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of this system is an entailment mesh in the form of Figure 4 in the with T = i,
P=Iland Q = m.

Diagram 2 shows the possibility that B derives Tz from Rz and 55 (with static
inscription, again, as in Figure 4).

Diagram 4 shows an agreement, over the understanding of 7, by A and B. The
commonly shared part of T, and Tz 1§ T*. As a result of agreement A may derive
a concept for T, from P, and Q, orffrom R,* and S,*; B may derive a concept
for Tz from Rg and Sp or from Pg* and Op*.

The event depicted in Diagram 3 (leading from Diagrams | and 2 to Diagram
4} is procedure shanng between participants who are regarded. with equal sig-
nificance, as a priort asychronous or a priori independent; that 1s, they become
locally synchronized or locally dependent because of procedure sharing that is
manifest as an L agreement (Figure 5). When this event is observed in the me-

DIAGRAM 3. L agreement over common understanding of topic T. A derives T -

from P and Q. Participant B derives T from R and S. An agreement may be
complete or partial depending upon the isomorphic part.
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DIAGRAM 4. Given that T is learned by one participant (for consistency, par-

ticipant A) who derives a concept of topic T from conggts for topic P and t{
R and §, the stable concept is an organizationally clo n

system of productio

that take place in one participant.
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306 Part II. Conversation

talanguage L* it has the form of an L* metaphor designating an L* analogy re-
lation. This analogy is veridically subsistent true (or false) with respect to both
A and B. The distinction on which it hinges, Dist(4,B), is introduced by an ob-
server who is anxious to make objective (it-referenced) statements about con-
versations as units.
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