relative to the alteration.

() fully inserted () neither

4. An alteration that combines a deletion
<del> with an insertion <add> is to be
enclosed within the substitution tag
<subst> or the modification tag <mod type
= "subst">. Indicate your preference.

@ <subst> </subst> .\:) <mod> </mod>

A transposition occurs when marks (or “metamarks”) are found in a document indicating that passages should
be moved to a different position. Those marks include arrows, asterisks, numbers, wavy lines, or other written
instruction. By TEI definition, if the intention is to represent the actual appearance of the document, what should
be encoded is not the result of a transposition but its actual rep ion. A word deleted in one place and
inserted in another is therefore not a TEI type of t position since the transposition is finalized by the author

ﬁ I. FINDING, VIEWING, AND INSERTING NEW CHARACTERS
Enter the information regarding the new special Unicode character in the fields below.

in the text without transposition instruction. = 1 Type or paS(e Scroll  Size [ GARDINER " ]
1. Type (or paste) in the field below a text section that contains one or more transpositions. 2. Click:[ Send to Tag Field ] the character. had
But the thirdlobjection is the really serious one; in it lies fi@whole HOAUSIGNTHE GUESEOR and itSifulllFETtation] then tal;' E E Other_Letter
would be quite a . If the antecedent is not given in a perceptive judgment, then it must first emerge in the || =
conclusion of an inference. At this point we are obliged to draw the distinction between fi@Imatte ri@hdithellogical

form. With the aid of the logic of relations it would be easy to show that the entire logical matter of a conclusion a
must in any mode of inference be contained. piecemeal. in the premisses. M

2. Name of the official Unicode character: | EGYPTIAN HIEROGLYPH A036 |

Find a character by typing one or more
parts of its descriptor (try "light risk ok"), | egypt hiero
then press the tab or return key.

3. Select in the text above a shorter segment containing one ful/l transposition that involves either two strings of
text that are to swap their positions, or one string of text that is to be moved el h in that seg Process
one full transposition at a time. If the field below is empty, the selection will be automatically pasted into it.

”Character Names (1071) v |

. If a part internal to a level was itself deleted and replaced by a sub-interlineation, tag it using the pattern Transpo- .
t h e m I n t O t h e t e Xt O r a ro u n d S e I e Ct e d W O r d S <subst> <del> < /del><add> </add> < /subst> or <mod type="subst"> <del></del><add> </add> </mod>. Sition texet| ' Matier and the SN )
. 3. Unicode character(s): U+[13029 U+D@ Insert Glvph in Transcription
<del></del> | <add></add> <del><add></add></del> <retrace></retrace> <subst><del></del><add></add></subst> 4. Either in field #1 or #3 above, SELECT the exact initial text string the author wants to transpose. Then - ‘ yp P I
o . — EITHE!! SELE_CT the sgcond string (if any) that the author wants to swap with that first one. Both strings will be UTF Decimal Codepoint Number: 77865
3. Usin op-up menus fullof tags and tag co replacement tricks o i oV NCT Skt cand S becuse i strs o v v s bt g e
- — — if you di select a second string use the author is not swapping strings but moving one to a 2 2 - - . e P
* g p p p g g py p Level 4 ‘ when it came to <subst><del>religious</del><add>theological </add> </subst> doctrine ‘l:l Deleted different location (in effect swapping it with all intervening words), then CLICK in either field above the exact 4. Numeric/Entity Ref.: &# 77865 x &#[:l - ‘ Insert HTML Code in Transcription I
location where the first string is to be moved. That location will be automatically recorded.
Level 3 l as far as matters of religion <del>go</del> are concerned ‘[g Deleted q ) : . ;
N o o . String 11 matter String 2:  |ogical form . o . "
r I g h t_ C I I C ke d I n t h e t eXt e | d Level 2 | regarding <add>the matter of</add> religion |V Deleted X x| Close Clear Fields Keyboard Viewer Character Viewer [N Unicode URLs w
[] ” N -
8 A TEI Encodlng Cursor Palette Baseline ‘ as regards religion ‘@ Deleted 5. Use the menus below to describe the attributes pertinent to the transposition metamark(s) when applicable.
Level -2 || Deleted Metamark: Type Rend Place Type Rend Place
:I l ' S i n fu n C . O n ke S add <add>| <del> S <addSpan>| <delSpan> B <del><add> | Cursor Lavel -3 | |0 Deleted arow v || v |[leftToRight | larow || — |[rightToLeft v | L ADDING NEW CHARACTER 10 T RLERT MENU
t I i = i B i 6. Select a subcategory, or type in a
* g y ¢ Alteration tags = <SUbSt> <m°d> <SUbSt><del><add> <SUbSt'J°m> av = Example 6. CLICK this button: [ Record transposition ] then repeat the same process with other transpositions if any. 5. tseleCt af ca::go?‘/, Ol'c:Ype in a new new SI.IbC&thOI’V (gp:z;na')_yp
add (o) _Bample W el <subst place="above"> <del>as regards religion</del><add > <subst category ror the character: .
5 ° k b d h I.nad attr/val <retrace>| <unc|ear>| < > <d8m89§_2_| <d8m8993P8f\> 6. Form full tags place="above"> <del>regarding <add>the matter of</add> religion</del><add> <subst Fields 1 & 2 below show TEI tagging progress as you enter transpositions. Field 3 gives their descriptions in three ! [ |m ’ I ‘ m
l ' . Copy for pasting place="above"> <del>as far as matters of religion <del>go</del> are literal forms (lemmas before/after transposing; pragmatic description). Field 4 sh completed positions. > v v
° S I n g ey O a r S O rt C u t S ) Enter/Select Attributes  + C] Enter/Select Values b Clear all fields concerned</del><add>when it came to <subst ~ [ TErTagging | List of Tagged Pairs  Literal Descriptions = Completed Transpositions » ‘
o Cose place="above"><del>religious</del><add>theological </add> </subst> But <seg xml:id="LL1a-tr01">the third</seg> <metamark target="#LL1a-tr01" function="transposition" 0 7 ‘ Add Character to New Category in the “Insert” Menu I
° ° ° 1. [ pla(e - [ inline Fm [ Load attl’/Vﬂ' ] [: type="wavy-line"> < /metamark> <seg xmlid="LL1a-tr02">objection</seg> <metamark target="#LL1a-tr02" : \
[] Spencer's inconsistency] before deleted [as regards religion below deleted regarding sthe matter of [ins] religion below fUn(FIOHT”tranSDOS‘I‘tion" type="wavy-line"> < w‘metamarlf.:- is the reav!lv ser?ous one; in it Iigs t”he <seg
. . 2 . d deleted as far as matters of ereligion [bef del go] are concerned below inserted when it came to stheological [intl ab del xml:id="LL1a-tr03">whole </seg> <metamark target="#LL1a-tr03" function="transposition x
- lvpe v Inserte v CI it / I religious] doctrine] type="arrow"> < /metamark> <seg xml:id="LL1a-tr04">nodus of the</seg> <metamark target="#LL1a-tr04" v IHide or ShOW Submenus in the nlnsenn menu v I [ Edlt Submenus ]
ear attr/va i =
I . h ° 3 [ m I Fm ﬁ:;'::"c[o:::s"gsmo" Copy for pasting Clear fields Clear All... Close V
select text with a tagging cursor ' ‘ ”
gg g ’ 4. [ v [ Fm Close attr/val

release the mouse button, et voila.

place="inline" type="inserted"

Automatic listing and description of alterations

theﬂgomonic projection
add

the gnomoniprrojection of
av

the <add place="inline" type="inserted">gnomonic</add> projection of

add

ALSO: Complete customizability. Content of pop-up and pull-down tag
menus, colorization of tags, tag anchors, addition and deletion of TE|
tags/attributes/values, tagtips—all of it can be adapted to needs.

differences between two texts in either direction, and (2) creates a detailed listing

and report of several categories of differences.

The software can be used to compare distinct variants of an author’s text; identify

passages that have been relocated with or without internal modifications; check
proofreading corrections between different iterations of a transcription; collate

variants; compare a perfected transcription with its critically edited version; identify

emendations based on the selection or rejection of substantives.

The software accommodates all of those purposes. Identifying and classifying

textual discrepancies is indeed neutral them: the algorithms are the same. But once

the differences have been identified and precisely located, they can be listed in

ways that are adjustable to the specific aim of the comparison. Lists of alterations,

of emendations, of rejected substantives, of proofreading corrections, of errata,
adopt different formats, and it is STEP Comparator’s ambition to help build such
lists as helpfully as possible. One goal is to reduce the time it takes to build textual

apparatus lists significantly.

Preliminary visualization of differences

[ NON ) STEP Text Comparator

For a propositional term to be a subject, it must have "informed depth,” that is, it
must have real characters that can be predicated of it also “with logical truth on the
whole in a supposed state of information.” The informed depth is measured not
according to the number of "mere names" that can be attached to the subject, but to the
number of distinct properties a devotee of the pragmatic maxim could sincerely
distinguish as really belonging to the subject of the proposition. This implies the
possibility of testing comparable objects and subjecting them to an inductive inquiry.
Peirce * by enlarging the breadth of predicate terms, actually
increases the depth of subject terms—by boldly generalizing the attribution of a
character from selected objects to their collection—while hypothesis, by enlarging the
depth of subject terms, actually increases the breadth of predicate terms—by boldly
enlarging their attribution to new individuals. Both types of ampliative inferences thus
generate information.

For this to be possible, one needs to remember a crucial outcome of the argument
of Peirce’s 1867 “New List of Categories.” As he was describing the multifaceted role
played by the interpretant within the comparison process that allows a proposition to
emerge, Peirce distinguished two aspects of how the interpretant exercises its mediation.
We need to recall that for a predication to occur first, a
representational candidate (or ground, whether it be monadic, dyadic, or triadic) with a
claim that it is attachable to something (one or more subjects); second, a successful
history of having been so attached on previous occasions (the correlate); and third, a
mediating entity that compares the representational claim (the relate under supposition)
with previous occurrences (correlate) and confirms that the current claim belongs to the
same class as the other ones and that it is therefore valid. Such validation seals the
claim, the copula is allowed to exert its representative function, and the proposition gets
expressed.

The modestly mediating interpretant fulfills two distinct functions: one is to recognize

For a propositional term to be a subject, it must have “informed depth,” that is, it
must have real characters that can be attributed to it also “with logical truth on the whole
in a supposed state of information."” The informed depth is measured not according to
the number of “mere names” that can be attached to the subject, but to the number of
distinct qualities a devotee of the pragmatic maxim could distinguish as really belonging
to the subject of the proposition. This implies the possibility of testing comparable
objects and subjecting them to an inductive inquiry. Peirce SHOWS indeed thatinduction|
by enlarging the breadth of predicates, actually increases the depth of subject terms—by
boldly generalizing the attribution of a character from selected objects to their
collection—while hypothesis, by enlarging the depth of subject terms, actually increases
the breadth of predicate terms—by boldly enlarging their attribution to new individuals.
Both types of ampliative inferences thus generate information.

The mediating interpretant fulfills two distinct functions: one is to identify the potential
predicate by correlating it with formerly sealed representations, determining that the
current situation is actually akin to them, and stating that kinship to future interpretants
by blessing the copulative union of predicate and subject; and the other is to recognize
that a representational claim is being offered for continuation and validation. Couched in
terms of Peirce’s mature semiotic theory, it means that, first, the interpretant is being
determined by the sign to represent the object in the same triadic fashion that the sign
itself claims to be doing (that is, the interpretant is being determined by the sign to
determine other interpretants relative to the object); and second, the interpretant must
also represent, not merely the object of the sign, but the very relation of the sign to its
object—thus turn that relation into its own object, and offer it to another interpretant.
For this to be possible, one needs to remember a crucially important outcome of the

argument of Peirce’s 1867 “New List of Categories.” As he was describing the

warileifnrantad vala wlnind b tha intaviavarans within tha cammnnvican avacas~ lhnt bheinmme ~

LLR3 LLR4
Q ©| Compare by word span El 2] Compare and Contrast Save | Example | TextSize: _ |—
= Base Text WITH Variant Text =
Compare by sentence segments i ! Restore Remove highlights
LEFT FIELD TEXT “ RIGHT FIELD TEXT
Compare by sentences | Analysis | [: Import... Export... | Clear... Close

- that can be predicated of it also "with > that can be attributed to it also “with

- distinct properties a devotee > distinct qualities a devotee

- could sincerely distinguish as > could distinguish as

- indeed shows that induction, > shows indeed that induction,

- of predicate terms, actually > of predicates, actually

- remember a crucial outcome > remember a crucially important outcome

- process that allows a proposition to emerge, Peirce distinguished two aspects of >
process that brings a new proposition to expression, Peirce isolated two aspects of
- three elements are necessary: > three elements are needed:

Tha waandacels

- it must have real characters that can be attributed to it also “with logical truth on the
whole in a supposed state of information.” > it must have real characters that can be
predicated of it also “with logical truth on the whole in a supposed state of information.”
- but to the number of distinct qualities a devotee of the pragmatic maxim could
distinguish as really belonging to the subject of the proposition. > but to the number of
distinct properties a devotee of the pragmatic maxim could sincerely distinguish as really
belonging to the subject of the proposition.

- Peirce shows indeed that induction, by enlarging the breadth of predicates, > Peirce
indeed shows that induction, by enlarging the breadth of predicate terms,

mandintinmg intaviavatnnt « Tha vaadinsina in L N b - Thn vandinticnmn intaviavatnont S8l viiin Adicrtiner Sivinrtinme: mmn i ta idaneifis thn cwaranmeial

Fragment by fragment comparison

8 O O
LLR3

Detailed Textual Comparison and Report

“‘ 3. Display All Discrepancies Export Report... \Print Report... | Clear... | Close \ LLR4

[BC7]actually increases the breadth of predicate terms—|SG8]by boldly enlarging their
attribution to new individuals.

| 1. Show Full Sentences

y
attribution to new individuals.

[11-S5] [SG1]Both types of ampliative inferences thus generate information, [SG2]contrary
to deduction, [SG3]which is analytical.

[11-S5] [SG1]Both types of ampliative inferences thus generate information.

[12-S1] [SG1]The mediating interpretant fulfills two distinct functions: [SG2]one is to
identify the potential predicate by correlating it with formerly sealed representations,
[SG3]determining that the current situation is actually akin to them, [SG4Jand stating that
kinship to future interpretants by blessing the copulative union of predicate and subject;
[SG5]and the other is to recognize that a representational claim is being offered for
continuation and validation.

[12-S1] [SG1]For this to be possible, [SG2]one needs to remember a crucial outcome of
the argument of Peirce's 1867 "New List of Categories."

[12-S2] [SG1]As he was describing the multifaceted role played by the interpretant within

the comparison process that allows a proposition to emerge, [SG2]Peirce distinguished
twn asnerts nf how the intarnratant averricec itc madiatinn

Segment [11-S4] [SG7] (actually increases ... predicate terms—) is segment [11-54] [SG7] (actually increases ... predicate terms—) in variant text LLR4.
Segment [11-S4] [SG8] (by boldly ... new individuals.) is segment []1-S4] [SG8] (by boldly ... new individuals.) in variant text LLR4.

Segment [11-S5] [SG1] (Both types ... generate information,) is segment [71-S5] [SG1] (Both types ... generate information.) in variant text LLR4. Lmodif J
Segment [11-S5] [SG2] (contrary to deduction,) has no counterpart in variant text LLR4.

Segment [11-S5] [SG3] (which is analytical.) has no counterpart in variant text LLR4. D

Segment [92-S1] [SG1] (For this to be possible,) is segment [13-51] [SG1] (For this to be possible,) in variant text LLR4. L reloc J

Paragraph by parag

J n

. . 1

Oxygen.</add> In order that there might be no doubt about it, he then proceeded to
<subst><del>make</del><add>prepare</add></subst> Nitrogen <subst><del>in a different
way</del><add>from a chemical compound containing it,</add></subst> <subst><del>from a chemical

compound containing it,</del><add>in a somewhat different way.</add></subst> He now found a specific

- | 15

from a chemical compound containing it,] intl ab
del in a different way
in a somewhat different way.] intl ab del from a

chemical compound containing it,

" . Tl al o 1 . -y | =1 L0 - | [ | ] )

ALSO: Software works on the Mac and Windows platform. Imports raw
transcriptions in .txt, .rtf, .doc., .docx, .odt, .html, .xml. Works with OxGarage.
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subject of the proposition.

them to an inductive inquiry.

attribution to new individuals.

REPORT ABOUT PARAGRAPH RELOCATION

The one other paragraph has remained in place.

REPORT ABOUT SENTENCE RELOCATION

[11-S1] [SG1]For a propositional term to be a subject, [SG2]it must have “informed depth,”
that is, [SG3]it must have real characters that can be [HESHISSISEIS it also "with logical

truth on the whole in a supposed state of information.
[11-52] [SG1]The informed depth is measured not according to the number of “mere
names" that can be attached to the subject, [SG2]but to the number of distinct [T SHEHNEY
a devotee of the pragmatic maxim could Sincerely distinguish as really belonging to the

[11-S3] [SG1]This implies the possibility of testing comparable objects and subjecting

[11-54] [SG1]Peirce iNdEEASHOWS that induction, [SG2]by enlarging the breadth of

L [SG3]actually increases the depth of subject terms—[SG4]by boldly
generalizing the attribution of a character from selected objects to their
collection—[SGS]while hypothesis, [SG6]by enlarging the depth of subject terms,
[SG7]actually increases the breadth of predicate terms—[SG8]by boldly enlarging their

[11-S5] [SG1]Both types of ampliative inferences thus generate information.

[12-S1] [SG1]For this to be possible, [SG2]one needs to remember a [l outcome of
the argument of Peirce's 1867 "New List of Categories."
[12-52] [SG1]As he was describing the multifaceted role played by the interpretant within
the comparison process that [l a proposition to ENiBHEE, (SG2]Peirce

two aspects of how the interpretant exercises its mediation.
[12-53] [SG1]We need to recall that for a predication to occur three elements are

Paragraph 2 has become paragraph 3 in variant text INF2.
Paragraph 3 has become paragraph 2 in variant text INF2.

Sentence #1 of paragraph 2 (For this ... of Categories.”) became sentence #1 of paragraph 3 (For this ... of Categories.") in variant text INF2.

Sentence #2 of paragraph 2 (As he ... its mediation.) became sentence #2 of paragraph 3 (As he ... its mediation.) in variant text INF2.

Sentence #3 of paragraph 2 (We need ... therefore valid.) became sentence #3 of paragraph 3 (We need ... therefore valid.) in variant text INF2.

Sentence #4 of paragraph 2 (Such validation ... gets expressed.) became sentence #4 of paragraph 3 (Such validation ... gets expressed.) in variant text INF2.
Sentence #1 of paragraph 3 (The modestly ... and predicate.) became sentence #1 of paragraph 2 (The mediating ... and validation.) in variant text INF2.
Sentence #2 of paragraph 3 (Couched in ... another interpretant.) became sentence #2 of paragraph 2 (Couched in ... another interpretant.) in variant text INF2.
The S other sentences have remained in place; some may have been modified internally, and some of those listed above may have as well.

[11-S1] [SG1]For a propesitional term to be a subject, [SG2]it must have “informed depth,”
that is, [SG3]it must have real characters that can be EiNIBIESEIE it also “with logical
truth on the whole in a supposed state of information.”
[11-52] [SG1]The informed depth is measured not according to the number of “mere
names" that can be attached to the subject, [SG2]but to the number of distinct [FEIEEE a
devotee of the pragmatic maxim could distinguish as really belonging to the subject of
the proposition.
[11-S3] [SG1]This implies the possibility of testing comparable objects and subjecting
them to an inductive inquiry.
[11-54] [SG1]Peirce SHoWS'indeed that induction, [SG2]by enlarging the breadth of

i [SG3]actually increases the depth of subject terms—[SG4]by boldly
generalizing the attribution of a character from selected objects to their
collection—[SGS]while hypothesis, [SG6]by enlarging the depth of subject terms,
[SG7]actually increases the breadth of predicate terms—[SG8]by boldly enlarging their
attribution to new individuals.
[11-S5] [SG1]Both types of ampliative inferences thus generate information.
[12-S1] [SG1]The Imediating interpretant fulfills two distinct functions: [SG2 ]l is to
identify the potential predicate by correlating it with [[Sllll8ll¥ sealed representations,
[SG3]determining that the current situation is actually akin to them, [SG4)and stating that
kinship to future interpretants by blessing the copulative union of predi and subject;
[SGS) ENEMENEISEREE is to recognize that a representational claim is being offered for

and |

LIST OF ALTERATIONS (pragmatic view) — Variant text reading] base text reading
91-S1.20 propositional term) propositional term

91-S1.147 predicated of] attributed to

91-52.18 informed depth] informed depth

91-S2.161 properties] qualities

91-52.211 maxim could] before deleted sincerely

91-S4.21 shows indeed] indeed shows

91-54.93 terms,] predicates,

92-S1.18 mediating interpretant] mediating interpretant
92-51.68 crucial] crucially important

92-52.50 semiotic theory] semiotic theory

92-S2.119 allows] brings

92-52.143 emerge,] expression,

92-52.163 distinguished)] isolated

92-52.436 merely] merely, word shifted position in revision
92-S2.443 the] the word shifted position in revision
92-S3.83 necessary:] needed:

93-S1.18 The] before deleted modestly

93-S1.88 one] and the other

93-S1.159 continuation and validation.] validation and continuation;
93-S1.193 and the other] one

93-51.269 previously] formerly

93-S1.464 predicate and subject;] subject and predicate.
93-S2.128 brings a new] new added

13-52.250 (i.e.,] (that is,

93-52.437 sign’s] of the sign,

93-S3.146 ground) ground

93-S3.372 correlate) correlate
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enlarging their attribution to new individuals.

[11-S5] Both types of ampliative inferences thus generate information.

[12-S1] For this to be possible, one needs to remember a crucial outcome of the
argument of Peirce’s 1867 “New List of Categories.”

[12-S2] As he was describing the multifaceted role played by the interpretant within the
comparison process that allows a proposition to emerge, Peirce distinguished two
aspects of how the interpretant exercises its mediation.

[12-S3] We need to recall that for a predication to occur three elements are necessary:
first, a representational candidate (or ground, whether it be monadic, dyadic, or triadic)
with a claim that it is attachable to something (one or more subjects); second, a
successful history of having been so attached on previous occasions (the correlate); and
third, a mediating entity that compares the representational claim (the relate under
supposition) with previous occurrences (correlate) and confirms that the current claim
belongs to the same class as the other ones and that it is therefore valid.

[12-54] Such validation seals the claim, the copula is allowed to exert its representative
function, and the proposition gets expressed.

[13-S1] The modestly mediating interpretant fulfills two distinct functions: one is to
recognize that a representational claim is being offered for validation and continuation;
and the other is to identify the potential predicate by correlating it with previously sealed
representations, determining that the current situation is actually akin to them, and
stating that kinship to future interpretants by blessing the copulative union of subject
and predicate.

[13-5S2] Couched in terms of Peirce's mature semiotic theory, it means that, first, the
interpretant is being determined by the sign to represent the object in the same triadic

T T
validation.

[12-52) Couched in terms of Peirce’'s mature semiotic theory, it means that, first, the
interpretant is being determined by the sign to represent the object in the same triadic
fashion that the sign itself claims to be doing (that is, the interpretant is being
determined by the sign to determine other interpretants relative to the object); and
second, the interpretant must also represent, not merely the object of the sign, but the
very relation of the sign to its object—thus turn that relation into its own object, and
offer it to another interpretant.

[13-S1] For this to be possible, one needs to remember a crucially important outcome of
the argument of Peirce's 1867 "New List of Categories."

[13-S2] As he was describing the multifaceted role played by the interpretant within the
comparison process that brings a new proposition to expression, Peirce isolated two
aspects of how the interpretant exercises its mediation.

[13-53] We need to recall that for a predication to occur three elements are needed: first,
a representational candidate (or ground, whether it be monadic, dyadic, or triadic) with a
claim that it is attachable to something (one or more subjects); second, a successful
history of having been so attached on previous occasions (the correlate); and third, a
mediating entity that compares the representational claim (the relate under supposition)
with previous occurrences (correlate) and confirms that the current claim belongs to the
same class as the other ones and that it is therefore valid.

[13-S4] Such validation seals the claim, the copula is allowed to exert its representative
function, and the proposition gets expressed.

Sentence by sentence comparison
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first, a representational candidate (or ground, whether it be monadic, dyadic, or triadic)
with a claim that it is attachable to something (one or more subjects); second, a
successful history of having been so attached on previous occasions (the correlate); and
third, a mediating entity that compares the representational claim (the relate under
supposition) with previous occurrences (correlate) and confirms that the current claim
belongs to the same class as the other ones and that it is therefore valid.

[12-54] Such validation seals the claim, the copula is allowed to exert its representative
function, and the proposition gets expressed.

[13-S1] The modestly mediating interpretant fulfills two distinct functions: one is to
recognize that a representational claim is being offered for validation and continuation;
and the other is to identify the potential predicate by correlating it with previously sealed
representations, determining that the current situation is actually akin to them, and
stating that kinship to future interpretants by blessing the copulative union of subject
and predicate.

[13-S2] Couched in terms of Peirce's mature semiotic theory, it means that, first, the
interpretant is being determined by the sign to represent the object in the same triadic
fashion that the sign itself claims to be doing (i.e., the interpretant is being determined
by the sign to determine other interpretants relative to the object); and second, the
interpretant must also represent, not the sign's object merely, but the very relation of the
sign to its object—thus turn that relation into its own object, and offer it to another
interpretant.

interpretant is being determined by the sign to represent the object in the same triadic
fashion that the sign itself claims to be doing (that is, the interpretant is being
determined by the sign to determine other interpretants relative to the object); and
second, the interpretant must also represent, not merely the object of the sign, but the
very relation of the sign to its object—thus turn that relation into its own object, and
offer it to another interpretant.

[13-S1] For this to be possible, one needs to remember a crucially important outcome of
the argument of Peirce's 1867 "New List of Categories."

[13-52] As he was describing the multifaceted role played by the interpretant within the
comparison process that brings a new proposition to expression, Peirce isolated two
aspects of how the interpretant exercises its mediation.

[13-S3] We need to recall that for a predication to occur three elements are needed: first,
a representational candidate (or ground, whether it be monadic, dyadic, or triadic) with a
claim that it is attachable to something (one or more subjects); second, a successful
history of having been so attached on previous occasions (the correlate); and third, a
mediating entity that compares the representational claim (the relate under supposition)
with previous occurrences (correlate) and confirms that the current claim belongs to the
same class as the other ones and that it is therefore valid.

[13-54] Such validation seals the claim, the copula is allowed to exert its representative
function, and the proposition gets expressed.

REPORT ABOUT SENTENCE RELOCATION

Sentence #3 of paragraph 2 (We need ... therefore valid.) became sentence #3 of paragraph 3

Sentence #1 of paragraph 2 (For this ... of Categories.”) became sentence #1 of paragraph 3 (For this ... of Categories.”) in variant text LLR4.
Sentence #2 of paragraph 2 (As he ... its mediation.) became sentence #2 of paragraph 3 (As he ... its mediation.) in variant text LLR4.

Sentence #4 of paragraph 2 (Such validation ... gets expressed.) became sentence #4 of paragraph 3 (Such validation ... gets expressed.) in variant text LLR4.
Sentence #1 of paragraph 3 (The modestly ... and predicate.) became sentence #1 of paragraph 2 (The mediating ... and validation.) in variant text LLR4.
Sentence #2 of paragraph 3 (Couched in ... another interpretant.) became sentence #2 of paragraph 2 (Couched in ... another interpretant.) in variant text LLR4.

(We need ... therefore valid.) in variant text LLR4.
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'H|3-Sl ISGT[For this to be possible, [SGZJone needs to remember a crucially important
outcome of the argument of Peirce's 1867 "New List of Categories."

[12-52] [SG1]As he was describing the multifaceted role played by the interpretant within
the comparison process that a proposition to BIBEEE, (SC2)Peirce distinguished
two aspects of how the interpretant exercises its mediation.

(13-52] [SG1]As he was describing the multifaceted role played by the interpretant within
the comparison process that a new proposition to BRI, (SG2)Peirce isolated
two aspects of how the interpretant exercises its mediation.

[12-S3] [SG1]We need to recall that for a predication to occur three elements are
necessary: [SG2]first, [SG3)a representational candidate [SG4](or ground, whether it be
monadic, dyadic, or triadic)[SG5] with a claim that it is attachable to something [SG6](one

[13-S3] [SG1]We need to recall that for a predication to occur three elements are needed:
[SG2]first, [SG3]a representational candidate [SG4](or ground, whether it be monadic,
dyadic, or triadic)[SGS5] with a claim that it is attachable to something [SG6](one or more

reloc

Segment [2-S1] [SG2] (one needs ... of Categories.") is segment [13-S1] [SG2] (one needs ... of Categories.”) in variant text LLR4. ‘WlEls
Segment [12-S2] [SG1] (As he ... to emerge,) is segment [13-52] [SG1] (As he ... to expression,) in variant text LLR4. Lmodif X reloc 2
Segment []2-52] [SG2] (Peirce distinguished ... its mediation.) is segment [13-S2] [SG2] (Peirce isolated ... its mediation.) in variant text LLR4. Cli» <>
Segment []2-S3] [SG1] (We need ... are necessary:) is segment [13-S3] [SG1] (We need ... are needed:) in variant text LLR4. Lmodif X reloc

Comprehensive report of six classes of variations

REPORT ABOUT SENTENCE SEGMENT RELOCATION

Segment [1-S1] [SG1] (For a ... a subject,) is segment [J1-S1] [SG1] (For a ... a subject,) in variant text LLR4.

Segment [11-S1] [SG2] (it must have “informed depth,”) is segment [1-S1] [SG2] (it must have “informed depth,”) in variant text LLR4.
Segment [71-S1] [SG3] (that is,) is segment [§1-S1] [SG3] (that is,) in variant text LLR4.

Segment [11-S1] [SG4] (it must ... of information.”) is segment [11-S1] [SG4] (it must ... of information.”) in variant text LLR4. L modif

Segment [11-S5] [SG2] (contrary to deduction,) has no counterpart in variant text LLR4. D

Segment [§1-S5] [SG3] (which is analytical.) has no counterpart in variant text LLR4. L missing J

Segment [92-S1] [SG1] (For this to be possible,) is segment [13-S1) [SG1] (For this to be possible,) in variant text LLR4. L reloc

Segment [12-S1] [SG2] (one needs ... of Categories.”) is segment [13-S1] [SG2] (one needs ... of Categories.”) in variant text LLR4. Lmodif X reloc 4
Segment [92-S2] [SG1] (As he ... to emerge,) is segment [13-52] [SG1] (As he ... to expression,) in variant text LLR4. Lmodif X reloc J

WORD REPLACEMENTS BETWEEN BASE AND VARIANT TEXTS (red color)

<app from="LLR3 []1-S1] [SG4] 152" to="164"><lem>predicated of</lem>] attributed to {in "LLR4 [J1-S1] [SG4] 152" to="164"}</app>
<app from="LLR3 []1-52] [SG2] 161" to="170"><lem>properties</lem>] qualities {in "LLR4 []1-52] [SG2] 161" to="169"}</app>

<app from="LLR3 []1-54] [SG2] 83" to="98"><lem>predicate terms,</lem>] predicates, {in "LLR4 []1-5S4] [SG2] 83" to="93"}</app>
<app from="LLR3 [12-S1] [SG2] 68" to="74"><lem>crucial</lem>] crucially important {in "LLR4 [13-S1] [SG2] 68" to="86"}</app>
<app from="LLR3 [12-52] [SG1] 119" to="124"><lem>allows</lem>] brings {in "LLR4 [13-S2] [SG1] 119" to="124"}</app>

WORDS WITH VARIANT TYPEFACE (cyan color)

<app from="INF2 [11-S1] [SG1] 20" to="37"><lem>propositional term</lem>] {changed to italic compared to "INF1 [§1-S1] [SG1] 20" to="37"}</app>
<app from="INF2 [11-52] [SG1] 18" to="31"><lem>informed depth</lem>] {changed to bold compared to "INF1 []1-52] [SG1] 18" to="31"}</app>

<app from="INF2 [12-S1] [SG1] 18" to="39"><lem>mediating interpretant</lem>] {changed to italic compared to “INF1 [13-S1] [SG1] 27" to="48"}</app>
<app from="INF2 [12-52] [SG1] 50" to="64"><lem>semiotic theory</lem>] {changed to underline compared to “INF1 [13-S2] [SG1] 50" to="64"}</app>
<app from="INF2 [13-S3] [SG4] 146" to="151"><lem>ground</lem>] {changed to italic compared to “INF1 [12-S3] [SG4] 149" to="154"}</app>

<app from="INF2 [13-S3] [SG8] 372" to="380"><lem>correlate</lem>] {changed to italic compared to “INF1 [2-S3] [SG8] 375" t0o="383"}</app>

ADJACENT WORDS THAT WERE TRANSPOSED BETWEEN BASE AND VARIANT TEXTS (green color)
<app from="LLR3 [11-54] [SG1] 21" to="32"><lem>indeed shows</lem>] shows indeed {in "LLR4 [11-5S4] [SG1] 21" to="32"}</app>

WORDS THAT SWITCHED PLACES BETWEEN BASE AND VARIANT TEXTS (orange color)
<app from="LLR3 []3-S1] [SG2] 159" to="186"><lem>validation | continuation;</lem>] continuation | validation. {in “LLR4 [2-S1] [SGS] 447" to="474"}</app>
<app from="LLR3 [13-51] [SGS5] 464" to="485"><lem>subject | predicate.</lem>] predicate | subject; {in "LLR4 [J2-S1] [SG4] 338" to="359"}</app>

EXTRA WORDS IN EITHER TEXT (brass color)

<app from="LLR3 [11-55] [SG2] 82" to="103"><lem>information, contrary</lem>] {before added} contrary to deduction,</app>
<app from="LLR3 []1-S5] [SG3] 110" to="129"><lem>deduction, which</lem>] {before added} which is analytical.</app>

<app from="LLR3 [13-S1] [SG1] 18" to="25"><lem>The</lem>] {before added} modestly</app>

<app from="LLR3 [11-52] [SG2] 211" to="219"><lem>maxim could</lem>] {before added} sincerely</app>

<app from="LLR4 [13-52] [SG1] 128" to="130"><lem>brings a</lem>] {before added} new</app>




