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Prositiows Too Out There

2 questions that prove rhetorically
effective where a valid conspiracy
theory faces ridicule:

The skeptic scorns: ‘the character of
the claim is absurd’, but ( say ‘well...
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...and if so...
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| venture this is the case - being
faithful to the essential logical nature
of the concept - in alignment with its
use.

The literal sense of ‘right’ is ‘correct

It has a blasé customary usage in
ethics.



‘Incorrect’ does not readily translate
over to ethics (leaving aside social
conventions), but ‘wrong’ lays claim
to a moral status with a kind of
deontological assuredness.

A verdict of ‘wrong/, if meaningfully
purported, is not open to inquiry/
investigation.

Or, if you believe in ‘the right thing’ -
everything else is wrong.

‘The wrong thing to do’ could
appropriately be applied - if there
were just two options and one of
them was clearly the better option,
but this is not really moral freedom is

wrong.
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THE KEY CONCE
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