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note that in lived experience, these stages are not always dis-
crete and chronologically isolated. Indeed, the structure of Ei-
ther/Or itself gestures to the possibility that the human subject
is probably always caught up somewhere between these two
dialectical stages, moving now in one direction and now in the
other. And if Victor Eremita is right that the papers of A and
B are “the work of one man” who has “lived through both
kinds of experience” or has “deliberated on both,” then these
two existential movements tell the story of a single human self,
and they thus have both existed or coexist within that self. Re-
jection of actuality is the condition of the reconciliation which
B outlines, but this latter movement cannot be dogmatically
secured against the former. Reconciliation with finitude re-
mains vulnerable, porously open to the possibility of rejection,
and Wilhelm’s confident voice remains haunted by A’s Di-
apsalmata that one could write like marginal notes along the
edges of B’s most triumphant turns of phrase. And perhaps,
hidden from the reader’s view, they are implicitly and invisi-
bly scribbled there, whether scribbled by A or B it doesn’t
much matter. After all, they are probably one and the same.

33 Ibid., 36.
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