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In formal systems axioms and inference rules are essentially interchangeable.  In actual practice it matters a lot whether doctrines or concepts are represented by (even approximate) explicit statements or instead by acquired inferential or methodological skills.  When concepts or doctrines within a discipline represent only approximately, it’s part of professional competence to be able to discern when such approximative conceptual resources are appropriately applicable.  Call resources transparent to the extent that practitioners who have mastered those resources within their discipline are thereby in a position to critically evaluate the conditions under which their application is justified.  In general, resources represented by verbal formulations (even inexact ones) exhibit a higher level of transparency than those represented by acquired inferential or methodological skills.

In extreme cases of malignant conceptual competence acquired inferential practices which are constitutive of conceptual/linguistic competence within a discipline course lead (nontransparently) to serious cognitive errors, so that such conceptual competence undermines rather than contributes to an accurate understanding of the relevant subject(s).  Two cases within professional philosophy are examined: applications of underdetermination arguments in the empiricist tradition and the deployment of sociobiological arguments in ethics and epistemology.
