EXPERIENCE AND
OBJECTIVE THOUGHT

The problem of the body

Our perception ends in objects, and the object once constituted,
appears as the reason for all the experiences of it which we have had
or could have. For example, I see the next-door house from a certain
angle, but it would be seen differently from the right bank of the
Seine, or from the inside, or again from an aeroplane: the house itself
is none of these appearances: it is, as Leibnitz said, the geometrized
projection of these perspectives and of all possible perspectives, that
is, the perspectiveless position from which all can be derived, the
house seen from nowhere. But what do these words mean? Is not to
see always to see from somewhere? To say that the house itself is seen
from nowhere is surely to say that it is invisible! Yet when I say that I
see the house with my own eyes, I am saying something that cannot
be challenged; I do not mean that my retina and crystalline lens, my
eyes as material organs, go into action and cause me to see it; with
only myself to consult, I can know nothing about this. I am trying to
express in this way a certain manner of approaching the object,
the ‘gaze’ in short, which is as indubitable as my own thought, as
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directly known by me. We must try to understand how vision can be
brought into being from somewhere without being enclosed in j
perspective.

To see an object is either to have it on the fringe of the visual fielg
and be able to concentrate on it, or else respond to this summons by
actually concentrating upon it. When I do concentrate my eyes on it, |
become anchored in it, but this coming to rest of the gaze is merely 5
modality of its movement: I continue inside one object the exploration
which earlier hovered over them all, and in one movement I close up
the landscape and open the object. The two operations do not fortuit-
ously coincide: it is not the contingent aspects of my bodily make-up,
for example the retinal structure, which force me to see my surround-
ings vaguely if I want to see the object clearly. Even if I knew nothing of
rods and cones, I should realize that it is necessary to put the surround-
ings in abeyance the better to see the object, and to lose in background
what one gains in focal figure, because to look at the object is to plunge
oneself into it, and because objects form a system in which one cannot
show itself without concealing others. More precisely, the inner hori-
zon of an object cannot become an object without the surrounding
objects’ becoming a horizon, and so vision is an act with two facets.
For I do not identify the detailed object which I now have with that
over which my gaze ran a few minutes ago, by expressly comparing
these details with a memory of my first general view. When, in a film,
the camera is trained on an object and moves nearer to it to give a
close-up view, we can remember that we are being shown the ash tray or
an actor’s hand, we do not actually identify it. This is because the
screen has no horizons. In normal vision, on the other hand, I direct
my gaze upon a sector of the landscape, which comes to life and is
disclosed, while the other objects recede into the periphery and
become dormant, while, however, not ceasing to be there. Now, with
them, I have at my disposal their horizons, in which there is implied, as
a marginal view, the object on which my eyes at present fall. The
horizon, then, is what guarantees the identity of the object throughout
the exploration; it is the correlative of the impending power which my
gaze retains over the objects which it has just surveyed, and which it
already has over the fresh details which it is about to discover. No
distinct memory and no explicit conjecture could fill this role: they
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would give only a EogEm &\Erw&m. whereas my perception @wmmm.:a
f as actual. The object-horizon structure, or the wﬁmwmnw:\w.
le to me when I want to see the object: for just as it is
00 O i istinguished f h other, it is
(he means whereby objects are &.Gamem - Iom e 0 €r,
Jlso the means whereby they are disclosed. To see is to enter m. E.:<me
of beings which display themselves, and they would not do this if they
could not be hidden behind each other or behind B.m. H.u other words:
10 look at an object is to inhabit it, and from this rmgazg to grasp all
things in terms of the aspect which they present to it. But in so far as I
see those things too, they remain abodes OMm: to my NWNP and, being
woﬁmbm&? lodged in them, I already perceive mwoq.ﬂ vazious wsmwmm the
central object of my present vision. Thus every object is %m.BEQ of
all others. When I look at the lamp on my table, I attribute to it not O.E<
the qualities visible from where I am, but also those éﬁnr Hrm. chim-
ney, the walls, the table can ‘see’; but back of my lamp is nothing ,g:
the face which it ‘shows’ to the chimney. I can therefore see an object
in so far as objects form a system or a world, and in so far as each one
treats the others round it as spectators of its hidden aspects and as
guarantee of the permanence of those aspects. Any seeing wm an .oE.mQ
by me is instantaneously reiterated among all those objects in Hr.m
world which are apprehended as co-existent, because each of them is
all that the others ‘see’ of it. Our previous formula must therefore be
modified; the house itself is not the house seen from nowhere, but the
house seen from everywhere. The completed object is translucent,
being shot through from all sides by an infinite number of present
scrutinies which intersect in its depths leaving nothing hidden.

What we have just said about the spatial perspective could equally be
said about the temporal. If T contemplate the house attentively and with
no thought in my mind, it has something eternal about it, and an
atmosphere of astonishment seems to be generated by it. It is true that I
see it from a certain point in my ‘duration’, but it is the same house
that T saw yesterday when it was a day younger: it is the same house
that either an old man or a child might behold. It is true, moreover, that
age and change affect it, but even if it should collapse tomorrow, it will
remain for ever true that it existed today: each moment of time calls all
the others to witness; it shows by its advent ‘how things were meant
to turn out’ and ‘how it will all finish’; each present permanently

:m&
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underpins a point of time which calls for recognition from all the
others, so that the object is seen at all times as it is seen from al]
directions and by the same means, namely the structure imposed by a
horizon. The present still holds on to the immediate past without
positing it as an object, and since the immediate past similarly holds its
immediate predecessor, past time is wholly collected up and grasped in
the present. The same is true of the imminent future which will also
have its horizon of imminence. But with my immediate past I have also
the horizon of futurity which surrounded it, and thus I have my actual
present seen as the future of that past. With the imminent future, I have
the horizon of past which will surround it, and therefore my actual
present as the past of that future. Thus, through the double horizon of
retention and protention, my present may cease to be a factual present
quickly carried away and abolished by the flow of duration, and
become a fixed and identifiable point in objective time.

But, once more, my human gaze never posits more than one facet of
the object, even though by means of horizons it is directed towards all
the others. It can never come up against previous appearances or those
presented to other people otherwise than through the intermediary of
time and language. If I conceive in the image of my own gaze those
others which, converging from all directions, explore every corner of
the house and define it, I have still only a harmonious and indefinite set
of views of the object, but not the object in its plenitude. In the same
way, although my present draws into itself time past and time to come,
it possesses them only in intention, and even if, for example, the con-
sciousness of my past which I now have seems to me to cover exactly
the past as it was, the past which I claim to recapture is not the real past,
but my past as I now see it, perhaps after altering it. Similarly in the
future I may have a mistaken idea about the present which I now
experience. Thus the synthesis of horizons is no more than a presump-
tive synthesis, operating with certainty and precision only in the
immediate vicinity of the object. The remoter surrounding is no longer
within my grasp; it is no longer composed of still discernible objects or
memories; it is an anonymous horizon now incapable of bringing any
precise testimony, and leaving the object as incomplete and open as it
is indeed, in perceptual experience. Through this opening, indeed, the
substantiality of the object slips away. If it is to reach perfect density, in
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other words if there is to be an absolute object, it will have to consist of
,n infinite number of different perspectives compressed into a strict
co-existence, and to be presented as it were to a host of eyes all engaged
in one concerted act of seeing. The house has its water pipes, its floor,
perhaps its cracks which are insidiously spreading in the thickness of
its ceilings. We never see them, but it has them along with its chimneys
and windows which we can see. We shall forget our present perception
of the house: every time we are able to compare our memories with the
objects to which they refer, we are surprised, even allowing for other
sources of error, at the changes which they owe to their own duration.
But we still believe that there is a truth about the past; we base our
memory on the world’s vast Memory, in which the house has its place
as it really was on that day, and which guarantees its being at this
moment. Taken in itself—and as an object it demands to be taken
thus—the object has nothing cryptic about it; it is completely displayed
and its parts co-exist while our gaze runs from one to another, its
present does not cancel its past, nor will its future cancel its present.
The positing of the object therefore makes us go beyond the limits of
our actual experience which is brought up against and halted by an
alien being, with the result that finally -experience believes that it
extracts all its own teaching from the object. It is this ek-stase* of
experience which causes all perception to be perception of something.

Obsessed with being, and forgetful of the perspectivism of my
experience, I henceforth treat it as an object and deduce it from a
relationship between objects. I regard my body, which is my point of
view upon the world, as one of the objects of that world.- My recent
awareness of my gaze as a means of knowledge I now repress, and treat
my eyes as bits of matter. They then take their place in the same object-
ive space in which I am trying to situate the external object and I
believe that I am producing the perceived perspective by the projection
of the objects on my retina. In the same way I treat my own perceptual
history as a result of my relationships with the objective world; my
present, which is my point of view on time, becomes one moment of

* Active transcendence of the subject in relation to the world. The author uses either the
French word extase, or Heidegger's form ek-stase. The latter is the one used throughout this

translation (Translator’s note).
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time among all the others, my duration a reflection or abstract aspect of
universal time, as my body is a mode of objective space. In the same
way, finally, if the objects which surround the house or which are
found in it remained what they are in perceptual experience, that is,
acts of seeing conditioned by a certain perspective, the house woulq
not be posited as an autonomous being. Thus the positing of one single
object, in the full sense, demands the compositive bringing into being
of all these experiences in one act of manifold creation. Therein it
exceeds perceptual experience and the synthesis of horizons—as the
notion of a universe, that is to say, a completed and explicit totality, in
which the relationships are those of reciprocal determination, exceeds
that of a world, or an open and indefinite multiplicity of relationships
which are of reciprocal implication.! I detach myself from my experi-
ence and pass to the idea. Like the object, the idea purports to be the
same for everybody, valid in all times and places, and the individuation
of an object in an objective point of time and space finally appears as
the expression of a universal positing power.” I am no longer con-
cerned with my body, nor with time, nor with the world, as I experi-
ence them in antepredicative knowledge, in the inner communion that
I have with them. I now refer to my body only as an idea, to the
universe as idea, to the idea of space and the idea of time. Thus ‘object-
ive’ thought (in Kierkegaard’s sense) is formed—being that of com-
mon sense and of science—which finally causes us to lose contact with
perceptual experience, of which it is nevertheless the outcome and the
natural sequel. The whole life of consciousness is characterized by the
tendency to posit objects, since it is consciousness, that is to say self-
knowledge, only in so far as it takes hold of itself and draws itself
together in an identifiable object. And yet the absolute positing of a
single object is the death of consciousness, since it congeals the whole
of existence, as a crystal placed in a solution suddenly crystallizes it.
We cannot remain in this dilemma of having to fail to understand
either the subject or the object. We must discover the origin of the
object at the very centre of our experience; we must describe the

' Husserl, Umsturz der kopernikanischen Lehre: die Erde als Ur-Arche bewegt sich nicht (unpublished).
* ‘Tunderstand by the sole power of judging, which resides in my mind, what I thought I
saw with my eyes.” 2nd Meditation, AT, IX, p. 25.
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ergence of being and we must understand how, paradoxically, there
; us an in-itself. In order not to prejudge the issue, e shall ﬁwwm
ive thought on its own terms and not ask it any questions /.i:o,r
not ask itself. If we are led to rediscover experience v&:ﬂ@ it,

. chift of ground will be attributable only to the difficulties /.idnb
%H.m ive thought itself raises. Let us consider it then at work in the
o_amn.ﬁwsaos of our body as object, since this is a crucial moment in the
nocmwm of the objective world. It will be seen that one’s own body
mmanm even within science itself, the treatment to which it is intended
wwmﬁvwmnﬁ it. And since the genesis of the objective Uo&.\ is ODQ a
moment in the constitution of the object, the vo&: by .éyﬁraﬁmzﬁum
from the objective world, will carry with it the intentional Swm.w&m
linking it to its surrounding and finally reveal to us the perceiving

subject as the perceived world.
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THE BODY AS OBJECT AND
MECHANISTIC PHYSIOLOGY

The definition of the object is, as we have seen, that it exists partes extra
partes, and that consequently it acknowledges between its parts, or
between itself and other objects only external and mechanical relation-
ships, whether in the narrow sense of motion received and transmitted
or in the wider sense of the relation of function to variable. Where :.
was desired to insert the organism in the universe of objects and
thereby close off that universe, it was necessary to translate the func-
tioning of the body into the language of in-itself and discover.
beneath behaviour, the linear dependence of stimulus and wonﬂuﬁom
receptor and Empfinder.' It was of course realized that in the circuit OW
behaviour new particular forms emerge, and the theory of specific
nervous energy, for example, certainly endowed the organism with the
power of transforming the physical world. But in fact it attributed to
the nervous systems the occult power of creating the different struc-
tures of our experience, and whereas sight, touch and hearing are so
many ways of gaining access to the object, these structures found
themselves transformed into compact qualities derived from the local
distinction between the organs used. Thus the relationship between

' Cf. La Structure du Comportement, Chap. I and II.
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stimulus and perception could remain clear and objective, and the
psycho-physical event was of the same kind as the causal relations
obtaining ‘in the world’. Modern physiology no longer has recourse to
these pretences. It no longer links the different qualities of one and the
same sense, and the data of different senses, to distinct material
instruments. In reality injuries to centres and even to conductors are
not translated into the loss of certain qualities of sensation or of certain
sensory data, but into loss of differentiation in the function. We have
already discussed this: wherever the seat of the injury in the sensory
routes and whatever its origin, one observes, for example, a decay of
sensitivity to colour; at the beginning, all colours are affected, their
basic shade remaining the same, but their saturation decreasing; then
the spectrum is simplified and reduced to four colours: yellow, green,
blue, crimson, and indeed all short-wave colours tend towards a kind
of blue, all long-wave colours towards a kind of yellow, vision being
Jiable, moreover, to vary from moment to moment, according to
degree of fatigue. Finally a monochrome stage in grey is reached,
although favourable conditions (contrast, long exposure) may
momentarily bring back dichromic sight.” The progress of the lesion in
the nervous tissue does not, therefore, destroy, one after another,
ready-made sensory contents, but makes the active differentiation of
stimuli, which appears to be the essential function of the nervous
system, increasingly unreliable. In the same way, in the case of non-
cortical injury to the sense of touch, if certain contents (temperatures)
are more easily destroyed and are the first to disappear, this is not
because a determinate region, lost to the patient, enables us to feel heat
and cold, since the specific sensation will be restored if a sufficiently
extensive stimulus is applied;’ it is rather that the sensation succeeds in
taking its typical form only under a more energetic stimulus. Central
lesions seem to leave qualities intact; on the other hand they modify the
spatial organization of data and the perception of objects. This is what
had led to the belief in specialized gnosic centres for the localization
and interpretation of qualities. In fact, modern research shows that
central lesions have the effect in most cases of raising the chronaxies,

*J. Stein, Pathologie der Wahrnehmung, p. 365.
¥ Ibid., p. 358.
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o8 ‘conceive’ a certain form of excitation.® The ‘psychophysical event’
& therefore no longer of the type of ‘worldly’ causality, the brain
pecomes the seat of a process of ‘patterning’ which intervenes even
pefore the cortical stage, and which, from the moment the nervous
gystem comes into play, confuses the relations of stimulus to organism.
The excitation is seized and reorganized by transversal functions which
make it resemble the perception which it is about to arouse. I cannot
envisage this form which is traced out in the nervous system, this
exhibiting of a structure, as a set of processes in the third person, as the
rransmission of movement or as the determination of one variable by
another. I cannot gain a removed knowledge of it. In so far as I guess
what it may be, it is by abandoning the body as an object, partes extra
partes, and by going back to the body which I experience at this
moment, in the manner, for example, in which my hand moves round
the object it touches, anticipating the stimuli and itself tracing out the
form which T am about to perceive. I cannot understand the function of
the living body except by enacting it myself, and except in so far as T am
a body which rises towards the world.

Thus exteroceptivity demands that stimuli be given a shape; the
consciousness of the body invades the body, the soul spreads over all its
parts, and behaviour overspills its central sector. But one might reply
that this ‘bodily experience’ is itself a ‘representation’, a ‘psychic fact’,
and that as such it is at the end of a chain of physical and physiological
events which alone can be ascribed to the ‘real body’. Is not my body,
exactly as are external bodies, an object which acts on receptors and
finally gives rise to the consciousness of the body? Is there not an
‘interoceptivity’ just as there is an ‘exteroceptivity’? Cannot I find in
the body message-wires sent by the internal organs to the brain, which
are installed by nature to provide the soul with the opportunity of

feeling its body? Consciousness of the body, and the soul, are thus
repressed. The body becomes the highly polished machine which the
ambiguous notion of behaviour nearly made us forget. For example, if,
in the case of a man who has lost a leg, a stimulus is applied, instead of
to the teg, to the path from the stump to the brain, the subject will feel

* ‘Die Sinne . . . die Form eben durch urspriingliches Formbegreifen zu erkennen geben.’

Ibid., p. 353.
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a phantom leg, because the soul is immediately linked to the brain and
to it alone.

What has modern physiology to say about this? Anaesthesia with
cocaine does not do away with the phantom limb, and there are cases
of phantom limbs without amputation as a result of brain injury.’
Finally the imaginary limb is often found to retain the position in
which the real arm was at the moment of injury: a man wounded in
battle can still feel in his phantom arm the shell splinters that lacerated
his real one.' Is it then necessary to abandon the ‘peripheral theory” in
favour of a ‘central theory’? But a central theory would get us no
further if it added no more to the peripheral conditions of the imagin-
ary limb than cerebral symptoms. For a collection of cerebral symp-
toms could not represent the relationships in consciousness which
enter into the phenomenon. It depends indeed on ‘psychic’ determin-
ants. An emotion, a circumstance which recalls those in which the
wound was received, creates a phantom limb in subjects who had
none.'" It happens that the imaginary arm is enormous after the oper-
ation, but that it subsequently shrinks and is absorbed into the stump
‘as the patient consents to accept his mutilation’."” The phenomenon of
the phantom limb is here elucidated by that of anosognosia,* which
clearly demands a psychological explanation. Subjects who systematic-
ally ignore their paralysed right hand, and hold out their left hand
when asked for their right, refer to their paralysed arm as ‘a long, cold
snake’, which rules out any hypothesis of real anaesthesia and suggests
one in terms of the refusal to recognize their deficiency.'® Must we
then conclude that the phantom limb is a memory, a volition or a
belief, and, failing any physiological explanation, must we provide a
psychological explanation for it? But no psychological explanation can

* Failure or refusal on the patient’s part to recognize the existence of a disease or
disability (Translator’s note).

2 Lhermitte, L’Image de notre Corps, p. 47.

9 1bid., pp- 129 and ff.

"'Ibid., p. 57.

"2 Ibid., p- 73.]J. Lhermitte points out that the illusion of the limbless bears a relationship

to the patient’s psychological make-up: it is more frequent among educated people.
" Lhermite, L’Image de notre Corps, pp. 129 and ff.
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overlook the fact that the severance of the nerves to the brain abolishes
the phantom limb."* . . N
What has to be understood, then, is how the psychic &mﬁowaﬁgbm
fyctors and the physiological conditions gear into mmow oﬁwm.ﬁ it is E.z
clear how the imaginary limb, if dependent on mE\m.HoHomEm._ condi-
tions and therefore the result of a third person nmﬂm&:vﬁ.nws in ES.%Q
context arise out of the personal history of the patient, his memories,
emotions and volitions. For in order that the two sets of conditions
might together bring about the wwgoamwo? i 2,@ noawwoﬂwgm
pring about a resultant, they would need an identical point o MEU EMM
tion or a common ground, and it is difficult to mwm what maoEH. now .
be common to ‘physiological facts’ which are in space wwa psychic
facts’ which are nowhere: or even to objective processes Emm nervous
influxes which belong to the realm of the in-itself, and Sm:c:oa m.cmw as
acceptance and refusal, awareness of the past, and Qdoco?. whic W.M:M
of the order of the for-itself. A hybrid theory of the phantom :BU.é ic
found a place for both sets of conditions" may, then, be valid as a
statement of the known facts; but it is fundamentally o._umnsam. The
phantom limb is not the mere outcome of objective n.mﬁmmra: no more
is it a cogitatio. It could be a mixture of the two OE.V\ Hm.ém omcE mca a
means of linking the ‘psychic’ and the ‘physiological’, the ‘for-itself
and the ‘in-itself’, to each other to form an articulate whole, and to
contrive some meeting-point for them: if the third person processes
and the personal acts could be integrated into a oOBBOd.Ba&m term.
In order to describe the belief in the wrmdﬁonw raa.:u m.B& the
unwillingness to accept mutilation, SESHW speak of a aﬁﬁbm into the
unconscious’ or ‘an organic repression’.® These cd‘nmzmm;:. terms
force us to form the idea of an organic thought through %gnv the
relation of the ‘psychic’ to the ‘physiological’ vmnogwm conceivable. We
have already met elsewhere, in the case of msvmﬁ.:cﬁubm. wrwboam:w
which lie outside the alternatives of psychic and physiological, of final

" Ibid., pp. 129 and fF. o - .
'* The phantom limb lends itself neither to a purely physiological explanation, no
purely psychological one. Such is the conclusion of J. Lhermitte, L'Image de notre Corps,
. 126. A . .
W Schilder, Das Korperschema; Menninger-Lerchenthal, Das Truggebilde der eigenen Gestalt, p. 174:

Lhermitte, L'Image de notre Corps, p. 143.
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and mechanistic causes.!” When the insect, in the performance of an
instinctive act, substitutes a sound leg for one cut off, it is not, as we
saw, that a stand-by device, set up in advance, is automatically put into
operation and substituted for the circuit which is out of action. But
neither is it the case that the creature is aware of an aim to be achieved,
using its limbs as various means, for in that case the substitution ought
to occur every time the act is prevented, and we know that it does not
occur if the leg is merely tied. The insect simply continues to belong to
the same world and moves in it with all its powers. The tied limb is not
replaced by the free one, because it continues to count in the insect’s
scheme of things, and because the current of activity which flows
towards the world still passes through it. There is in this instance no
more choice than in the case of a drop of oil which uses all its strength
to solve in practical terms the maximum and minimum problem
which confronts it. The difference is simply that the drop of oil adapts
itself to given external forces, while the insect itself projects the norms
of its environment and itself lays down the terms of its vital problem;"®
but here it is a question of an a priori of the species and not a personal
choice. Thus what is found behind the phenomenon of substitution is
the impulse of being-in-the-world, and it is now time to put this
notion into more precise terms. When we say that an animal exists, that
it has a world, or that it belongs to a world, we do not mean that it has a
perception or objective consciousness of that world. The situation
which unleashes instinctive operations is not entirely articulate and
determinate, its total meaning is not possessed, as is adequately shown
by the mistakes and the blindness of instinct. It presents only a practical
significance; it asks for only bodily recognition; it is experienced as an
‘open’ situation, and ‘requires’ the animal’s movements, just as the first
notes of a melody require a certain kind of resolution, without its
being known in itself, and it is precisely what allows the limbs to be
substituted for each other, and to be of equal value before the self-
evident demands of the task. In so far as it anchors the subject to a
certain ‘environment’, is ‘being-in-the-world’ something like ‘atten-
tion to life’ in Bergson or ‘the function of the real’ in P Janet? Attention

7 Cf. La Structure du Comportement, pp. 47 and ff.
"* Ibid., pp. 196 and ff.
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to life is the awareness we experience of ‘nascent movements’ in our
podies. Now reflex movements, whether adumbrated or executed, are
still only objective processes whose course and results consciousness
can observe, but in which it is not involved.” In fact the reflexes
themselves are never blind processes: they adjust themselves to a ‘direc-
gion’ of the situation, and express our orientation towards a
‘behavioural setting’ just as much as the action of the ‘geographical
setting” upon us. They trace out from a distance the structure of the
object without waiting for its point by point stimulation. It is this
global presence of the situation which gives a meaning to the partial
stimuli and causes them to acquire importance, value or existence for
the organism. The reflex does not arise from objective stimuli, but

1 When Bergson stresses the unity of perception and action and invents, for its expres-
sion, the term ‘sensory-motor process’, he is clearly seeking to involve consciousness in
the world. But if feeling is representing a quality to oneself, and if movement is changing
one’s position in the objective world, then between sensation and movement, even taken
in their nascent state, no compromise is possible, and they are distinct from each other as are
the for-itself and the in-itself. Generally speaking, Bergson saw that the body and the mind
communicate with each other through the medium of time, that to be a mind is to stand
above time’s flow and that to have a body is to have a present. The body, he says, is an
instantaneous section made in the becoming of consciousness (Matiére et Mémoire, p. 150).
But the body remains for him what we have called the objective body; consciousness
remains knowledge; time remains a successive ‘now’, whether it ‘snowballs upon itself’
or is spread in spatialized time. Bergson can therefore only compress or expand the series
of ‘present moments’; he never reaches the unique movement whereby the three dimen-
sions of time are constituted, and one cannot see why duration is squeezed into a
present, or why consciousness becomes involved in a body and a world.

As for the ‘function of the real’, P Janet uses it as an existential notion: This is what
enables him to sketch out a profound theory of emotion as the collapse of our customary
being, and a flight from our world. (Cf. for example the interpretation of the fit of
hysterics, De I'Angoisse d I'Extase, T. II, p. 450 and ff.) But this theory of emotion is not
followed out and, as J. P Sartre shows, it conflicts, in the writings of P Janet, with a
mechanistic conception rather close to that of James: the collapse of our existence into
emotion is treated as a mere derivation from psychological forces, and the emotion itself as
the consciousness of this process expressed in the third person, so that there is no longer
reason to look for a meaning in the emotional behaviour which is the result of the blind
momentum of the tendencies, and we return to dualism. (Cf. J. P. Sartre, Esquisse d’une théorie
de I'Emotion.) P Janet, moreover, treats psychological tension—that is, the movement
whereby we spread our ‘world” before us—expressly as a representative hypothesis; so
he is far from considering it in general terms as the concrete essence of man, though he
does so implicitly in particular analyses.
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moves back towards them, and invests them with a meaning which
they do not possess taken singly as psychological agents, but only whey
taken as a situation. It causes them to exist as 3 situation, it stands in
‘cognitive’ relation to them, which means that it shows them up as thyg
which it is destined to confront. The reflex, in so far as it opens itself tq
the meaning of a situation, and perception; in so far as it does not first
of all posit an object of knowledge and is an intention of our whole
being, are modalities of a pre-objective view which is what we call being.
in-the-world. Prior to stimuli and Sensory contents, we must recognize
a kind of inner diaphragm which determines, infinitely more than they
do, what our reflexes and perceptions will be able to aim at in the
world, the area of our possible operations, the scope of our life. Some
subjects can come near to blindness without changing their ‘world’.
they can be seen colliding with objects everywhere, but they are noy
aware of no longer being open to visual qualities, and the structure of
their conduct remains unmodified. Other patients, on the other hand,
lose their world as soon as its contents are removed: they abandon theijr
habitual way of life even before it has become impossible, making
themselves into premature invalids and breaking their vital contact
with the world before losing sensory contact with it. There is, then, a
certain consistency in our ‘world’, relatively independent of stimuli,

which refuses to allow us to treat being-in-the-world as a collection of
reflexes—a certain energy in the

independent of our voluntary thoug
ing it as an act of consciousness. It i

pulsation of existence, u&ma,\ma\
hts, which prevents us from treat-

s because it is a preobjective view
that being-in-the-world can be distinguished from every third person
process, from every modality of the res extensa, as from every cogitatio,
from every first person form of knowledge—and that it can effect the
union of the ‘psychic’ and the ‘Physiological’.

Let us return now to the problem with which we began. Anosogno-
sia and the phantom limb lend themselves neither to a physiological
nor to a psychological explanation, nor yet to a mixture of the two,
though they can be related to the two sets of conditions. A physio-
logical explanation would account for anosognosia and the phantom
limb as the straightforward suppression or equally straightforward per-
sistence of ‘interoceptive’ stimulations, According to this hypothesis,
anosognosia is the absence of 3 fragment of representation which
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ht to be given, since the corresponding :B.v is there; the %Wmaﬂwﬂ
e the presence of part of the representation of the body whic
:E_u_wm not be given, since the corresponding limb is not there. If one
- ives a psychological account of the phenomena, the wrmEo.B
sl _muH omes a memory, a positive judgement or a perception, while
e mﬂnomww becomes a bit of forgetfulness, a negative judgement or a
mﬂOmom to perceive. In the first case the phantom limb is the actual
?EMR OWm representation, anosognosia the mo@c& absence of a repre-
P In the second case the phantom limb is the representation of
mmSSSOM. resence, whereas anosognosia is the representation of an
. mn_ﬁcwmman In G_oﬁr cases we are imprisoned in the categories of the
mnﬁ.z i <<oi.a in which there is no middle term between presence
ov_mnwﬁwdnm F‘Hm&g\ the anosognosic is not simply ignorant of the
mb.& : mmm Om. his paralysed limb: he can evade his deficiency on.d\
@ESMM he knows where he risks encountering it, just as the subj .wor in
_umnwwog&%&m‘ knows what he does not want to face, otherwise Wm
. 1d not be able to avoid it so successfully. We do not understand the
M%Mdnm or death of a friend until the time comes when Sw mMMMM«M
reply from him and when we realize that we shall never wmm.Eﬁ g
one; so at first we avoid asking in order not .8 .ww<m ﬁ.ordo i -
silence; we turn aside from those areas of our E;m. in which we Byﬁmz -
meet this nothingness, but this very fact :wnm.mw:wmmm that we Eﬁ b
them. In the same way the anosognosic Mmm,\.mm his wma_v\mmm &Bﬁmwﬁ ~
account in order not to have to feel his handicap, but .%Lm means b
has a preconscious knowledge of it. It is true that in Emmem. ¢ -
phantom limb the subject appears to be unaware of the E:S MGOH._ a !
relies on his imaginary limb as he would on a real one, mybnmm m ﬁwmﬁm N
walk with his phantom leg and is not Wmn%camﬁmmﬁ WMMN mwawawm .OM e
i uite well, in spite of this, the &
MMUWMHJWM. WOw example its curious motility, and if vm QM&M MM MM
practice as a real limb, this is because, like the normal mzv._mn_ﬁ e :
need, when he wants to set off walking, of a &mwa N.Ea wgo.c ate m.mﬁmWD
tion of his body: it is enough for him to wm/.\m it “at his awm@.omJ MM "
undivided power, and to sense the phantom _5& as vague y :wmo v o
it. The consciousness of the phantom limb remains, then, itse EHM ‘ w
The man with one leg feels the missing limb in the same iw\ Momﬂm Mu
keenly the existence of a friend who is, nevertheless, not be y
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eyes; he has not lost it because he continues to allow for it, just ag
Proust can recognize the death of his grandmother, yet without losing
her, as long as he can keep her on the horizon of his life. The phantom
arm is not a representation of the arm, but the ambivalent presence of
an arm. The refusal of mutilation in the case of the phantom limb, or
the refusal of disablement in anosognosia are not deliberate decisions,
and do not take place at the level of positing consciousness which takes
up its position explicitly after considering various possibilities. The
will to have a sound body or the rejection of an infirm one are not
formulated for themselves; and the awareness of the amputated arm
as present or of the disabled arm as absent is not of the kind: ‘I think
that ...’

This phenomenon, distorted equally by physiological and psycho-
logical explanations, is, however, understood in the perspective of
being-in-the-world. What it is in us which refuses mutilation and
disablement is an I committed to a certain physical and inter-human
world, who continues to tend towards his world despite handicaps and
amputations and who, to this extent, does not recognize them de jure.
The refusal of the deficiency is only the obverse of our inherence in a
world, the implicit negation of what runs counter to the natural
momentum which throws us into our tasks, our cares, our situation,
our familiar horizons. To have a phantom arm is to remain open to all
the actions of which the arm alone is capable; it is to retain the practical
field which one enjoyed before mutilation. The body is the vehicle of
being in the world, and having a body is, for a living creature, to be
intervolved in a definite environment, to identify oneself with certain
projects and be continually committed to them. In the self-evidence of
this complete world in which manipulatable objects still figure, in the
force of their movement which still flows towards him, and in which is
still present the project of writing or playing the piano, the cripple still

finds the guarantee of his wholeness. But in concealing his deficiency
from him, the world cannot fail simultaneously to reveal it to him: for
if it is true that I am conscious of my body via the world, that it is the
unperceived term in the centre of the world towards which all objects
turn their face, it is true for the same reason that my body is the pivot of
the world: T know that objects have several facets because I could make
a tour of inspection of them, and in that sense I am conscious of the
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i my body. It is precisely when my cus-

world o %N“MWHM MMEHM& .::Mbaoum that I can no longer, if T
éoHﬁ mmo% effectively drawn into it, and the utilizable objects,
: o w:mwm they present themselves as utilizable, ,%.wmw_ to a
P i mowo longer have. Thus are delimited, in the SEHQ om. mny
. of silence. The patient therefore realizes Em. nrmwv.;:«\

bods ﬁmmﬂozm far as he is ignorant of it, and is ignorant of it Em,nﬂmms\
i mov mﬁ he knows of it. This paradox is that of all being in the
. ﬁH wso,\m towards a world I bury my perceptual and prac-
. MWMME in objects which ultimately appear prior to and external

%ﬁmm
to th
worl

HTOMW te: 1fions, WHHQ <<#HHOWH never ﬁr.mﬂmmm exist mOH me AVHHWY 1n SO mm.u
—J I . er-
se 1n me HWHOC w._.ﬁw or co_,HﬁHOHHm H:, Hurm case G,HH&@H OOHHmHQ
ey a ou

biguity of knowledge amounts to ﬁEm“ our vo% Moﬁdﬁw‘m
e two distinct layers, that of the habit-body and tha ﬁ
dy at this moment. In the first appear manipulatory movements
. .Uo ) disappeared from the second, and the problem how I can
oL amn of still possessing a limb which I no longer have
e 52 mmbmm w&: out how the habitual body can act as guarantee for
i M_ BmoBmE. How can [ perceive objects as manipulatable
the boty = Jon er manipulate them? The manipulatable must have
when nmﬂ b“&wam am now manipulating, and become what one can
nmwmm.a, No .m: must have ceased to be a thing manipulatable for me and
N wﬁwndm manipulatable in itself. Correspondingly, my body must be
anwwwmmmama not only in an experience éw..ynr is »bwawdﬁmdmowmm WmMMM
_WW to itself and complete in itself, but also in some mmﬂﬁw w p
i ight of an impersonal being. o .
. Nmﬁwmmﬁvh,\&\ the @deOBmﬂOb of the wrwao.a limb Hm_wdmwwﬂmw .:m“
that of repression, which /Wm mwmzw mﬁahm“wﬂmbwmmm.ﬁ m&m e
repression, to which psycho-ana pels H‘ e
entering upon a certain course of wnc.ou\lw ove d. o wb_& o
of work—in his encountering on this course some Dar ﬁ mdw i
he has the strength neither to surmount the obstacle nor to o
ise. he remains imprisoned in the attempt and uses up
HWMMWMMMME%@ renewing it in spirit. Time in its passage does not

i jects; i up on
carry away with it these impossible projects; 1t does not &,omm @.E
g ains open to the same iMpossibie

ation, the am
@lmmm as it wer

i i ; bject rem
traumatic experience; the subj fo D
future, if not in his explicit thoughts, at any rate in his actual being
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present among all presents thus acquires an exceptional value; it dig.
places the others and deprives them of their value as authentic presentg.
We continue to be the person who once entered on this adolescen
affair, or the one who once lived in this parental universe. New percep.
tions, new emotions even, replace the old ones, but this process of
renewal touches only the content of our experience and not its stryc.
ture. Impersonal time continues its course, but personal time ig
arrested. Of course this fixation does not merge into memory; it evep
excludes memory in so far as the latter spreads out in front of us, like 5
picture, a former experience, whereas this past which remains our true
present does not leave us but remains constantly hidden behind oy
gaze instead of being displayed before it. The traumatic experience
does not survive as a representation in the mode of objective con.
sciousness and as a ‘dated’” moment; it is of its essence to survive oEv\
as a manner of being and with a certain degree of generality. I forgo
my constant power of providing myself with ‘worlds’ in the interest of
one of them, and for that very reason this privileged world loses its
substance and eventually becomes no more than a certain dread. All
repression is, then, the transition from first person existence to a sort of
abstraction of that existence, which lives on a former experience, or
rather on the memory of having had the memory, and so on, until
finally only the essential form remains. Now as an advent of the
impersonal, repression is a universal phenomenon, revealing our con-
dition as incarnate beings by relating it to the temporal structure of
being in the world. To the extent that I have ‘sense organs’, a ‘body’,
and ‘psychic functions’ comparable with other men’s, each of the
moments of my experience ceases to be an integrated and strictly
unique totality, in which details exist only in virtue of the whole; I
become the meeting point of a host of ‘causalities’. In so far as I inhabit
a ‘physical world’, in which consistent ‘stimuli’ and typical situations
recur—and not merely the historical world in which situations are
never exactly comparable—my life is made up of rhythms which have
not their reason in what I have chosen to be, but their condition in the
humdrum setting which is mine. Thus there appears round our per-
sonal existence a margin of almost impersonal existence, which can be
practically taken for granted, and which I rely on to keep me alive;
round the human world which each of us has made for himself is a
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d in general terms to which one must first of all belong in order to
e to enclose oneself in the particular context of a love or an
Just as we speak of repression in the limited sense when I
ough time one of the momentary worlds through which I
and make it the formative element of my whole life—so it
at my organism, as a prepersonal cleaving to the general
rld, as an anonymous and general existence, plays,
neath my personal life, the part of an inborn complex. It is not somie kind
nert thing; it too has something of the momentum of @c.mﬁmﬁnm. It

even happen when I am in danger that my human situation abol-
ol biological one, that my body lends itself without reserve to
.Hmw,mm nwwm.zﬁ these moments can be no more than moments,”' and for
eon f the time personal existence represses the organism without
being able either to go beyond it or to renounce :mm_m. /S&ocﬁ .E
other words, being able either to reduce the organism to its G:m,ﬁmbs&
self, or itself to the organism. While I am overcome by SgIme grief and
wholly given over to my distress, my eyes already stray i front of me,
and are drawn, despite everything, to some shining object, and Q.Hmum-
upon resume their autonomous existence. Following BEoT that minute
into which we wanted to compress our whole life, time, o.H at least,
Emwmﬂmos& time, begins once more to flow, carrying away, if not our
resolution, at least the heartfelt emotions which sustained it. Personal
existence is intermittent and when this tide turns and recedes, decision
can henceforth endow my life with only an artificially induced signifi-
cance. The fusion of soul and body in the act, the sublimation of
biological into personal existence, and of the natural into the cultural
world is made both possible and precarious by the temporal structure
of our experience. Every present grasps, by stages, through its horizon
of immediate past and near future, the totality of possible time; thus

<<Ol
pe abl
wBU:wOD.
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* Thus Saint-Exupéry, above Arras, with shells bursting all round him, can no longer feel
as a thing distinct from him his body which shortly before seemed to escape him: ‘Tt is as
if my life were given to me every second, as if my life became every moment more keenly
felt. I live. T am alive. I am still alive. I am always alive. I am now nothing but a source of
life.” Pilote de Guerre, p. 174.

' ‘But it is true that, in the course of my life, when not in the grip of urgency, when my
meaning is not at stake, I can see no more serious problems than those raised by my
body.” A. de Saint-Exupéry, Pilote de Guerre, p. 169.
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paunt the present body without being absorbed into it. The
e repressed experience, a former present

by & is, then, lik
a ot decide to recede into the past. The memories called up
o

e w»amﬁ induce in him a phantom limb, not as an image in
. pismm SUMMOnS up another image, but because any memory
me lost to us and invites us to recapture the situation evoked.
memory, in Proust’s sense, limits itself to a description of
st as idea, from which it extracts ‘characteristics’ or com-
ble meaning rather than discovering a structure. But it would

f the object which it constructs were not still held by a

UW BNBOHv\ i
: ional threads to the horizon of the lived-through past, and to

jnteptt L
cover it if we were to delve beyond

fet cself as we should redis
that . ons and reopen time. In the same way, if we put back

e horizo

fon into vm.Em-E]%m-éoHE, we can understand how it can be the
ma.po. of the phantom limb. To feel emotion is to be involved in a
o,cmﬂ on which one isnot managing to face and from which, neverthe-
situa’ e. Rather than admit failure or retrace

Jess, On€ does not want to escap
he’s StepS: the subject, caught in this existential dilemma, breaks
o

n pieces the objective world which stands in his way and seeks sym-
polical satisfaction in magic acts.”? The ruin of the objective world,
mwmmmoasmdﬁ of true action, flight into a self-contained realm are con-
ditions favouring the illusion of those who have lost a limb in that it
{00 resupposes the erasure of reality. In so far as memory and emo-
fion can call up the phantom limb, this is not comparable to the action
of one cogitation which necessitates another cogitatio, or that of one con-
dition bringing about its

consequence. It is not that an ideal causality
here superimposes itself on a p

hysiological one, it is that an existential
atritude motivates another and that

memory, emotion and phantom

limb are equivalents in the context of being in the world.
Now why does the severing of the afferent nerves banish the
phantom limb? In the perspective of being in the world this fact means

that the impulses arriving from the stump keep the amputated limb in

the circuit of existence. They establish and maintain its place, prevent it

abolished, and cause it still to count in the organism. They
2 which the subject’s history fills, they enable the

mdm ti
ellectu?!

from béing
keep empty an are

22 Cf ], P Sartre, Esquisse d'une théorie de 1’émotion.
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latter to build up the phantom, as structural disturbances allow the
content of psychosis to form into delirium. From our point of view, a
sensori-motor circuit is, within our comprehensive being in the world,
a relatively autonomous current of existence. Not that it always brings
to our total being a separable contribution, but because under certain
circumstances it is possible to bring to light constant responses to
stimuli which are themselves constant. The question is, therefore, how
the refusal of the deficiency, which is a total attitude of our existence,
needs for its expression such a highly specialized modality as a sensori-
motor circuit, and why our being-in-the-world, which provides all our
reflexes with their meaning, and which is thus their basis, nevertheless
delivers itself over to them and is finally based upon them. Indeed, as
we have shown elsewhere, sensori-motor circuits are all the more
clearly marked as one is concerned with more integrated existences,
and the reflex in its pure state is to be found only in man, who has not
only a setting (Umwelt), but also a world (Welt).>*

From the existential point of view, these two facts, which scientific
induction contents itself with setting side by side, are linked internally
and are understood in the light of one and the same idea. If man is not
to be embedded in the matrix of that syncretic setting in which animals
lead their lives in a sort of ek-stase, if he is to be aware of a world as the
common reason for all settings and the theatre of all patterns of
behaviour, then between himself and what elicits his action a distance
must be set, and, as Malebranche put it, forms of stimulation from
outside must henceforth impinge on him ‘respectfully’; each momen-
tary situation must cease to be, for him, the totality of being, each
particular response must no longer fill his whole field of action. Fur-
thermore, the elaboration of these responses, instead of occurring at
the centre of his existence, must take place on the periphery and finally
the responses themselves must no longer demand that on each occa-
sion some special position be taken up, but they must be outlined once
and for all in their generality. Thus it is by giving up part of his
spontaneity, by becoming involved in the world through stable organs
and pre-established circuits that man can acquire the mental and prac-
tical space which will theoretically free him from his environment and

* La Structure du Comportement, p. 55.

allow him to see it. And provided that even the realization of an object-
ive world is set in the realm of existence, we shall no Moz.mmw find any
contradiction between it and bodily conditioning: it is m.b inner Dm.nmm,
sity for the most integrated existence to Eoﬁam. :mmﬁ ,5& md_ habitual
pody. What allows us to link to each other H.w@ Ed.\,ﬁo_omunm_ and the
‘ wmv\&dnw is the fact that, when reintegrated into Gcm:w.dow, they are no
Jonger distinguishable respectively as the order of the E-:%.F m:a. that
of the for-itself, and that they are both directed 8<.<Ed.m an EHQEOH.E_
pole or towards a world. Doubtless ﬁ.rm two histories never quite
coincide: one is commonplace and cyclic, the other ] be ORI and
unusual, and it would be necessary to keep the term ‘history’ for the
second order of phenomena if history were a succession o.m events
which not only have a meaning, but furnish themselves with it. Eos?
ever, failing a true revolution which breaks up historical categories so
far valid, the figure in history does not create his part completely: faced
with typical situations he takes typical decisions and H./:nwo_wm 11,
repeating the very words of Louis XVI, plays the m:.mw% written part of
established power in face of a new power. His decisions translate the a
priori of a threatened prince as our reflexes translate a specific a priori.
These stereotypes, moreover, are not a destiny, and just as clothing,
jewellery and love transfigure the biological needs from which &B\
arise, in the same way within the cultural world the historical a priori is
constant only for a given phase and provided that the balance of forces
allows the same forms to remain. So history is neither a perpetual
novelty, nor a perpetual repetition, but the unique movement which
creates stable forms and breaks them up. The organism and its mono-
tonous dialectical processes are therefore not alien to history and as it
were inassimilable to it. Man taken as a concrete being is not a psyche
joined to an organism, but the movement to and fro of existence which
at one time allows itself to take corporeal form and at others moves
towards personal acts. Psychological motives and bodily occasions may
overlap because there is not a single impulse in a living body which is
entirely fortuitous in relation to psychic intentions, not a single mental
act which has not found at least its germ or its general outline in
physiological tendencies. It is never a question of the incomprehensible
meeting of two causalities, nor of a collision between the order A.um
causes and that of ends. But by an imperceptible twist an organic
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process issues into human behaviour, an instinctive act changes direc-
tion and becomes a sentiment, or conversely a human act becomes
torpid and is continued absent-mindedly in the form of a reflex.
Between the psychic and the physiological there may take place
exchanges which almost always stand in the way of defining a menta]
disturbance as psychic or somatic. The disturbance described as somatic
produces, on the theme of the organic accident, tentative psychic
commentaries, and the ‘psychic’ trouble confines itself to elaborating
the human significance of the bodily event. A patient feels a second
person implanted in his body. He is a man in half his body, a woman in
the other half. How are we to distinguish in this symptom the physio-
logical causes and psychological motives? How are we to associate the
two explanations and how imagine any point at which the two
determinants meet? ‘In symptoms of this kind, the psychic and the
physical are so intimately linked that it is unthinkable to try to
complete one of these functional domains by the other, and that both
must be subsumed under a third ... (We must) ... move on from
knowledge of psychological and physiological facts to a recognition of
the animic event as a vital process inherent in our existence’.?* Thus, to
the question which we were asking, modern physiology gives a very
clear reply: the psycho-physical event can no longer be conceived
after the model of Cartesian physiology and as the juxtaposition of a
process in itself and a cogitatio. The union of soul and body is not an
amalgamation between two mutually external terms, subject and
object, brought about by arbitrary decree. It is enacted at every instant
in the movement of existence. We found existence in the body when
we approached it by the first way of access, namely through physi-
ology. We may therefore at this stage examine this first result and make
it more explicit, by questioning existence this time on its own nature,
which means, by having recourse to psychology.

HE Menninger-Lerchenthal, Das Truggebilde der eigenen Gestalt.

THE EXPERIENCE OF THE
BODY AND CLASSICAL
PSYCHOLOGY

I its descriptions of the body from the point of view of va w.&m..

classical psychology was already wont to attribute to it "characteristics

incompatible with the status of an object. In the first place it was stated
that my body is distinguishable from the table or the lamp in that I can
turn away from the latter whereas my body is constantly perceived. It is
therefore an object which does not leave me. But in that case is it still an
object? If the object is an invariable structure, it is not one in spite of the
changes of perspective, but in that change or through it. It is not the case
that ever-renewed perspectives simply provide it with opportunities of
displaying its permanence, and with contingent ways of presenting
itself to us. It is an object, which means that it is standing in front of us,
only because it is observable: situated, that is to say, directly under our
hand or gaze, indivisibly overthrown and re-integrated with every
movement they make. Otherwise it would be true like an idea and not
present like a thing. It is particularly true that an object is an object only
in so far as it can be moved away from me, and ultimately disappear
from my field of vision. Its presence is such that it entails a possible
absence. Now the permanence of my own body is entirely different in
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kind: it is not at the extremity of some indefinite exploration; it defies
exploration and is always presented to me from the same angle. Its
permanence is not a permanence in the world, but a permanence on
my part. To say that it is always near me, always there for me, is to say
that it is never really in front of me, that I cannot array it before my
eyes, that it remains marginal to all my perceptions, that it is with me. It
is true that external objects too never turn one of their sides to me
without hiding the rest, but I can at least freely choose the side which
they are to present to me. They could not appear otherwise than in
perspective, but the particular perspective which I acquire at each
moment is the outcome of no more than physical necessity, that is to
say, of a necessity which I can use and which is not a prison for me:
from my window only the tower of the church is visible, but this
limitation simultaneously holds out the promise that from elsewhere
the whole church could be seen. It is true, moreover, that if I am a
prisoner the church will be restricted, for me, to a truncated steeple. If T
did not take off my clothes I could never see the inside of them, and it
will in fact be seen that my clothes may become appendages of my
body. But this fact does not prove that the presence of my body is to be
compared to the de facto permanence of certain objects, or the organ
compared to a tool which is always available. It shows that conversely
those actions in which I habitually engage incorporate their instru-
ments into themselves and make them play a part in the original struc-
ture of my own body. As for the latter, it is my basic habit, the one
which conditions all the others, and by means of which they are mutu-
ally comprehensible. Its permanence near to me, its unvarying perspec-
tive are not a de facto necessity, since such necessity presupposes them:
in order that my window may impose upon me a point of view of the
church, it is necessary in the first place that my body should impose
upon me one of the world; and the first necessity can be merely phys-
ical only in virtue of the fact that the second is metaphysical; in short, I
am accessible to factual situations only if my nature is such that there
are factual situations for me. In other words, I observe external objects
with my body, I handle them, examine them, walk round them, but my
body itself is a thing which I do not observe: in order to be able to do
so, I should need the use of a second body which itself would be
unobservable. When I say that my body is always perceived by me,
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these words are not to be taken in a purely statistical sense, for there
must be, in the way my own body presents itself, something which
makes its absence or its variation inconceivable. What can it be? My
head is presented to my sight only to the extent of my nose end and the
poundaries of my eye-sockets. I can see my eyes in three mirrors, but
they are the eyes of someone observing, and I have the utmost dif-
ficulty in catching my living glance when a mirror in the street
unexpectedly reflects my image back at me. My body in the mirror
never stops following my intentions like their shadow, and if observa-
tion consists in varying the point of view while keeping the object
fixed, then it escapes observation and is given to me as a simulacrum of
my tactile body since it imitates the body’s actions instead of respond-
ing to them by a free unfolding of perspectives. My visual body is
certainly an object as far as its parts far removed from my head are
concerned, but as we come nearer to the eyes, it becomes divorced
from objects, and reserves among them a quasi-space to which they
have no access, and when I try to fill this void by recourse to the image
in the mirror, it refers me back to an original of the body which is not
out there among things, but in my own province, on this side of all
things seen. It is no different, in spite of what may appear to be the
case, with my tactile body, for if I can, with my left hand, feel my right
hand as it touches an object, the right hand as an object is not the right
hand as it touches: the first is a system of bones, muscles and flesh
brought down at a point of space, the second shoots through space like
a rocket to reveal the external object in its place. In so far as it sees or
touches the world, my body can therefore be neither seen nor touched.
What prevents its ever being an object, ever being ‘completely consti-
tuted’! is that it is that by which there are objects. It is neither tangible
nor visible in so far as it is that which sees and touches. The body
therefore is not one more among external objects, with the peculiarity
of always being there. If it is permanent, the permanence is absolute
and is the ground for the relative permanence of disappearing objects,

'Husserl, Ideen T. IT (unpublished). We are indebted to Mgr Noél and the Institut
Supérieur de Philosophie of Louvain, trustees of the collected Nachlass, and particularly to
the kindness of the Reverend Father Van Bréda, for having been able to consult a certain
amount of unpublished material.
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real objects. The presence and absence of external objects are only
variations within a field of primordial presence, a perceptual domain
over which my body exercises power. Not only is the permanence of
my body not a particular case of the permanence of external objects in
the world, but the second cannot be understood except through the
first: not only is the perspective of my body not a particular case of that
of objects, but furthermore the presentation of objects in perspective
cannot be understood except through the resistance of my body to all
variation of perspective. If objects may never show me more than one
of their facets, this is because I am myself in a certain place from which
I see them and which I cannot see. If nevertheless I believe in the
existence of their hidden sides and equally in a world which embraces
them all and co-exists with them, I do so in so far as my body, always
present for me, and yet involved with them in so many objective rela-
tionships, sustains their co-existence with it and communicates to
them all the pulse of its duration. Thus the permanénce of one’s own
body, if only classical psychology had analysed it, might have led it to
the body no longer conceived as an object of the world, but as our
means of communication with it, to the world no longer conceived as a
collection of determinate objects, but as the horizon latent in all our
experience and itself ever-present and anterior to every determining
thought.

The other ‘characteristics’ whereby one’s own body was defined
were 1o less interesting, and for the same reasons. My body, it was said,
is recognized by its power to give me ‘double sensations’: when I
touch my right hand with my left, my right hand, as an object, has the
strange property of being able to feel too. We have just seen that the
two hands are never simultaneously in the relationship of touched and
touching to each other. When I press my two hands together, it is not a
matter of two sensations felt together as one perceives two objects
placed side by side, but of an ambiguous set-up in which both hands
can alternate the réles of ‘touching’ and being ‘touched’. What was
meant by talking about ‘double sensations’ is that, in passing from one
role to the other, I can identify the hand touched as the same one
which will in a moment be touching. In other words, in this bundle of
bones and muscles which my right hand presents to my left, I can
anticipate for an instant the integument or incarnation of that other

right hand, alive and mobile, which I thrust towards things in order to
explore them. The body catches itself from the outside engaged in a
cognitive process; it tries to touch itself while being touched, and
ipitiates ‘a kind of reflection’® which is sufficient to distinguish it from
objects, of which I can indeed say that they ‘touch’ my body, but only
when it is inert, and therefore without ever catching it unawares in its
exploratory function.

It was also said that the body is an affective object, whereas external
things are from my point of view merely represented. This amounted
to stating a third time the problem of the status of my own body. For if
[ say that my foot hurts, I do not simply mean that it is a cause of pain
in the same way as the nail which is cutting into it, differing only in
being nearer to me; I do not mean that it is the last of the objects in the
external world, after which a more intimate kind of pain should begin,
an unlocalized awareness of pain in itself, related to the foot only by
some causal connection and within the closed system of experience. I
mean that the pain reveals itself as localized, that it is constitutive of a
‘pain-infested space’. ‘My foot hurts” means not: ‘T think that my foot is
the cause of this pain’, but: ‘the pain comes from my foot’ or again ‘my
foot has a pain’. This is shown clearly by the ‘primitive voluminousness
of pain’ formerly spoken of by psychologists. It was therefore recog-
nized that my body does not present itself as the objects of external
impressions do, and that perhaps even these latter objects do no more
than stand out against the affective background which in the first place
throws consciousness outside itself.

Finally when the psychologists tried to confine ‘kinaesthetic sensa-
tions’ to one’s own body, arguing that these sensations present the
body’s movements to us globally, while attributing the movements of
external objects to a mediating perception and to a comparison
between successive positions, it could have been objected that move-
ment, expressing a relationship, cannot be felt, but demands a mental
operation. This objection, however, would merely have been an
indictment of their language. What they were expressing, badly it is
true, by ‘kinaesthetic sensation’, was the originality of the movements
which T perform with my body: they directly anticipate the final

! Husserl, Méditations cartésiennes, p. 81.
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situation, for my intention initiates a movement through space merely
to attain the objective initially given at the starting point; there is as it
were a germ of movement which only secondarily develops into ap
objective movement. I move external objects with the aid of my body,
which takes hold of them in one place and shifts them to another. Byt
my body itself I move directly, I do not find it at one point of objective
space and transfer it to another, I have no need to look for it, it ig
already with me—I do not need to lead it towards the movement’s
completion, it is in contact with it from the start and propels itself
towards that end. The relationships between my decision and my body
are, in movement, magic ones.

If the description of my own body given by classical psychology
already offered all that is necessary to distinguish it from objects, how
does it come about that psychologists have not made this distinction or
that they have in any case seen no philosophical consequence flowing
from it? The reason is that, taking a step natural to them, they chose the
position of impersonal thought to which science has been committed
as long as it believed in the possibility of separating, in observation, on
the one hand what belongs to the situation of the observer and on the
other the properties of the absolute object. For the living subject his
own body might well be different from all external objects; the fact
remains that for the unsituated thought of the psychologist the experi-
ence of the living subject became itself an object and, far from requir-
ing a fresh definition of being, took its place in universal being. It was
the life of the ‘psyche’ which stood in opposition to the real, but which
was treated as a second reality, as an object of scientific investigation to
be brought under a set of laws. It was postulated that our experience,
already besieged by physics and biology, was destined to be completely
absorbed into objective knowledge, with the consummation of the
system of the sciences. Thenceforth the experience of the body
degenerated into a ‘representation’ of the body; it was not a phenom-
enon but a fact of the psyche. In the matter of living appearance, my
visual body includes a large gap at the level of the head, but biology
was there ready to fill that gap, to explain it through the structure of the
eyes, to instruct me in what the body really is, showing that I have a
retina and a brain like other men and like the corpses which I dissect,
and that, in short, the surgeon’s instrument could infallibly bring to

ht in this indeterminate zone of my head the exact replica of plates
sgrating the human anatomy. I apprehend my body as a subject-
ct, as capable of ‘seeing” and ‘suffering’, but these confused repre-
centations Were so many psychological oddities, samples of a magical
variety of thought the laws of which are studied by psychology and
cociology and which has its place assigned to it by them, in the system
of the real world, as an object of scientific investigation. This imperfect
picture of my body, its marginal presentation, and its equivocal status
1 touching and touched, could not therefore be structural characteristics
of the body itself; they did not affect the idea of it; they became ‘dis-
dnctive characteristics” of those contents of consciousness which make
up our representation of the body: these contents are consistent, affect-
jve and strangely duplicated in ‘double sensations’, but apart from this
the representation of the body is a representation like any other and
correspondingly the body is an object like any other. Psychologists did
not realize that in treating the experience of the body in this way they
were simply, in accordance with the scientific approach, shelving a
problem which ultimately could not be burked. The inadequacy of my
perception was taken as a de facto inadequacy resulting from the organ-
ization of my sensory apparatus; the presence of my body was taken as
a de facto presence springing from its constant action on my receptive
nervous system; finally the union of soul and body, which was presup-
posed by these two explanations, was understood, in Cartesian fashion,
as a de facto union whose de jure possibility need not be established,
because the fact, as the starting point of knowledge, was eliminated
from the final result. Now the psychologist could imitate the scientist
and, for a moment at least, see his body as others saw it, and conversely
see the bodies of others as mechanical things with no inner life. The
contribution made from the experiences of others had the effect of
dimming the structure of his own, and conversely, having lost contact
with himself he became blind to the behaviour of others. He thus saw
everything from the point of view of universal thought which abol-
ished equally his experience of others and his experience of himself.
But as a psychologist he was engaged in a task which by nature pulled
him back into himself, and he could not allow himself to remain
unaware to this extent. For whereas neither the physicist nor the chem-
ist are the objects of their own investigation, the psychologist was
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himself, in the nature of the case, the fact which exercised him. Thig was no longer a fact passively submitted to, but one assumed. To

representation of the body, this magical experience, which he! ﬂwﬁmo:m&o%bmmm or rather to be an experience is to hold inner communi-

approached in a detached frame of mind, was himself; he lived it whj), beaC with the world, the body and other people, to be with them

; . . ion ; .

he thought about it. It is true that, as has been shown,’ it was not catio g of being beside them. To concern oneself with psychology is
insted

enough for him to be a psyche in order to know this, for this know.
ledge, like other knowledge, is acquired only through our relationg
with other people. It does not emerge from any recourse to an ideal of
introspective psychology, and between himself and others no less thay

sarily to encounter, beneath objective thought which moves
Boes eady-made things, a first opening upon things without which
amone MEE be no objective knowledge. The psychologist could not
ther mo M,\m discover himself as experience, which means as an immediate

!

between himself and himself, the psychologist was able and obliged ¢ fail Hmd ce to the past, to the world, to the body and to others at the very

rediscover a pre-objective relationship. But as a psyche speaking of the = t when he was trying to see himself as an object among objects.
. e U mome1 ¢ v i 5

psyche, he was all that he was talking about. This history of the psyche ¢ us then return to the ‘characteristics’ of one’s own body and

which he was elaborating in adopting the objective attitude was one wmmcam the study of it where we left off. By doing so we shall trace the

whose outcome he already possessed within himself, or rather he wag, Homammm of modern psychology and thereby effect along with it the

in his existence, its contracted outcome and latent memory. The uniop
of soul and body had not been brought about once and for all in 3
remote realm; it came into being afresh at every moment beneath the
psychologist’s thinking, not as a repetitive event which each time takeg
the psyche by surprise, but as a necessity that the psychologist knew to
be in the depths of his being as he became aware of it as a piece of
knowledge. The birth of perception from ‘sensory givens’ to ‘world’
had to be renewed with each act of perception, otherwise the sensory
givens would have lost the meaning they owed to this development.
Hence the "psyche’ was not an object like others; it had done every-
thing that one was about to say of it before it could be said; the
psychologist’s being knew more about itself than he did; nothing that
had happened or was happening according to science was completely
alien to it. Applied to the psyche, the notion of fact, therefore, under-
went a transformation. The de facto psyche, with its ‘peculiarities’, was
no longer an event in objective time and in the external world, but an
event with which we were in internal contact, of which we were
ourselves the ceaseless accomplishment or upsurge, and which con-
tinually gathered within itself its past, its body and its world. Before
being an objective fact, the union of soul and body had to be, then, a
possibility of consciousness itself and the question arose as to what the
perceiving subject is if he is to be able to experience a body as his own.

return to experience.

* . Guillaume, L’Objectivité en Psychologie.




THE SPATIALITY OF ONE’S
OWN BODY AND MOTILITY

Let us first of all describe the spatiality of my own body. If my arm is
resting on the table I should never think of saying that it is beside the ash-
tray in the way in which the ash-tray is beside the telephone. The
outline of my body is a frontier which ordinary spatial relations do not
cross. This is because its parts are inter-related in a peculiar way: they
are not spread out side by side, but enveloped in each other. For
example, my hand is not a collection of points. In cases of allocheiria, *
in which the subject feels in his right hand stimuli applied to his left
hand, it is impossible to suppose that each of the stimulations changes
its spatial value on its own account.' The various points on the left
hand are transferred to the right as relevant to a total organ, a hand
without parts which has been suddenly displaced. Hence they form a
system and the space of my hand is not a mosaic of spatial values.
Similarly my whole body for me is not an assemblage of organs
juxtaposed in space. I am in undivided possession of it and I know

* A disorder of sensation in which sensations are referred to the wrong part of the body
(Translator’s note). Cf. for example Head, On disturbances of sensation with especial reference to the
pain of visceral disease.

' Ibid. We have discussed the notion of the local signal in La Structure du Comportement,
pp. 102 and ff.

here €ach of my limbs is through a body schema in which all are
wheé

Juded. But the notion of body schema is ambiguous, as are all notions
inc i

which make their appearance at turning points in scientific mmﬁ%nm.
They can be fully developed oﬂv\ through a H.mmoHB of methods. >.ﬁ rst,

fore, they are used only in a sense which falls short of their full
gt and it is their immanent development which bursts the bounds
mmmnwmw%oam hitherto used. ‘Body schema’ was at first understood to
MHQE a compendium of our bodily experience, capable of giving a com-
mentary and meaning to the internal impressions and the impression
of possessing body at any moment. It was supposed to register for me
the positional changes of the parts of my body for each movement of
one of them, the position of each local stimulus in the body as a whole,
an account of the movements performed at every instant during a
complex gesture, in short a continual translation into visual language
of the kinaesthetic and articular impressions of the moment. When the
term body schema was first used, it was thought that nothing more was
peing introduced than a convenient name for a great many associations
of images, and it was intended merely to convey the fact that these
associations were firmly established and constantly ready to come into
play. The body schema was supposed gradually to show itself through
childhood in proportion as the tactile, kinaesthetic and articular con-
tents were associated among themselves or with visual contents, and
more easily evoked them.” Its physiological representation could then
be no more than a focus of images in the classical sense. Yet in the use
made of it by psychologists, it is clear that the body schema does not fit
into this associationist definition. For example, in order that the body
schema may elucidate allocheiria, it is not enough that each sensation of
the left hand should take its place among generic images of all parts of
the body acting in association to form around the left hand, as it were,
a superimposed sketch of the body; these associations must be con-
stantly subject to a unique law, the spatiality of the body must work
downwards from the whole to the parts, the left hand and its position
must be implied in a comprehensive bodily purpose and must originate

' Cf for example Head, Sensory disturbances from cerebral lesion, p. 189; Pick, Storungen der Orien-
tierung am eigenen Korper, and even Schilder, Das Korperschema, although Schilder admits that
‘such a complex is not the sum of its parts but a new whole in relation ‘to them’.

THE SPATIALITY OF ONE’S OWN BODY AND MOTILITY 113



114 PHENOMENOLOGY OF PERCEPTION

in that purpose, so that it may at one stroke not only be superimposeq
on or cleave to the right hand, but actually become the right hanq
When we try® to elucidate the phenomenon of the phantom limb by
relating it to the body schema of the subject, we add to the accepteq
explanations, in terms of cerebral tracks and recurrent sensations, only
if the body schema, instead of being the residue of habitual cenesthesis,
becomes the law of its constitution. If a need was felt to introduce this
new word, it was in order to make it clear that the spatial and temporj)
unity, the inter-sensory or the sensori-motor unity of the body is, so tq
speak, de jure, that it is not confined to contents actually and woﬁc:o:ma\
associated in the course of our experience, that it is in some Way
anterior to them and makes their association possible. We are therefore
feeling our way towards a second definition of the body schema: it ig
no longer seen as the straightforward result of associations established
during experience, but a total awareness of my posture in the intersen-
sory world, a ‘form’ in the sense used by Gestalt psychology.* But
already this second definition too is superseded by the analyses of the
psychologists. It is inadequate to say that my body is a form, that is to
say a phenomenon in which the totality takes precedence over the
parts. How is such a phenomenon possible? Because a form, compared
to the mosaic of a physico-chemical body or to that of ‘cenesthesis’, is
anew type of existence. The fact that the paralysed limb of the anosog-
nosic no longer counts in the subject’s body schema, is accounted for
by the body schema being neither the mere copy nor even the global
awareness of the existing parts of the body, and by its active integration
of these latter only in proportion to their value to the organism’s
projects. Psychologists often say that the body schema is dynamic.®
Brought down to a precise sense, this term means that my body appears
to me as an attitude directed towards a certain existing or possible task.
And indeed its spatiality is not, like that of external objects or like that

* As for example Lhermitte, L'Image de notre Corps.

* Konrad, Das Kirperschema, eine kritische Studie und der Versuch einer Revision, pp. 365 and 367.
Biirger-Prinz and Kaila define the body image as ‘knowledge of one’s own body as the
collective expression both of the mutual relations of its limbs and of its parts’. Ibid.,
p- 365.

° Cf. for example Konrad, op. cit.

atial sensations’, a spatiality of position, but a spatiality of situation. If T
% in front of my desk and lean on it with both hands, only my
ds are stressed and the whole of my body trails behind them like
han il of a comet. It is not that I am unaware of the whereabouts of my
P ﬁwwmam or back, but these are simply swallowed up in the position of
mwoﬂmmmw and my whole posture can be read so to speak in the pres-
oy they exert on the table. If I stand holding my pipe in my closed
msnmm the position of my hand is not determined discursively by the
Ww:_m. which it makes with my forearm, and my forearm with my
. er arm, and my upper arm with my trunk, and my trunk with the
zwowmn d. I know indubitably where my pipe is, and thereby I know
,mzwmam my hand and my body are, as primitive man in the desert is
always able to take his bearings immediately without having to cast his
mind back, and add up distances covered and deviations made since
setting off. The word ‘here’ applied to my body does not refer to a
determinate position in relation to other positions or to external co-
ordinates, but the laying down of the first co-ordinates, the anchoring
of the active body in an object, the situation of the body in face of its
tasks. Bodily space can be distinguished from external space and

of s

stall

envelop its parts instead of spreading them out, because it is the dark-
ness needed in the theatre to show up the performance, the back-
ground of somnolence or reserve of vague power against which the
gesture and its aim® stand out, the zone of not being in front of which
precise beings, figures and points can come to light. In the last analysis,
if my body can be a ‘form’ and if there can be, in front of it, important
figures against indifferent backgrounds, this occurs in virtue of its
being polarized by its tasks, of its existence towards them, of its collecting
together of itself in its pursuit of its aims; the body schema is finally a
way of stating that my body is in-the-world.” As far as spatiality is
concerned, and this alone interests us at the moment, one’s own body
is the third term, always tacitly understood, in the figure-background
structure, and every figure stands out against the double horizon of
external and bodily space. One must therefore reject as an abstraction

¢ Griinbaum, Asphasie und Motorik, p. 395.
" We have already seen (cf. supra pp. 81-2) that the phantom limb, which is a modality of
the body image, is understood in terms of the general movement of being-in-the-world.
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any analysis of bodily space which takes account only of figures mua;

points, since these can neither be conceived nor be without horizong.
It will perhaps be replied that the figure-background structure or the
point-horizon structure themselves presuppose the notion of objectivg
space; that in order to experience a display of dexterity as a figure againg
the massive background of the body, the hand and the rest of the vo&
must be linked by this relationship of objective spatiality, so that the
figure-background structure becomes once again one of the contingenp,

contents of the universal form of space. But what meaning could the

word ‘against’ have for a subject not placed by his body face to face
with the world? It implies the distinction of a top and a bottom, or ap
‘orientated space’.®* When I say that an object is on a table, I always
mentally put myself either in the table or in the object, and I apply tq
them a category which theoretically fits the relationship of my body tq
external objects. Stripped of this anthropological association, the word
on is indistinguishable from the word ‘under’ or the word ‘beside’,
Even if the universal form of space is that without which there would
be for us no bodily space, it is not that by which there is one. Even if
the form is not the setting in which, but the means whereby the content ig
posited, it is not the sufficient means of this act of positing as far as
bodily space is concerned, and to this extent the bodily content
remains, in relation to it, something opaque, fortuitous and unintelli-
gible. The only solution along this road would be to acknowledge that
the body’s spatiality has no meaning of its own to distinguish it from
objective spatiality, which would do away with the content as a phe-
nomenon and hence with the problem of its relation to form. But can
we pretend to discover no distinctive meaning in the words ‘on’,
‘under’, ‘beside’, or in the dimensions of orientated space? Even if
analysis discovers in all these relationships the universal relation of
externality, the self-evidentness of top and bottom, right and left, for
the person who has his being in space, prevents us from treating all
these distinctions as nonsense, and suggests to us that we should look
beneath the explicit meaning of definitions for the latent meaning of
experiences. The relationships between the two spaces would therefore

® Cf. Becker, Beitrige zur phdnomenologischen Begriindung der Geometrie und ihren physikalischen
Anwendungen.

ws: as soon as I try to posit bodily space or bring osw its

° mo:om:m nothing in it but intelligible space. But at the same time

- H ible space is not extracted from orientated space, it is merely
this ER._ :.mH ression, and, when separated from that root has no
. MMMOm<mH. The truth is that homogeneous space can convey
I Mm orientated space only because it is from the latter that it
sam that meaning. In so far as the content can be really m.cv.-

4 under the form and can appear as the content of that mo.w,a. it is
sume he form is accessible only through the content. wo&.v\ Space
becatst become a fragment of objective space only if within its
e Hmm:v\. mwm bodily space it contains the dialectical ferment to trans-
E&imc.wra\cu?@m& space. This is what we have tried to express by
e w:mw@ point-horizon structure is the foundation of space. The
mwﬁwm : wa background would not extend beyond the figure or round
B ) nless they partook of the same kind of being as the figure,
- Jr M%Q could be converted into points by a transference of the
= m%%m point-horizon structure can teach me what a point is only
B - of the maintenance of a hither zone of corporeality from
. ,.:Mcﬁm be seen, and round about it indeterminate horizons égnw
é.Eﬁovm counterpart of this seeing. The multiplicity of wo:.:m or ,rmwo.m
. in the nature of things be constituted only by a chain of experi-
MMM% in which on each occasion one and no more of %ma. is Emmmwﬁmm
25 an object, and which is itself built up in the heart of Q:mm space. HS :
finally, far from my body’s being for me no more than a fragment o
ace, there would be no space at all for me if I rmm no body.
If bodily space and external space form a wwwncﬂ& system, :%M first
being the background against which the oE.mQ = the goal Mu. woc.w
action may stand out or the void in front of SEn.r it may come to lig .r it
is clearly in action that the spatiality of our body is brought EHoAvam,
and an analysis of one’s own movement should mwam us to arrive at a
better understanding of it. By considering the body in Eoﬁ&:mwr we
can see better how it inhabits space (and, moreover, time) v.mnw:m.m
movement is not limited to submitting passively to Space m.dm AQBP it
actively assumes them, it takes them up in their meyn mﬂm.Emo,mcnm
which is obscured in the commonplaceness of mmﬁwvrmwa.m.:sgﬂdm.
We should like to analyses closely an example of morbid motility which
clearly shows the fundamental relations between the body and space.

Bmwﬁwb
the mea
has ﬁmﬁm?‘m

sp
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ifheis allowed to

A patient’ whom traditional psychi
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Tive iches g .Hm two points of contact on his skin n his body; {he action- And it has to be admitted that .@o:: on .B< d.o% mws d.m
part; and he cannot recognize the si even as much as esent 1O me as one o be taken hold of without being given in this
e size or shape of objects @Maﬁ%mnm& grasp as a point to be indicated. But how is this womm.:&ﬁ f1
2 question of holding it, how can 1

placed against hi
s body. He m.
. an
ages the abstract movements only if h Lhere Ty NOSE {s when itis a
& whe l

is allowed to watch the limb requi
1T .
WMMMMWOWMWMM@Q e e MM/NO_MM_U moﬁ rm\m“wmwm MWMB.HOH to go M% jnow where it is when it is a matter of wo.Eabm to it? Itis wao‘cwvi
et ° w:& e T y. The local- pecause knowledge of where something is can be understood in 2
i ol espiion o gtk ol Become umber of ways. Traditional psychology has no concept to Cover these
erments. Even when his f consciousness of place because consciousness of place is

éamamm o
ousness, a Hm?mmmdﬁl

uch psychology, 2 ﬁom.ﬁob& consci
¢ as a determination

Vor-stellung, because as such it gives us the plac

en S W1 X{rao a
eyes are O_Om@& H—J@ atl t WH*OHB ﬂ_u ext HQHD T S @O& mba .

precision the mov
ements needed in living his life, provided that h aways: for s
’ that he is

in the habit of ;

pocket and Eo,\,mnwmwwsomwmﬂ ﬁw em: he takes his handkerchief from hi , B objecti 1d and b h (ation either is or is

Heisemployedin diem , takes a match out of a box and lights a l y of the og.mo.im e o oww&m e w.R@Smg - : 4
equal to three quart anufacture of wallets and his producti AR, not, but, if it is, yields the oEmQ to us quite unambiguously and as ar
without any EM ers of that of a normal workman. H MR end identifiable through all its appearances. Now here, on the other
paratory movement, perform these e sl skl pand, we have 10 create the concepts necessary to convey the fact that
S eonerele move- podily space may be given (o me in an intention to take hold without
jven in an {ntention to know. The patient is conscious of his

ments to order. I
. In the s i
ame patient, and also in cerebellar cases
, one being &

notices!! a dissociati
ociation of the a :
; ct :
OM grasping: the same subject wh o.m pointing from reactions of taking podily space 15 the matrix
of his bod . o is unable to point to odi
y, quickly moves his hand to the vowwﬁ i Qrder'to a part body is at his disposal as a means O
€ a mosquito is

of his habitual action, but not as an objective
f ingress into @ familiar

setting; Dis
¢ not as the means of expression of a gratuitous and

surrounding, bu

mswmgm him. Concrete movements an
Mmmwgﬂowa.:iomma position for SEMW mwwmm OM mmwmmwwbmm meaﬁ,og free mmwa& thought. When ordered to @m.amo.HB a nonﬂ,mﬁm.goéag.ﬁ
A ——— . el he first of all repeats the oaﬁ. .H.b a acmm.sogbm tone of voice, then his
question more closely. A patien . body assumes the general position required for the task; finally he goes
t, asked to point through the movement. It 18 noticeable that the whole body is involved
n,asa normal subject would,

and that the patient pever cuts it dow
strict minimurm. To the military salute are added the other
To the right hand pantomime of combing
ft, that of holding 2 [mirror; when the right
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hand wamﬁmﬂam to knock in a na
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9
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' Goldstein, Uber &w wmmw_mz Ms alysen hirn-pathologischer Fille wﬁwﬁgaa_ﬁzwﬁsagaa auf the hair is added with the le

! igkeit der Bewe . ’ 1L pp. 157250 _
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cte
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Goldstein, Zeigen und Greifen, pp. 45366
12 1hid. This is a cerebellar case.
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manages to perform these concrete movements to order only provideq
that he places himself mentally in the actual situation to which they
correspond. The normal subject, on giving, to order, a military salute

sees in it no more than an experimental situation, and therefore
restricts the movement to its most important elements and does nog
throw himself into it."* He is using his body as a means to play acting;
he finds it entertaining to pretend to be a soldier; he escapes from
reality in the role of the soldier'* just as the actor slips his real body intg
the ‘great phantom’"® of the character to be played. The normal man
and the actor do not mistake imaginary situations for reality, but extri-
cate their real bodies from the living situation to make them breathe,
speak and, if need be, weep in the realm of imagination. This is what
our patient is no longer able to do. In the course of living, he says ‘T
experience the movements as being a result of the situation, of the
sequence of events themselves; myself and my movements are, so to
speak, merely a link in the whole process and I am scarcely aware of
any voluntary initiative . . . It all happens independently of me.” In the
same way, in order to make a movement to order he places himself ‘in
the affective situation as a whole, and it is from this that the movement
flows, as in real life’."® If his performance is interrupted and he has the
experimental situation recalled to him, all his dexterity disappears.
Once more kinetic initiative becomes impossible, the patient must first
of all ‘find” his arm, ‘find’, by the preparatory movements, the gesture
called for, and the gesture itself loses the melodic character which it
presents in ordinary life, and becomes manifestly a collection of partial
movements strung laboriously together. I can therefore take my place,
through the medium of my body as the potential source of a certain
number of familiar actions, in my environment conceived as a set of
manipulanda and without, moreover, envisaging my body or my sur-
rounding as objects in the Kantian sense, that is, as systems of qualities
linked by some intelligible law, as transparent entities, free from any
attachment to a specific place or time, and ready to be named or at least

" Goldstein, Uber die Abhingigkeit, p. 175.

'* . P. Sartre, L'Imaginaire, p. 243.

> Diderot, Paradoxe sur le Comédien.

'® Goldstein, Uber die Abhingigkeit, pp. 17 5—6.
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to look for a theatre of action and
no:n.wmﬁm movements: the space is giv
.mﬁ this moment; it is the Piece of lea
to be sewn’. The bench, scissors pi
the subject as poles of action: m:
delimit a certain situation, an o.vmb
a certain mode of resolution, a cer
more than an element ip the syste

ther ‘to be cut up’; it is the linip
eces of leather offer themselveg t
o.:mr their combined valyes Emo
E.Em:.oz Inoreover, which callg wow
tain kind of work. The body is 3
m of the subject and .

; .
Goldstein, [ber den Einfluss . . Pp. 167-206

to the vertical. In the case of passive movement, the subject
(hat there is movement but cannot say of what kind and in what
feels .on. Here again he resorts to active movements. The patient con-
%WMQM %.wﬁ he is lying down from the pressure of the mattress on his
clu wm or that he is standing from the pressure of the ground on his
bac%, If the two points of a compass are placed on his hand, he can
mm.mﬁ..umimw them only if he is allowed to rotate his hand, and bring first
%mM and then the other point into contact with his skin. If letters or
onzamm are traced out on his hand, he identifies them only provided
Mwﬁ he can himself move his hand, and it is not the movement of the
oint on his hand which he perceives, but conversely the movement of
Ma hand in relation to the point. This is proved by tracing on his left
hand normal letters, which are never recognized, then the mirrored
;mage of the same letters, which is immediately understood. The mere
touching of a paper rectangle or oval gives rise to no recognition,
whereas the subject recognizes the figures if he is allowed to make
exploratory movements to ‘spell out’ the shapes, to spot their ‘charac-
reristics” and to identify the object on this basis.”” How are we to co-
ordinate this set of facts and how are we to discover by means of it
what function, found in the normal person, is absent in the patient?
There can be no question of simply transferring to the normal person
what the deficient one lacks and is trying to recover. Illness, like child-
hood and ‘primitive’ mentality, is a complete form of existence and the
procedures which it employs to replace normal functions which have
been destroyed are equally pathological phenomena. It is impossible to
deduce the normal from the pathological, deficiencies from the substi-
tute functions, by a mere change of the sign. We must take substitu-
tions as substitutions, as allusions to some fundamental function that
they are striving to make good, and the direct image of which they fail
to furnish. The genuine inductive method is not a ‘differential
method’; it consists in correctly reading phenomena, in grasping their

HWHSSOS

“ Ibid., pp. 206-13.
** For example, the subject runs his fingers over an angle several times: ‘My fingers,” he

says, ‘move straight along, then stop, and then move off again in another direction: it is
an angle, it must be a right angle.’—Two, three, four angles, the sides are each two
centimetres long, so they are equal, all the angles are right angles . . . It's a dice.” Ibid.,
p- 195. Cf. pp. 187-206.
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Bmmib.m. that is, in treating them as modalities and variations of
subject’s total being. We observe that when the patient is questi e
about the position of his limbs or of a tactile stimulus %m tri s,
means of preparatory movements, to make his body 58. an ov.an_ >
present perception. Asked about the shape of an object in 8:8% H.Qo
his body, he tries to trace it out himself by following the outline MSE
object. Nothing would be more misleading than to suppose the bo o
person adopting similar procedures, differing merely in bein mOME&
.mbma by constant use. The kind of patient under consideration Mmﬁ o
in search of these explicit perceptions only in order to provide a mvof
tute for a certain mutual presence of body and object which is a m&: o
of normal experience and which we still have to reconstitute. It wmmmcg
mﬂum.ﬁ m<m.b in the normal person the perception of the _uoa.v\ NEQHMM
Mrum mnmwmn Hbammwwm M/MMH MWM Nwwmwﬁmc@ when &Qm is no movement.2!
G thies person can, in the absence of an
movements, always distinguish a stimulus applied to his head from !
mww:m& to his body. Are we to suppose that’? excitations felt as ¢ o
either from outside or from one’s own body have brought into NB:.Hm
that person, ‘kinaesthetic residua’ which take the place o% A
BoﬁBwEm.v But then how could data supplied by the sense of MMEMN
arouse kinaesthetic residua’ of a determinate kind unless the e
within themselves some characteristic which enables them w\ oMa:mm
unless they themselves, in other words, had some well amm Mmo,
.ovmncwm spatial significance?”® At least we can say that the bOaBMM. Ma
ject can immediately ‘come to grips’ with his body.* He enjoys th e
.Om his body not only in so far as it is involved in a concrete mwﬁwb Mcm.m
in a situation not only in relation to the tasks imposed by a mmwn m_;
_o.v. he is not open merely to real situations: for, over and mvowum all M.mw
his WO&\ is correlated with pure stimuli devoid of any practical bea ﬁ Ew
he is open to those verbal and imaginary situations which szbm.
choose @ himself or which may be suggested to him in the oo:wmmn MHM
an experiment. His body, when touched, is not presented to him as a

" Goldstein, Uber den Einfluss . . . , pp- 206-13.
* As Goldstein does, ibid., pp. 167-206.

23
. ct. supra the general discussion of the ‘association of ideas’ pp- 17 and fF.
A patient named Schneider says he needs Anhaltspunkte. o .
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(rical outline in which each stimulus occupies an explicit posi-

e
mmoaws& gchneider’s disease lies precisely in his need, in order to find
so:“zwﬁm he is being touched, to convert the bodily area touched into
out ¢ each stimulus applied to the body of the normal person

a shap® . ind of ‘potential movement’, rather than an actual one; the
¢ of the body in question sheds its anonymity, is revealed, by the
particular tension, as a certain power of action within

pre framework of the anatomical apparatus. In the case of the normal
Mwﬂw ect, the body is available not only in real situations into which it is
grawn. It can furn aside from the world, apply its activity to stimuli
which affect its sensory surfaces, lend itself to experimentation, and
mmbmﬂwzv\ speaking take its w._mnw in the realm of the potential. It is
pecause of its confinement within the actual that an unsound sense of
touch calls for special movements designed to localize stimuli, and for
(he same Teason the patient substitutes, for tactile recognition and per-
ception, a laborious decoding of stimuli and deduction of objects. For a
key, for instance, to appear as such in my tactile experience, a kind of
fulness of touch is required, a tactile field in which local impressions
may be co-ordinated into a shape just as notes are mere stepping-stones
in a melody; and that very viscosity of tactile data which makes the
pody dependent upon actual situations reduces the object to a collec-
ton of successive ‘characteristics’, perception to an abstract account,
recognition to a rational synthesis or a plausible conjecture, and strips
the object of its carnal presence and facticity. Whereas in the normal
person every event related to movement or sense of touch causes con-
sciousness to put up a host of intentions which run from the body as
the centre of potential action either towards the body itself or towards
the object, in the case of the patient, on the other hand, the tactile
impression remains opaque and sealed up. It may well draw the grasp-
ing hand towards itself, but does not stand in front of the hand in the
manner of a thing which can be pointed out. The normal person reckons
with the possible, which thus, without shifting from its position as a
possibility, acquires a sort of actuality. In the patient’s case, however,
the field of actuality is limited to what is met with in the shape of areal
contact or is related to these data by some explicit process of

deduction.
The analysis of ‘abstract movement’ in patients throws into relief this

sence of a
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3
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tion of all living perception. If the patient i
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out the sction and i serve _.“o omﬁ.m&:mr the objective. If the wc@mm ]
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pendicular to the maoﬁzw\ HHM MMMMHM. m_mzm. e woam.
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e BM”M Mwwwmww wmm&\ the patient finds in Mwm body %MW:M H
o L T ic wn.E& movement alone introduces &ﬁz
him he is like a speaker “WMOnH“WWMMH N wmamomg o Bl moy..
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e e Ucwwm%wmmﬁmwww MWMUE Egmmwm neither seeks nor mw,mwwm
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el e BmbHm‘ and &.mo since, if a fortuitous gesture
ey i e OMmBobr he is aware of it and can immedi
il it Nwo fortune to account. But if the order has -
R SMVM : im wbﬁ not m motor one, it does not noBBcMM
e R @QonBM Mbov.;m mcgwnﬁ he may well find in the shape
e mm illustration of the order given, but he own
pever convert (e ¢ Bom ,m of a movement into actual movement. What
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omething between movement as a third vmamms EOnmmM

J .
Goldstein, Uber den Einfluss . . ., pp. 213-22
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moment ago was the vehicle of the movement, now becomes its enq.
its motor project is no longer directed towards someone in the SOHE_
but towards my fore and upper arm, and my fingers; and it is &Snﬁma,
towards them, furthermore, in so far as they are capable of go&ﬁ:w
with their involvement in the given world and giving shape roung
about me to an imaginary situation, or even in so far as, wbamwm:amu&\
of any fictitious partner, I look with curiosity upon this strange signify.
ing contrivance and set it to work for my amusement.”” The abstrag
movement carves out within that plenum of the world in which cop,_
crete movement took place a zone of reflection and subjectivity; i
superimposes upon physical space a virtual or human space. Concree
movement is therefore centripetal whereas abstract movement is cen-
trifugal. The former occurs in the realm of being or of the actual, the
latter on the other hand in that of the virtual or the non-existent; ths
first adheres to a given background, the second throws out its owp
background. The normal function which makes abstract movemen
possible is one of ‘projection’ whereby the subject of movement keeps
in front of him an area of free space in which what does not naturally
exist may take on a semblance of existence. One knows of patients with
powers less seriously affected than Schneider’s who perceive forms,
distances and objects in themselves, but who are unable either to trace
in objects the directions which are useful from the point of view of
action, or to arrange them according to some given principle, or gen-
erally to assign to the spatial scene delimitations in human terms which
make it the field of our action. For instance, patients faced with a dead
end in a labyrinth have difficulty in finding ‘the opposite direction’. If a
ruler is laid between them and the doctor they cannot, to order, dis-
tribute the objects between ‘their side” and ‘the doctor’s side’. They are
very inaccurate in pointing out, on another person’s arm, the point
corresponding to the one stimulated on their own. Knowing that the
month is March and the day a Monday, they will have difficulty in
saying what the previous month and day were, though they may well

** Goldstein (Uber die Abhingigkeit . . ., pp. 160 and fF.) merely says that the background of
abstract movement is the body, and this is true in that the body during abstract move-
ment is no longer merely the vehicle, but becomes the aim of the movement. Neverthe-

less, by changing function, it also changes its existential modality and passes from the
actual to the possible.

rt the days and months in their correct order. They are

hea : . .
oW ww\ of comparing the number of units contained in two sets of
m . .
En\%&uw ced in front of them: they may count the same stick twice
a

sticks P Jse include in one set of sticks some which belong to the
or €

ove" Lo The reason is that all these operations require the same mvz..:%
1 out boundaries and directions in the given world, to mm.ﬁwgmw
g e e. to keep perspectives in view, in a world, to organize the
Jine$ of mom mb accordance with the projects of the present moment, to
give ,.29 the geographical setting a behavioural one, a system of
. ﬁmo outwardly expressive of the subject’s internal activity. For
Bme:m.mEm the world exists only as one readymade or congealed,
e @mﬁw ¢ the normal person his projects polarize the world, bring-
s&ﬁﬁ%. M: to view a host of signs which guide action, as notices in a
ing 28 E cw\am the visitor. This function of ‘projection’ or ‘summon-
chmﬁ,b mm sense in which the medium summons an absent person
ing’ (O Mm him to appear) is also what makes abstract movement pos-
iz szm in order to be in possession of my body independently of any
e k to be performed; in order to enjoy the use of it as the mood
wgen’ = in order to describe in the air a movement formulated only
Swwm W_mﬁ.ﬁ in terms of moral requirements. I must reverse the natural
MM&MOMMT.% in which the body stands to its mbiSbB.mdﬁ mba.w human
productive power must reveal itself through Em awdmﬁ\ of being. .
It is in these terms that the disorder discernible in the H.soégm.bﬁm. in
question may be described. But it may be thought that md.m &M.mnﬁvcon
(and this criticism has often been made of psychoanalysis) .Emmm:ﬁm
to us only the significance or essence of the &mmmmw and bo.ﬁ its cause.
Science, it may be objected, waits upon explanation, égnﬁ Bmﬂ:m
Jooking beneath phenomena for the circumstances upon which they

% van Woerkom, Sur la notion de I'espace (le sens géométrique), pp. 113—1 9. . "
3 Cf. for example, H. Le Savoureux, ‘Un philosophe en face &m, la Psychanalyse’, Nouvelle
Revue Frangaise, February 1939. ‘For Freud the mere fact of rmﬁsm related &Q:MSEM to
each other through plausible logical links is a sufficient confirmation that a psyc Mubw ,ﬁ-
ical interpretation, which means a psychological one, is soundly gmm@ .,:5 a O@MOS
of logical coherency as the criterion for accepting an .EHQQWSQOS Umimw Freu xwd
proof much nearer to metaphysical deduction than to scientific explanation - n
medical treatment of mental disease, psychological plausibility is regarded as practically

worthless in the investigation of causes (p. 31 8).
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depend, in accordance with the tried methods of induction. Here, for
example, we know that the motor disorders of Schneider are relateq W
far-reaching disorders of sight, which in turn arise from the OCCipity
injury which lies at the root of his condition. Schneider does no
recognize any object by merely looking at it.** His visual data are
almost-amorphous patches.”’ As for objects not in sight, he is unable s
form any visual image of them.** It is known, on the other hand, that
‘abstract’” movements become possible for the subject provided that he
keeps his eyes fixed on the limb which is to perform them.** Thus g,
remnant of volitional motility is aided by what remains of visual know,.
ledge. The famous methods of Mill might allow us to conclude here
that abstract movements and Zeigen are dependent on the power of
visual representation, whereas concrete movements, which are pre-
served by the patient as are those imitative movements, whereby he
compensates for his paucity of visual data, arise from the kinaesthetic
or tactile sense, which incidentally was remarkably exploited by
Schneider. It would appear, then, that the distinction between concrete
and abstract movement, like that between Greifen and Zeigen, is reducible
to the traditional distinction between tactile and visual, and the func-
tion of projection or evocation, which we brought to light above, to
perception and visual representation.*

** He succeeds only by being allowed ‘imitative movements’ (nachfahrende Bewegungen) of
the head, hands or fingers which sketch in the imperfect outline of the object. Gelb and

Goldstein, Zur Psychologie des optischen Wahrnehmungs-und Erkennungsvorganges, Psychologische Analysen
hirnpathologischer Fille, Chap. I.

* “The patient’s visual data lack any specific and characteristic structure. His impressions,

unlike those of a normal person’s, have no firm configuration; they have not, for
instance, the typical look of a “square”, a “triangle”, a “straight line” or a “curve”. Before
him he sees only patches in which his sight allows him to pick out only salient character-
istics, such as height and breadth and their relation to each other’. (Ibid., p. 77.) A
gardener sweeping a path fifty yards away is ‘a long streak with something moving
backwards and forwards towards the top of it’ (p. 108). In the street the patient dis-
tinguishes men from vehicles by the fact that ‘men are all the same; long and thin—
vehicles are wide, unmistakeably so, and much thicker’ (ibid.).

*Ibid., p. 116.

% Gelb and Goldstein, Uber den Einfluss . . ., pp- 213-22.

* It was in this sense that Gelb and Goldstein interpreted Schneider’s case in the first
works which they devoted to him (Zur Psychologic . . . and Uber den Einfluss). It will be seen
how subsequently (Uber die Abhingigkeit and particularly Zeigen und Greifen and the works
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Y7 Zeigen und Greifen, p. 456.
% Ibid., pp. 458-9.
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which are anatomically distinct and to which isolatable content
consciousness are supposed to correspond according to a genera]
tulate of ‘constancy’*® which expresses our natural ignorance of
selves. But, when taken up and systematically applied by science ¢
confused concepts hinder research and finally necessitate a ge
revision of these naive categories. In fact, the measuring of thres
tests functions prior to any specific identification of sensible qu
and to the elaboration of knowledge, the way in which the s
makes his surroundings exist for him, either as a pole of activi
the terminus of an act of seizure or expulsion, or else as a sp
and theme of knowledge. The motor disturbances of cerebella
and those of psychological blindness can be co-ordinated onl
identify the basis of movement and vision not as a collection of sepg.
ible qualities but as a certain way of giving form or structure to our
environment. We are led back by the very use of this inductive methogq
to ‘metaphysical’ questions which positivism would wish to avoiq
Induction succeeds only provided that it is not restricted to noting
things as present or absent, with concomitant variations, and that j
conceives and comprehends facts as subsumed under ideas not con-
tained in them. It is not a matter of choosing between a description of
the disorder which furnishes the meaning and an explanation which

provides the cause. There are, moreover, no explanations withoyt
comprehension.

Pos.

Our.,
rmwm
Nery)
holgg
mtﬁmm
vamnﬁ
ty anq
mnmwﬁm
T Caseg
Y if we

But let us make our objection more explicit. On examination it is
seen to be twofold.

1. The ‘cause’ of a ‘psychic fact’ is never another ‘psychic fact’
capable of being disclosed to straightforward observation. For example,
visual representation does not explain abstract movement, for it is itself
endowed with the same power of throwing out a spectacle which is
revealed in abstract movement and the act of pointing. Now this power
does not come under the senses, not even under any inner sense. Let it
be said provisionally that it is disclosed only to a certain kind of reflec-
tion, the nature of which we shall examine closely later. It follows that
psychological induction is not a mere Inventory of facts. Psychology
does not provide its explanations by identifying, among a collection of

% Cf. above, Introduction, p. 7.

he invariable and unconditioned antecedent. H.H no.bom?mw oM
facts ﬁw%&m facts in exactly the same way as induction n, physica
) not content to note empirical sequences, Qmwﬁmm. :o:om.m cap-
¢ co-ordinating facts. That is why, in @&8?05@ asin wgﬁn.m. T
able © .n an avail itself of any crucial experiment. Since explanation is
pductio” ‘ ed but created, it is never given with the fact, but is always
pot %moo/\mwovwzm Eﬁmawmmﬁwao:. So far we have merely applied to
mE%:\ L what has been fully demonstrated with regard to physical
w&%&%ﬁm w\o and our first complaint is against the empiricist manner of
indie Ew induction and against Mill's methods.
o <<m<<m shall see that this first objection covers a second on: In
2. Zwuomv\ it is not only empiricism that has to be obm:.mbmmw. Itis MH
ive method and causal thinking generally. The object o psye
B uch that it cannot possibly be expressed as the relations .Om
o8 : mﬁ variable. Let us make these two points clear in some detail.
?:.nco/wmeDOQnm Hm& Schneider’s motor disturbances are associated
,SMW large-scale deficiency of knowledge .m&bmm by visual HMmNdan\MM
fore tempted to regard psychological E_Dawmmm as distinety
&ﬂ%ﬁmm ure tactile behaviour, and, since consciousness of bodily
e om vaﬁwmnﬁ movement, which has potential space in view, are
e ﬁm HMOSE\ absent, we are inclined to conclude that the sense of
&Mynom alone gives us no experience of objective space.*' We shall then
. that touch by itself is not of a kind to provide a Vmowmwo.cba ﬁ.o
o ement, that is to say, to set out in front of the moving m:Em.Q his
MMMMHEH@ N'BQ arrival points in strict ﬂBESdmmaﬁ The ﬁm:mmﬁ Hmwwwm
provide for himself a ‘kinaesthetic vwnwmw.ocba ‘ GN means of p Ww "
tory movements, and is successful in thus marking’ the vom_m.oﬂ B -
body at the outset and in launching into the Bo<m5m.nr yett H_m H rHM. e
thetic background is precarious, and nocﬁ not momm%.? BMM e
ual background in constantly relating ﬂ,uococ 6 its @o,::w of dep e
and arrival throughout the movement’s duration. It is t aoéuwo Lo
gear by the movement itself and needs to be Hmm.ﬁoam& mm.mu mwo %ﬁ »
of the movement. That is why, as we might put it, Schneider’s abstr :
movements have lost their melodic flow, why they are made up o

ﬁmv\ OTO

* Cf. Brunschvicg, L'Expérience humaine et la Causalité physique, Part I.
' Gelb and Goldstein, Uber den Einfluss . . ., pp. 227-50.
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fragments placed end to end, and why they often ‘run off the rails’ on
the way. The practical field which Schneider lacks is none other thap
the visual field.” But in order to be justified in relating, in psychq.
logical blindness, the motor to the visual disturbance, and, in the nor.
mal subject, the projective function to vision as its invariable ang
unconditioned antecedent, then we must be sure that only the visyg)
data have been affected by the disease and that all other pre-conditiong
of behaviour, particularly tactile experience, have been left exactly a4
they were in the normal person. Can we confidently maintain this? At
this stage it becomes clear that the facts are ambiguous, that p
experiment is decisive and no explanation final. When we observe thy
a normal subject is capable of making abstract movements with his eyes
shut, and that the tactile experience of the normal person is sufficien,
to govern motility, it can always be retorted that the tactile data of the
normal person have received their objective structure from visual dat,
according to the old conception of the education of the senses. Whep
we observe that a blind person is able to localize stimuli on the surface of
his body and perform abstract movements—apart from the fact thas
there are examples of preparatory movements among the blind, the
reply can always be made that frequent associations have imparted the
qualitative colouring of kinaesthetic impressions to tactile ones and
welded the former into a quasi-simultaneous occurrence.* Indeed
many factors in the behaviour of patients* lead one to suspect moEm.
primary modification of tactile experience. For example, a subject may
know how to knock at a door, but he can no longer do so if the door is
hidden or merely out of reach. In the latter case, the patient cannot
perform the action of knocking or opening in a void, even if his eyes are
open and fixed on the door.*> How can we invoke visual failure here, when
the patient enjoys a visual perception of the objective which is ordinar-
ily sufficient to govern his movements more or less satisfactorily? Have
we not brought to light a primary disturbance of touch? Clearly, for an
object to be able to produce a movement it must be included in the

# Goldstein, Uber die Abhingigkeit, pp. 163 and ff.

* Goldstein, Uber den Einfluss . . ., pp. 244 and ff.

** 'We are here concerned with the case of S which Goldstein himself puts alongside the
Schneider case, in his book Uber die Abhingigkeit . . .

# Uber die Abhdngigkeit . . . , pp. 178-84.

e |

0 field of movement, and the disturbance consists of a shrinkage
feld, which is henceforth limited to objects actually touchable,
usive of that horizon of possible touch which surrounds them
ormal person. The deficiency would appear, in the last resort,
a function much deeper than vision, deeper too than touch

ived as a collection of given qualities. It appears to concern the
noa.n ) 's vital area: that opening upon the world which has the effect
m:EmnW:m objects at present out of reach count notwithstanding for
of 10 rmal person; they exist for him as touchable things and are part
%MMOEQE of movement. According to this hypothesis, when patients
owmmd\m their hand and the goal of their action throughout a move-
M:mbr? we must understand this not as a mere amplification of a
moHB& wHOanEm. for the recourse to vision is to be seen as necessi-
rated merely by the collapse of the sense of potential touch. But, on the
srictly inductive plane this interpretation, in which touch is primarily
involved, remains optional, and we may always prefer, with Goldstein,
1 different one: according to this the patient, wishing to strike, needs a
goal within physical reach, precisely because his sight, in which he is
Jeficient, is no longer adequate to provide a substantial background to
the movement. There is, then, no fact capable of decisively bearing out
that the tactile experience of patients is or is not identical with that of
normal people, and Goldstein’s conception, like the physical theory,
can always be reconciled with the facts, given some auxiliary hypoth-
esis. No rigorously exclusive interpretation is possible in psychology as

in this
Jnd excl

t

in physics.

However, if we look more closely, we shall see that the impossibility
of a decisive experiment, in psychology, is attributable to special
reasons. It arises from the very nature of the object under investigation,
namely behaviour, and leads to important consequences. Between the-
ories, neither of which is either ruled out or completely vindicated by
the facts, physics can nevertheless choose according to the degree of
probability, that is, according to the number of facts which each suc-
ceeds in co-ordinating without loading itself with auxiliary hypotheses
elaborated to meet the needs of the case. In psychology this criterion is
lacking: no auxiliary hypothesis is necessary, as we have seen, to

*Ibid., p. 150.
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explain in terms of visual disturbance the impossibility of the actiop
‘knocking’ in front of a door. Not only do we never arrive at o
exclusive interpretation (deficiency of sense of potential touch 3
deficiency of visual world), but, what is more, we necessarily have ;
mo with equally probable interpretations because ‘visual am?,mmm:ﬂsozﬂ.o
abstract movement’ and ‘sense of potential touch’ are only %mamwmm,
names for one and the same central phenomenon. Hence psycholo H
not in the same position as physics; that is to say, confined éamnm W\r;
probability of inductions, it is unable to choose, even on the basis :
plausibility, between hypotheses which from a strictly inductive vowg,
of view remain incompatible. For an induction, even when it is Bmwmwz
.@wovwzm. to remain a possibility, the ‘visual representation’ or 9<
tactile perception’ must be the cause of the abstract movement |
alternatively both must be effects of another cause. The three or m_oo~
terms must be able to be considered from the outside and we must W
able to pick out the correlative variations. But if they should E,o<m
incapable of being isolated, if each of them presupposed the rest Em
failure involved would not be a failure of empiricism or of m:mBU.ﬁm Hm
find a decisive experiment, it would be the failure of the Eacns,\o
method or of causal thinking in the realm of psychology. We QE@
arrive at the second point that we were trying to make. m
(ii) If, as Goldstein recognizes, the co-existence of the tactile with
the visual data, in the case of the normal person, modifies the former
sufficiently to enable them to provide a background for abstract
movement, the tactile data of the patient, which are cut off from the
visual contribution, cannot be forthwith identified with those of the
normal person. Tactile and visual data, says Goldstein, are not juxta-
posed in the normal person; the former derive from the proximity of
the latter a ‘qualitative colouring’ which they have lost for Schneider. It
follows, he adds, that the study of the purely tactile is impossible as ,mwﬁ
as &m normal person is concerned, and that derangement alone
wHoSQWm w NEQEH@ of what tactile experience reduced to itself would
comprise.”” The conclusion is sound, but it amounts to maintaining
that the word ‘touch’ has not the same meaning applied to the normal
as to the abnormal subject, that the ‘purely tactile’ is a pathological

*7 Uber den Einfluss . . ., pp. 227 and ff.

non which does not enter as a component into normal
¢ is further implied that illness, by disturbing the visual
. on, has not disclosed the pure essence of touch, that it has indeed
?nnmmm.% e whole of the subject’s experience, or, if one prefers it put
his Way. that there is not in the normal subject a tactile experience

in ¢ 5 visual one, but an integrated experience to which it is
ossible to gauge the contribution of each sense. The experiences
jated by touch in psychological blindness have nothing in com-
with those which touch mediates in the normal subject, and
set really deserves to be called ‘tactile’ data. Tactile experience is
dition apart which might be kept constant while the ‘visual’
@%mﬁmbnm was varied with a view to pinning on to each its own
causality, 10T is behaviour a function of these variables. It is on the
contrary presupposed in defining them just as each is presupposed
in defining the other.*® Psychological blindness, deficiency of sense
h and motor disturbances are three expressions of a more
1 disturbance through which they can be understood and

imp
am&
BOS
Em:_umﬁ
ot & com

of touc
fundamenta

# On the conditioning of sensory data by motility, cf. Structure du Comportement, p. 41, and
the experiments which show that a dog when chained up does not perceive as does a dog
free in its MOVements. The procedures of traditional psychology are strangely mixed, in
the writings of Gelb and Goldstein, with the concrete emphasis derived from Gestalt
w&&royomvﬁ They recognize clearly enough that the perceiving subject reacts as a whole,
but the totality is conceived as a mixture and touch receives from its co-existence with
sight only a ‘qualitative colouring’, whereas according to the spirit of Gestalt psych-
ology, two sensory realms can communicate only by becoming absorbed as inseparable
constituents into an intersensory system. Now if tactile data, along with visual ones,
make up a composite formation, it is clearly on condition that they themselves, on their
own wﬁo:ba‘ bring into being a spatial organization, for otherwise the connection
between touch and sight would be an external association, and the tactile data would
remain, in the total configuration, what they are taken each in isolation—two con-
sequences equally ruled out by Gestalt theory. It is fair to add that, in another work
(Bericht tiber den IX Kongress fiir experimentelle Psychologie in Miinchen, Die psycholo-
gische Bedeutung pathologischer Storungen der Raumwahrnehmung), Gelb himself points out the
inadequacy of the work which we have just analysed. We may not even speak, he says, of
2 coalescence of touch and sight in the normal subject, or even make any distinction
between these two components in reactions to space. Both pure tactile and pure visual
experience, with its space of juxtaposition and its represented spaces, are products of
analysis. There is a concrete manipulation of space in which all senses collaborate in
an ‘undifferentiated unity’ (p. 76) and the sense of touch is ill-adapted only to the
theoretical knowledge of space.
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not three component factors of morbid behaviour. Visual represeng,
tions, tactile data and motility are three phenomena which stand oy
sharply within the unity of behaviour. When, by reason of the fact thy

they show correlated variations, we try to explain one in terms of thy

other, we forget, for example, that the act of visual representation, a5 i
proved in cerebellar cases, already presupposes the same power of Pro.
jection as is seen in abstract movement and in the act of pointing ¢
and thus we beg the question. Inductive and causal thought, by vesting
in vision or touch or any one de facto datum the power of Eo_.mnzoa_
which is found in them all, conceals that power from us and blinds U
to that dimension of behaviour which is precisely the one with whicy

g

psychology is concerned. In physics, the establishment of a lay
requires the scientist to conceive the idea under which the facts are o
be co-ordinated, and this idea, which is not found in the facts, wi]|

never be verified by any conclusive experiment, and will never be Mmopg
than probable. But it is still the idea of a causal link, in the sense of 3

relationship of function to variable. Atmospheric pressure had to be
invented but, after all, it was still a third person process, the function of
a certain number of variables. In so far as behaviour is a form, in which

'visual’ and ‘tactile contents’, sensibility and motility appear only g

inseparable moments, it remains inaccessible to causal thought and iy
capable of being apprehended only by another kind of thought, thy;
which grasps its object as it comes into being and as it appears to the

person experiencing it, with the atmosphere of meaning then sur.

rounding it, and which tries to infiltrate into that atmosphere in order
to discover, behind scattered facts and symptoms, the subject’s whole

being, when he is normal, or the basic disturbance, when he is a
patient.

We cannot explain disturbances in the power of abstract movement

in terms of loss of visual contents, nor, consequently, the function of

projection in terms of the actual presence of these contents. So one
method alone still seems possible: it consists in reconstituting the basic
disturbance by going back from the symptoms not to a cause which is
itself observable, but to a reason or intelligible condition of possibility
for the state of affairs. It involves treating the human subject as an
irresolvable consciousness which is wholly present in every one of its
manifestations. If the disturbance is not to be related to the contents, it

ed to the form of knowledge; if psychology is not empiri-

wplicative, it ought to be rationalistic and reflective. In exactly
cist and ¢ ,Wmv\ as the act of naming,” the act of pointing out presup-
the mmamm: the object, instead of being approached, grasped and
mommm ﬁ& by the body, is kept at a distance and stands as a picture in
mdmolumm the patient. Plato still allowed the empiricist the power of

0 : -
front g a finger at things, but the truth is that even this silent gesture
iptin . ; i i
onﬁ ossible if what is pointed out is not already torn from instant
is {mP ce and monadic existence, and treated as representative

ous existen o es
; revious appearances in me, and of its simultaneous appearanc
of its P

in other words, subsumed under some category and pro-
l o%ma‘%m status of a concept. If the patient is no longer able to point
moted 19 art of his body which is touched, it is because he is no longer
© moa.dmﬁﬁ face to face with an objective world, and can no longer take
a suble tegorial attitude’.* In the same way, abstract movement is
W mm in so far as it presupposes awareness of an objective, is
P by that awareness, and is movement for itself. Indeed it is not
e oM owm by any existing object, but is clearly centrifugal, outlining
uigge” a gratuitous intention which has reference to one’s own body,
” %.mnm m% object of it instead of going through it to link up with
B&ammg means of it. It is, then, diffused with a power of objectifica-
MMMW, ‘symbolical function’ ! a ‘representative mcd.nao?.m.w a @,omf,\ma o.m
.@8?805; 3 which is, moreover, already at work in mou,ﬂ:pw t Mbmm .
[t consists in treating sense-data as ngw:x wmwammmﬁmc,.\m. an Mmo
collectively representative of an ‘eidos’; in m::.cm a Bm&:wm tot .mmm
data, in breathing a spirit into them, in mv\mﬁﬁmsﬁbm ﬁrm‘B_ i nmwﬁzum
a plurality of experiences round one ESEWHE@ .83. in Udme.m to
light in them an identifiable unity when seen in a_mﬁmwﬁ @mam@wnsém.
To sum up, it consists in placing beneath the flow of :bwammm_o.bm an
explanatory invariant, and in giving a form to the stuff oﬁ., experience.
Now it is not possible to maintain that consciousness has 9.5 power, it is
this power itself. As soon as there is consciousness, and in order that

an

¥ Cf Gelb and Goldstein, Uber Farbennamenamnesie.

% Gelb and Goldstein, Zeigen und Greifen, pp. 456~7.
*' Head.

** Bournan and Griinbaum.

¥ Van Woerkom.
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there may be consciousness, there must be something to be congg

oaw
thyg
O
Puyg

of, an intentional object, and consciousness can move towardg
object only to the extent that it ‘deralizes’ itself and throws itself iy
only if it is wholly in this reference to . . . something, only if it is 5
meaning-giving act. If a being is consciousness, he must be noth;

but a network of intentions. If he ceases to be definable in terms of K
act of sense-giving, he relapses into the condition of a thing, the HEEW
being precisely what does not know, what slumbers in absolute ign R
ance of itself and the world, what consequently is not a true ‘self” ; %
for-itself’, and has only a spatio-temporal form of EESQEME‘.@ :
existence in itself.** Consciousness, therefore, does not admit of ammw i
If the patient no longer exists as a consciousness, he must then exig; mom.
thing. Either movement is movement for itself, in which case MHM

stimulus’ is not its cause but its intentional object—or else it disinge,

grates and is dispersed in existence in itself, and becomes an objecy,
process in the body, whose phases are successive but unknown to mmnm
other. The special status of concrete movements in illness is explaineq
by seeing them as reflexes in the traditional sense. The patient’s hang
meets the point on his body where the mosquito has settled becaygg
pre-established nerve circuits, not the excitation, control the reaction
Actions performed in the course of his work are preserved because 9@.
are dependent upon firmly rooted conditioned reflexes. They persist ip
spite of psychic deficiencies because they are movements in them.
selves. The distinction between concrete and abstract movement
between Greifen and Zeigen comes down to that between the E&io..
logical and the psychic, existence in itself and existence for itself **

** Husserl has often been credited with this distinction. In fact, it is found in Descartes
and Kant. In our opinion Husserl's originality lies beyond the notion of intentionality; it
is to be found in the elaboration of this notion and in the discovery, beneath the
intentionality of representations, of a deeper intentionality, which others have called
existence.

* Gelb and Goldstein sometimes tend to interpret phenomena in this sense. They have
done more than anyone to go beyond the traditional dualism of automatism and con-
sciousness. But they have never named this third term between the psychic and the physio-
logical, between the for itself and the in itself to which their analyses always led them and
which we call existence. Hence their earliest works often fall back on the traditional
dichotomy of body and consciousness: “The act of seizing is, much more than that of
pointing, determined by relationships existing between the organism and its surrounding

o shall see that in reality the first distinction, far from covering
nd, is incompatible with it. Every ‘physiological explan-
ds to become generalized. If the grasping action or the con-
nt is guaranteed by some factual connection between
he skin and the motor muscles which guide the hand, it

oach PO It to see why the same nerve circuit communicating a scarcely
m%mmnc movement to the same muscles should not guarantee the
re of Zeigen as it does the movement of Greifen. Between the mos-
ich pricks the skin and the ruler which the doctor presses on
¢, the physical difference is not great enough to explain
he grasping movement is possible, but the act of pointing impos-

why ﬁ‘_&m wo ‘stimuli’ are really distinguishable only if we take into
sible ¢ their affective value or biological meaning, and the two
%nocnmmm cease to merge into one another only if we consider the Zeigen
R%me Greifen as two ways of relating to the object and two types of
%m in the world. But this is precisely what cannot be done once we
WM“NMmacoma the living body to the condition of an object. If it is once
conceded that it may be the seat of third person processes, nothing in
pehaviour can be reserved for consciousness. Both gestures and move-
mens, employing as they do the same organ-objects, the same nerve-
objects, must be given their place on the map of interiorless processes,

Bo,\mam

{e
ae it on b

feld . . . ;itislessa question of relations consciously formed than of immediate reactions

we are here concerned with a much more vital process, one describable in bio-
wm%.n& language as primitive.” (Zeigen und Greifen, p. 459.) ‘The act of seizing remains
completely insensitive to modifications affecting the conscious part of this performance,
1 any deficiency of simultaneous apprehension (in psychological blindness), to the
instability of perceived space (in cerebellar cases), to disturbances of sensitivity (in
certain cortical lesions), because it is not carried out in this objective domain. It is
preserved as long as the peripheral excitations are still sufficient to govern it accurately.’
(2¢igen und Greifen, p. 460.) Gelb and Goldstein question the existence of localizing reflex
movements (Henri), but only in so far as there might be a tendency to regard them as
innate. They retain the idea of an ‘automatic localization not inclusive of any awareness
of space, since it operates even during sleep” (thus conceived as total unconsciousness). It
is certainly ‘learnt’ from the time of comprehensive reactions of the whole body to tactile
stimuli in babyhood—but this apprenticeship is conceived as the accumulation of ‘kines-
thetic residues’ which are ‘awakened’ in the normal adult by external excitations, and
which direct him towards the appropriate outlets (Uber den Einfluss . . ., pp. 167-206). In
correctly performing the actions required by his trade, Schneider shows that they are
habitual totalities which demand no consciousness of space (ibid., pp. 221-2).
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m.da Mcmmima in the compactly woven stuff of ‘physiologi
tions’. Does not the patient who, in doing his job, mo @Q_.no
towards a tool lying on the table, displace the se a.smbﬁ/\mmmgm‘
mxmn%\‘ as he would have to do to perform the wvmmﬁmnﬁ Hwo s a
mxaa%wm it? Does not an everyday gesture involve a series om e o
nomﬂmnzosm and innervations? It is therefore impossible to ) B.cwoﬁﬁ
mrv\m.ﬂo_.omwnm_ explanation. On the other hand, it is impos mm %
mm.ﬁ limits to consciousness. If we relate the wnﬁ of WEMH e %
sciousness, if once the stimulus can cease to be the owﬁMm of %pm : 5
and become its intentional object, it becomes Eno:nﬂﬁvm ey
mon.& ever function as a pure cause or that the movement sh e !
be blind. For if ‘abstract’ movements are possible, in which ¢ ocE. e
ness of &m starting and finishing points is present, we chw:mﬂoﬁ,
MVOBQ:_E our life know where our body is sm%ocm having to ” M\mg
m<ww ,MMH HMMWMNH. Hoogmnm moved from its place during our vam:MQ
fren automa Mwam:a must therefore announce themselveg -
s omm_ which means that there never occur, in our bog; =
movemen MwE t Mamm?mm. And if all objective space is for Eﬁm:mnmﬁ
ss only, we must find the categorical attitude even i .
movement of grasping itself.*® Like physiological causalit .
mm_m.mémwmbmmm has nowhere to start. We must either reject : w m::\& .
mxw_mzmco.: or admit that it is all-inclusive—either amus nva@.oHomS&
or m.nomwﬂ it as comprehensive. We cannot relate anw:w\ Bo<onzm:mmm
vo.nEv\ mechanism and others to consciousness. The bod mBMEm N
scipusmesy it not mutually limiting, they can be onl . mm e
physiological explanation becomes generalized i A .>3
physiology, any achievement of self-awaren .58 i T
psychology, and mechanistic physiology or Eﬁmmm ::o. R,
bring behaviour down to the same uniform HM/\ m_ngm%mﬁ .wmv\nwowo@\
distinction between abstract and concrete EoﬁMHmMM UMNWM@MCM .%m
4 eigen

56
Goldstein hims
g i Nm_ﬁ who tended (as we have seen in the preceding note) to relate Greif
o e e y . eigen to the categorical attitude, is forced to go back on this ‘expl §
. The act of grasping, he says, may ° e e
, , may ‘be performed to ord i

I rder, and the patient tries to
Mm ) Mncma ; to Mo so he does not need to be aware of the point in space Hwéwam whict
i : ich

rward his hand, but he nevertheless has a feeling of orientation in spa 4

pace . . .

(Zeigen und Greifen, p. 461). The ac i
D . t of grasping, as fc i j 4
a categorial and conscious attitude’ Og%. % MM%E& ol subjecs el demand®

g, |
hayg
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This distinction can survive only if there are several ways for the

ral ways for consciousness (0 be consciousness. As long as the
uniformly

QRR%.
o bed body, seve
%% i defined in terms of existence in-itself, it functions
echanism, and as long as the mind is defined in terms of pure
for-itself, it knows only objects arrayed before it. The distinc-
petween abstract and concrete movement is therefore not to
onfused with that between body and consciousness; it does
 belong O the same reflective dimension, but finds its place only in
w0 gical phenomena introduce vari-

e vmgﬁoﬁﬁ dimension. Patholo
jons pefore our eyes in something which is not the pure awareness of
2

4 object- Any diagnosis, like that of intellectualist psychology, which
ces here @ collapse of consciousness and the freeing of automatism, or
wm&n that of an empiricist psychology of contents, would leave the

{ E&meE& disturbance untouched.

The intellectualist analysis, here as everywhere, is less false than

abstract. It is true that the ‘symbolic function’ or the ‘representative

?:nao:, underlies our movements, but it is not a final term for analy-
oundwork. The mistake of intellectualism

{ too rests on a certain gr
make it self-subsistent, to remove it from the stuff in which it is

jo?
pe ©

gis. I

is Lo
Hmw:NmP and to recognize in us, as a non-derivative entity, an undis-
qanced presence in the world. For, using this consciousness, an entirely

sness, this intentionality which admits of no
starting point, everything that separates us
from the real world—error, sickness, madness, in short incarnation—is
reduced to the status of mere appearance. Admittedly intellectualism
does ot bring consciousness into being independently of its material.
For example it takes great care not to introduce behind the word, the
Jction and the perception, any ‘symbolic consciousness’ as the com-
mon and numerically sole form of linguistic, perceptual and motor
material. There is no ‘general symbolic faculty’, says Cassirer,”’ and
tion does not seek to establish between pathological

analytical reflec
phenomena relating to perception, language and action a ‘community
1 meaning’.*® Just because it has finally

in being’, but a ‘community 1
wobmvﬂ\osa causal thought and realism, intellectualist psychology

gransparent consciou
degrees of more or less, as a

¥ Symbolvermogen schlechthin, Cassirer, Philosophie der symbolischen Formen, 111, p. 320.

S8 & e P ¥ se: B " R
Gemeinsamkeit im Sein, Gemeinsamkeit im Sinn, ibid.
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would be i
o ownw_u_m .ﬂo see the meaning or essence of illness, and reco
Sriv\r | o:mnﬂucmbmmm which is not evident on the plane of bej x
ich is vouched for, in it .
- : S OWn eyes, on 8
distinction between community in W i ﬁw o o muh wE&z
eing and community i
I Seng
e

autonomous are, WOH @HWOHHONH UCH @Om@m~ m@CH(m_mmwm o an m.dmﬁ aAC!

MM:Omv %,H.OE i \ i W v\ \% v\ _ ) ‘
U@ﬁAquH@m HHWWWHHHE,ON.U.H N.HH& MHHGOEHUH@T i HHH «
e . . sciousness FU a .
’ ar

consciousnesses— : ‘s ie
ses—morbid, primitive, childlike consciousness, th ty of
.

sciousness .

e of Mﬁrmmm cannot be taken seriously, there is nothin

P understood, one thing alone makes sense: the pure g to by

ot %mommbmmm. None of these consciousnesses could fail to m%wwmunm,
. The lunatic, behind his ravings, hi ect

; : ’ gs, his obsessions and li 9

is raving, that he is allowi ; ies, knows th,

4 ing himself to be h at he
that he is lying, i . aunted by an obsess;
N Mm .ﬂfdm. in short he is not mad, he thinks he is. All is then Mmmﬂo:.

and 1 i Q . s
- mmﬂbzv\ is only perversion of the will. The analysis OM by
o ; . ¢ 0
B &mowao i bmw once it ends with the symbolic function, id m:ﬁ.mrm
TS . \
s on Mm the same, %Ezbm aphasia, apraxia and agnosia® Hw mw
as no way of distinguishi . ol
It then becomes cbamwmw\mdamzo ﬂmﬂymmgbm them from schizophrenia ®
. at doctors and : y
declin invita ; psychologists
thi Mgm invitation to intellectualism and fall back, for SME mwo:E
ng better ! Ol any-
e Hmu o Om. mom. Hba. attempts at causal explanation which at least r@
o 5 . M&Em ry.swo MoooE: what is peculiar to illness, and to mM,M
, which by this means gi ' ¢
: give at any rate the illusi
ossessin e illusion
Mﬁnz m_m me& .wmozimamm. Modern pathology shows that there i e
oE.o%\_u mwﬁ:& disturbance, but it shows equally that each one i m :_o

t . . 1S col-

1l m@ﬁmw\wm M< Mwnﬁo_, of behaviour which it principally attacks.®’ Even if

, when closely observed, is seen to involve disturbances of

ﬂm, m,OH mme@MQ Cassi ilo. holischer ). \%
1Ter, Philosophie der S i
Symbol ins. Y F rmen, :ﬁ nwumﬁ H. mvalgo_om_.m des
One can indeed imagine an intellectualis erpreta N zophr wih
60 g 3 $ ion. of schi 3
p: & parenia ic

would equate the atomisti
o . .
i : mistic conception of time and the loss of the fi i
of the categorial attitude. e el

61
Structure du Comportement, pp. 91 and ff.

MNm i

consciou assage Irom T ) Q T & m Em |
S passag fr the existential order to the order o Va m. u
Qp@ trans WMCwQOU whi W ﬁ o TL Dm
v hich allows meaning and value to be d q
mn_m G
ama
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; axic kinds; if all apraxiaf involves linguistic and
th muoun. (urbances, and all agnosiaf disturbances of language and
¢ remains that the core of these disorders is here to be
Jomain of language, there in that of perception, and
of action. When we invoke in all these cases the

we are, it is trug, characterizing the structure com-
tructure should not be

acti i the
in that

else™ . qunetions
different derangements, but this s
m the stuff through which on each occasion it is realized,

at least in great measure. After all Schneider’s trouble

metaphysical, for it was a shell splinter which
e back of the head. The damage to his sight was
¢ it would be ridiculous, as we have said, to explain all the
sert .encies in terms of the visual one as their cause; but no less
think that the shell splinter directly struck symbolic
was through his sight that mind in him was impaired.
s has been discovered whereby we can link the
.in and the essence OF meaning of the disturbance; until some
ag: is found for a concrete essence, & structure of illness which shall

Qmm—D.HSOHH ) . ] .
m%:wmm both its generality and its particularity, until wrm:oBmsowom«\

pecomes genetiC @Wmsogobowom? unhelpful reversions tO causal
thott ralism will remain justified. Our problem therefore

ght and natu
becomes clearer. The task for us is to conceive, between the linguistic,
percept en to them or the

ual and motor contents and the form giv
symbolic function which breathes life into them, a relationship which
shall be neither the reduction of form to content, nor the subsuming of
autonomous form. We need to understand both how

content under an
particular contents—

schneider’s complaint everywhere overshoots

visual, tactile and motor—of his experience, and how it nevertheless

attacks the symbolic function only through the specially chosen

% Gnosia: The perceptive faculty, enabling one tO recognize the form and nature of

persons and things (Translator’s note).
1 Apraxia: (1) A disorder of voluntary movement, consisting in a More or less complete

poseful movements, notwithstanding the preservation of mus-

incapacity to execute pur
ncgvoﬁmﬁ sensibility, and co-ordination in general. (ii) A psychomotor defect in

which one is unable to apply toits proper use an object which one is nevertheless able to

name and the uses of which one can describe (Translator’s note).

1 Agnosia: Absence of ability to recognize the form and nature of persons and things, or

the perceptive faculty ﬁqw:m?ﬁomm note).
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material provided by sight. The senses and one’s own body

8eney,
present the mystery of a collective entity which, without mvmbaoww_
its thisness and its individuality, puts forth beyond itself BmmEE
n

§

capable of providing a framework for a whole series of thoughys

experiences. Although Schneider’s trouble affects motility and Eocﬁa
as well as perception, the fact remains that what it damages, Particy] mmr
in the domain of thought, is his power of apprehending EBESsmo:&
wholes, and in the matter of motility, that, so to speak, of takip EH
bird’s-eye view of movement and projecting it outside himself Hw .
then in some sense mental space and practical space which are amy,
troyed or impaired, and the words themselves are a sufficient E&nmw
tion of the visual origin of the disturbance. Visual trouble is ney ﬁm ‘
cause of the other disturbances, particularly that directly affec .
thought. But neither is it a mere consequence of them. Visual COnteng
moreover, are not the cause of the function of projection, but neither
sight a mere opportunity given to Mind to bring into play a POower j
itself unconditioned. Visual contents are taken up, utilized and sublim, ‘
ated to the level of thought by a symbolical power which transcenq
them, but it is on the basis of sight that this power can be constitugeg
The relationship between matter and form is called in phenomeng.
logical terminology a relationship of Fundierung: the symbolic functiop
rests on the visual as on a ground; not that vision is its cause, b
because it is that gift of nature which Mind was called upon to make
use of beyond all hope, to which it was to give a fundamentally ney
meaning, yet which was needed, not only to be incarnate, but in order
to be at all. Form integrates within itself the content until the latter
finally appears as a mere mode of form itself, and the historical stages
leading up to thought as a ruse of Reason disguised as Nature. But
conversely, even in its intellectual sublimation, content remains in the
nature of a radical contingency, the initial establishment or founda- :
tion® of knowledge and action, the first laying hold of being or value,
whose concrete richness will never be finally exhausted by knowledge
and action, and whose spontaneous method they will ceaselessly
reapply. This dialectic of form and content is what we have to restore,
or rather, since ‘reciprocal action’ is as yet only a compromise with

QDW ,

% We are translating Husserl’s favourite word: Stiftung.

ought, and a nowgw&o‘ﬁoi\ wiunw@_.m. we have 6 describe @m
ces under which this contradiction is conceivable, which
e, the perpetual re-ordering of fact and hazard by a
pon-existent before and without those circumstances.®’
o want {0 observe what underlies the ‘symbolic function’ itself,
frst of all realize that even intelligence is not reconcilable with
ism. What impairs thought in Schneider’s case is not that he
\ able of perceiving concrete data as specimens of a unique eidos,
is inc@P psuming them under some category, but on the contrary, that
mwcam_mﬂm them only by a quite explicit subsumption. It is notice-
: example, that the patient does not understand even such
alogies as: ‘fur is to cat as plumage is to bird’, or ‘light is to
as heat is tO stove’, or ‘eye is to light and colour as ear is to
mﬁ%a ' In the same way he cannot understand, in their metaphorical
souncs mnw common expressions as ‘the chair leg” or ‘the head of a
mmmma, Mﬁwocmr he knows what part of the object is indicated by these
- mmp It may happen that normal subjects of equal educational stand-
MMNR. no more able to explain the analogy, but this is for diametrically
%momma reasons. It is easier for the normal subject to understand the
analogy than to analyse it, whereas the patient manages to understand
only when he has made it explicit by recourse to conceptual analysis.
‘He looks for . . . a common material characteristic from which he can
infer, as from a middle term, the identity of the two relationships’.**
for example, he thinks about the analogy between eye and ear and

S muﬁmmmﬂn

reasO”

If W
we must
n:wnﬁs&

A 1,
sl mdmbm 4

@ Gee below third part. E. Cassirer clearly has the same aim when he takes Kant to task for
having most of the time analysed only an ‘intellectual sublimation of experience” (Philoso-
phie der Symbolischen Formen, T. III, p. 14), when he tries to express, through the notion of
symbolic pregnancy, the absolute simultaneity of matter and form, or when he adopts
for his own purposes Hegel's declaration that the mind carries and preserves its past in
the depths of its present. But the relationships between the various symbolic forms
remain ambiguous. One always wonders whether the function of Darstellung is a stage in
the return to itself of an eternal consciousness, the shadow of the function of Bedeutung—
or whether, on the contrary, the function of Bedeutung is an unforesecable amplification
of the first constitutive ‘wave’. When Cassirer takes up the Kantian formula according to
which consciousness can analyse only what it has synthesized, he is manifestly returning
to intellectualism despite the phenomenological and even existential analyses which his
voow contains and which we shall have occasion to use.

ke Benary, Studien zur Untersuchung der Intelligenz bei einem Fall von Seelenblindheit, p. 262.
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clearly does not understand it until he can say: ‘The eye and the ¢
both sense organs, therefore they must give rise to something simj

ar mwm

lar;
we described analogy as the apperception of two given terms up amﬂz
4

co-ordinating concept, we should be giving as normal a pro
which is exclusively pathological, and which represents the roun
way in which the patient makes good the normal cuamwmmm:&:w of
analogy. “This freedom in choosing a tertium comparationis on the Patienp,

OOQCwm
QWTOCﬁ

part is the opposite of the intuitive formation of the image in the NOrm,
subject: the latter seizes a specific identity in conceptual structures, f,
him the living processes of thought are symmetrical and mutually com
plementary. Thus does he ‘catch’ the essential feature of the anal
and one may always wonder whether a subject does not remain ah
understand, even when this understanding is not adequately eXPresseq
through the formulation and clarification which he provides.’** Living
thought, then, does not consist in subsuming under some category. The
category imposes on the terms brought together a meaning externa] to
them. It is by drawing upon already constituted language and upon th,
sense-relationships which it holds in store that Schneider succeeds in
relating eye to ear as ‘sense-organs’. In normal thought eye and ear ape
immediately apprehended in accordance with the analogy of their func.
tion, and their relationship can be fixed in a ‘common characteristic’
and recorded in language only because it has first been perceived in it
origin in the singularity of sight and hearing,

It will perhaps be objected that our criticism is valid only against 5
summary intellectualism which absorbs thought into a purely logical
activity, whereas analytical reflection goes back to the origin of predi-
cation, finding behind the judgement of inherence that of relation,
behind subsumption, seen as a mechanical and formal operation, the
categorial act whereby thought bestows upon the subject the meaning
expressed in the predicate. Thus our criticism of the categorial func-
tion, it might be said, does nothing but reveal, behind the empirical
use of the category, a transcendental use without which indeed the first
is incomprehensible. The distinction, however, between the empirical
and transcendental use conceals the problem rather than solves it. Crit-
ical philosophy duplicates the empirical operations of thought with a

1
r

YEY
Mm to

* Benary, Studien zur Untersuchung der Intelligenz bei einem Fall von Seelenblindheit, p. 263.

i
i

nscendental activity which has the task of bringing about all those
wn%mmmm for which empirical thought provides the elements. But

me: I think something at the present moment, the guarantee of a
) -temporal synthesis is insufficient and even unnecessary as a basis
no

of Y thought. It is now, in the living present that %w synthesis has to
effected, otherwise thought would be cut off from its transcendental
» mises. It cannot therefore be asserted that when I think I take my
Emmm once more in the eternal subject which I have never ceased to be.
WW the true subject of thought is the person who achieves &m conver-
;on and resumption of action at this very moment, and it is he who
Mnmw%mm his own life into the non-temporal ghost. We need ﬁrmam,moam
10 understand how temporal thought links up with :mmﬁ and _u.HEmm
sbout its own synthesis. The fact that the normal subject immediately
grasps that the eye is to sight as the ear is to hearing shows that the eye
and ear are immediately given to him as means of m.mnmmm to one mbm the
came world, and furthermore that one world is mow, him mdﬁm@mmmwom?\mq
celf-evident, so that the equivalence of the sense-ongans and &QH
inalogy is to be read off from things and can be réa before being
conceived. The Kantian subject posits a world, but, in order to be able
10 assert a truth, the actual subject must in the first place have a <<.o~E
or be in the world, that is, sustain round about it a system of BmwﬂEmm
whose reciprocities, relationships and involvements do not require to
pe made explicit in order to be exploited. When I move about my
house, I know without thinking about it that walking towards ﬁ.rm
bathroom means passing near the bedroom, that looking at the win-
dow means having the fireplace on my left, and in this mBmﬁ world
each gesture, each perception is immediately located in H.m_m:os .ﬁo a
great number of possible co-ordinates. When I chat with a .mzmwa
whom I know well, each of his remarks and each of mine contains, in
addition to the meaning it carries for everybody else, a host of refer-
ences to the main dimensions of his character and mine, without our
needing to recall previous conversations with each .oﬁrmﬁ These
acquired worlds, which confer upon my experience its m.mnowamj\
meaning, are themselves carved out of a primary éoHE. érwov is the
basis of the primary meaning. In the same way there is 2 world of
thoughts’, or a sediment left by our mental processes, which mb.mzmm us
to rely on our concepts and acquired judgements as we might on
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ﬁgummﬁrmwmEWOEOm:m.Emmwbﬁmmmwog:%,<<:wos:rmwm UmE m
need for us to resynthesize them. ny
In this way there can be for us a sort of mental panorama, v,
clear-cut and its vague areas, a physiognomic disposition of que
and intellectual situations, such as research, discovery and cer
But the word “sediment’ should not lead us astray: this acquireq
ledge is not an inert mass in the depths of our consciousness. My
for me, not a set of closely associated images. It remains a f
domain round about me only as long as I still have ‘in my hands’
my legs’ the main distances and directions involved, and as long ,
from my body intentional threads run out towards it. Similarly EM
acquired thoughts are not a final gain, they continually draw ﬁrmw
sustenance from my present thought, they offer me a meaning, by |
give it back to them. Indeed our available store expresses for ever afregy
the energy of our present consciousness. Sometimes it weakens, a5 in
moments of weariness, and then my ‘world’ of thought is impove,.
ished and reduced to one or two obsessive ideas: sometimes, on the
other hand, I am at the disposal of all my thoughts and every worq
spoken in front of me then stimulates questions and ideas, recasting
and reorganizing the mental panorama, and presenting itself with i
precise physiognomy. Thus what is acquired is truly acquired only if j
is taken up again in a fresh momentum of thought, and a thought ig
assigned to its place only if it takes up its place itself. The essence of
consciousness is to provide itself with one or several worlds, to bring
into being its own thoughts before itself, as if they were things, and it
demonstrates its vitality indivisibly by outlining these landscapes for
itself and then by abandoning them. The world-structure, with its two
stages of sedimentation and spontaneity, is at the core of conscious-
ness, and it is in the light of a levelling-down of the ‘world’ that we
shall succeed in understanding Schneider’s intellectual, perceptual and
motor disturbances, without assimilating them to each other.
The traditional analysis of perception®® distinguishes within it

ith
mzoﬁ
55@
knoy,
mmﬁ Mm
Miliy,
Or ,5

% We are holding over until the second part a closer study of perception, and we here
confine our remarks to what is essential for the elucidation of the basic and also the
motor disturbance in Schneider’s case. These anticipations and repetitions are unavoid-

able if, as we shall try to show, perception and experience of one’s own body are
mutually implied.
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and the meaning which they Rom?m. from a8 act of
Perceptual disturbances, from this point of ,.:m<<.. could
deficiencies or gnosic disturbances. Schneider’s case,
hows deficiencies affecting the junction of sensitiv-
deficiencies which disclose the existential con-

y mjxmﬂm
ﬁwdmﬁﬁm.
¢ensory
other hand, s

. gpificance, : . .
mpmm both. If a fountain pen is shown to the patient, in such a
& .

&%n.%m he clip is not seen, the phases of recognition are as follows. ‘It

[0)
it

y and

that t

blue and shiny,’ says the patient. “There is a white patch on it,
k,

her long; it has the shape of a stick. It may be some sort of
It shines and reflects light. It could also be a coloured
s then brought closer and the clip is turned ﬁoémﬁmm the
He goes On: ‘It must be a pencil or a fountain .@mu..% G.H.m
mwamnr his breast pocket). It is put there, to make notes with. Hﬁ. is
touches language intervenes at every stage of recognition by provid-
ll %&.Uw mﬁmmabwm for what is in fact seen, and that recognition
ing PO°% M assu with linguistic connections: from ‘long’ to ‘shaped
w%mbnm.m mn %05 ‘stick’ to ‘instrument’, and from there to ‘instrument
hkea & .%Emm down’, and finally to ‘fountain pen’. The sensory
bor nozbm limited to suggesting these meanings as a fact suggests a
m?mbmrmwm to the physicist. The patient, like the scientist, verifies medi-
E\mow:nm clarifies his hypothesis by cross-checking facts, and makes his
MMW blindly towards the one which oo-oagwﬁmm. Emnw all. —
This wBOman contrasts with, and by so moEm t Hom\m Mb w :<5~
the spontaneous method of normal perception, that Em M U.mnmﬁ
system of meanings which makes the nmvbnum.ﬁm essence A.u, ﬁ e obj
immediately recognizable, and allows its mmmeEm properties’ to .m@ﬁ.mm:
y through that essence. It is this familiarity and nOBBcwEw:Mb
with the object which is here interrupted. In the normal mcgmnm‘ﬁrmﬁ
object ‘speaks’ and is significant, the mﬂwbm.maodﬁ of no_.ocamw wqmzmdm
away ‘means’ something, whereas in the patient %.m meaning has mu
brought in from elsewhere by a <mi$§.m .mQ Om. Enmgam.ﬁwco:m. oH_T
versely in the normal person the subject’s ::mbzon.m are :.dBm iately
reflected in the perceptual field, polarizing it, or placing their seal upon
it, or setting up in it, effortlessly, a wave of m.ﬂmamnw:om. In the patient
the perceptual field has lost this plasticity. If he is asked to make a

way
i Emn

glass:

onl

“ Hochheimer, Andlyse eines Seelenblinden von der Sprache, p. 49.
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square with four triangles identical with a given one, he replies ¢}
is impossible and that with four triangles only two squares can be Uﬂ. u
The experimenter insists, showing him that a square has two dia. oE:.
and can always be divided into four triangles. The patient’s wmﬂf.;
“Yes, but that is because the parts necessarily fit each other. <<M< o
square is divided into four, if the parts are brought together Em: k
correct way, they must make a square.””® He knows therefore wh the
square and a triangle are; even the relationship between these e
meanings does not escape him, at least after the doctor’s mxw?bmmms 0
and he understands that any square can be split into triangles. Byt Mm_
does not go on to conclude that any right-angled isosceles triangle ¢ )
be used to construct a square, because the construction of this squ N
requires that the given triangles be arranged differently and that Ha
sensory-givens must become the means of illustration of an :bwmgﬁm
meaning. The world in its entirety no longer suggests any meanin ﬁv\
him and conversely the meanings which occur to him are m: ;
embodied any longer in the given world. We shall say, in a word 99
the world no longer has any physiognomy for him.*” This is what wmémwﬁ
the nature of the peculiarities seen in his drawings. Schneider Dm<mm
.%mém from the model (nachzeichnen); perception is not carried %Hmnma
5.8 movement. With his left hand he feels the object, recognizes noN
tain characteristics (a corner, a right angle), formulates his discover
and finally draws without any model a figure corresponding to 9<
verbal formula.” )
The translation of percept into movement is effected via the express
meanings of language, whereas the normal subject penetrates into the
object by perception, assimilating its structure into his substance, and
through this body the object directly regulates his Eoﬁwambmm.:.ﬁgw
subject-object dialogue, this drawing together, by the subject, of the

¢ Benary, op. cit., p. 255.
 Schneider can hear read, or himself read, without recognizing i i

: ; gnizing it, a letter which he
has written. He even states that without signature one cannot know whose a letter is
(Hochheimer, op. cit., p. 12).
70 Benary, op. cit., p. 256.
"'t is this appropriation of the ‘motive’ in its full sense that Cézanne achieved after
hours of meditation. “We are germinating,” he would say. After which suddenly:
‘Everything would fall into place.” J. Gasquet, Cézanne, 11 Partie, Le Motif, pp. 813 :

fused through the object, and, by the object, of the sub-
s—a process which is physiognomic perception—
ject 5 Hm round the subject a world which speaks to him of himself,
his OWIl thoughts their place in the world. Since this function
4 in Schneider’s case, it is foreseeable that, a fortiori, percep-
1 events and other people will show deficiencies, for these
e same taking up of external by internal and of internal
rnal. And indeed if a story is told to the patient, it is observed
read of grasping itasa melodic whole with down and up beats,
haracteristic rhythm or flow, he remembers it only as a suc-

.on of facts to be noted one by one. That is why he can understand
mmmm:m if pauses are made in the narrative and used to sum up briefly
e .Mﬁ of what he has so far been told. When he tells back the story, he
e mh Joes so according to the account given to him (nacherzihlen): he finds
g to emphasize; he can understand the course of the story only
15 he tells it and it is, as it were, reconstituted part by part.”* There is,
then, in the normal subject an essence of the story which emerges as it
s told, without any express analysis, and this subsequently guides
Jlong any reproduction of the narrative. The story for him is a certain
man event, recognizable by its style, and here the subject ‘under-

o di
aning =
me : DmmGGOb

WH/\Wm

that DS
,Sﬁw its €

Em<m
pothin

hu
stands’ because he has the power to live, beyond his immediate experi-
ence, through the events described. Generally speaking, nothing but

what is immediately given is present to the speaker. The thought of
others will never be present to him, since he has no immediate experi-
ence of it.”* The words of others are for him signs which have to be
severally deciphered, instead of being, as with the normal subject, the
transparent envelope of a meaning within which he might live. Like
events, words are for the patient not the theme of an act of draw-
ing together or projecting, but merely the occasion for a methodical

’* Benary, op. cit., p. 279.
73 Of a conversation of importance to him, he recalls only the general theme and the

decision taken at the end of it, but not his interlocutor’s words: ‘I know what I said in a
conversation from the reasons I had for saying it: what the other said is more difficult
because I have nothing to hold on to (Anhaltspunkt) in order to remember’ (Benary, op.
cit., p. 214). It can be seen, furthermore, that the patient reconstitutes and infers his own
attitude at the time of the conversation, and that he is incapable of directly ‘taking hold’

even of his own thoughts.
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Interpretation. Like the object, other people ‘tell’ him nothi
phantoms which present themselves to him are devoid, n e
ow. that intellectual meaning arrived at through wbm,_ mn.x
primary meaning reached through co-existence "
Specifically intellectyal disturbances, Eomm. of judgeme

meaning— i i "
g—cannot be considered ultimate mmmﬁmbﬁmm, and m g

be i i i
. ﬂmnm& wm the same existential context. Take for example .:Z &mo
indness’ i . -
ess.”" It has been possible to demonstrate that the w:::uﬁ,
mﬂmb
t

though
e g wzm mwo count, add, subtract, multiply or divide in relation ¢, ,
. ‘ .
8S placed in front of him, cannot conceive number, and thyy mms
a

74

Benary, op. cit., p.- 224.
" Ibid., p. 223,
76

Benary, Op. cit., p. 240.

THE SPATIALITY OF ONE

, (he centre of his consciousness, shall not cease to be there for
occuPY hall constitute, for subsequent operations, a ground on which
m a2 mwm established. Consciousness holds in reserve, behind itself,
/ ﬁ:?wmmmh these are still available and might be brought
into actiom, and it is on this gm; that &Q are taken up and
ended in the total act of numeration. What is called pure number
atic number is only a development or extension, through repe-
or m,c%mm the process which constitutes any perception. Schneider’s
n of number is affected only in so far as it implies, to a great
. the power of laying out a past in order to move towards a
. ~: is this existential basis of intelligence which is affected, much
%ﬁ,g: intelligence itself, for, as we have shown,”” Schneider’s gen-
elligence is intact: his replies are slow, never meaningless, but
¢ of a mature, thinking man who takes an interest in the doctor’s
o ;ments. Beneath the intelligence as an anonymous function or as a
@%mﬂam_ process, a personal core has to be recognized, which is the
Sﬁwwsmm being, his power of existing. It is here that the illness has its
¢ schneider would still like to arrive at political or religious opin-
;ons, but knows that it is useless to try. ‘He must now be content with
Jarge-scale beliefs, without the power to express them.”’® He never
sings or whistles of his own accord.” We shall see later that he never
rakes any initiative sexually. He never goes out for a walk, but always on
an errand, and he never recognizes Professor Goldstein’s house as he
passes it ‘because he did not go out with the intention of going
there’.® Just as he needs, by means of preparatory movements, to be
able to ‘take a grip’ on his own body before performing movements
when they are not mapped out ahead in a familiar situation,—so, a
conversation with another person does not constitute for him a situ-
ation significant in itself, and requiring extempore replies. He can
speak only in accordance with a plan drawn up in advance: ‘He cannot
fall back on the inspiration of the moment in order to find the ideas
required in response to a complex stage of the conversation, and this is

ext
futt
more
eral int

pat

sea

" Ibid., p. 284.

" Ibid., op. cit., p. 213.

» Hochheimer, op. cit., p. 37.
o Hochheimer, op. cit., p. 56.
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true whether it i :
e e er it Mm a question of new or old points of view.”®' Th
con . . 2 :
o g Mnﬁﬁ MoBmQHEm meticulous and serious Srwowmwm N
at he is incapable eIy,
of play-actin ‘ Ly
g To act is to
p

oneself for a mo ;
ment in an imagi . 15
. nar :
changing one’s ‘setting’. The wmwm:_,.v\ situation, to find mwammwosonmm_
into a fictitious situation without B ity s, g mEg
converting it int \
o a real on

cannot tell the di
i possible m:MMMMMMMM between a riddle and a problem.*” In Emm” b
S rwﬁa\mé\ Bow:msw is so narrow that two mmnﬁoﬁmﬂ
ultaneously form a situ .Dm mmwﬁgbw in common for him cannot H.w o
el mcow: H.m one talks to him he cannot hea Sim,
and placed on the BEMHmMQMD in the next room; if a dish is goﬂ %m:
cenfis (o [ shals @,x:m oes not stop to wonder where the Mmg
one is looking, and onl o%bm can mmw only in the direction in 4&,# wr
pastareiforat ey w HQO, at Srﬁw one is looking.** Futur ﬁw
nly ‘shrunken’ extensions of the present. He rmmm wb V,
Ot

‘our power of looki .
ke Wga,m ) MOWEW according to the temporal vector’.** He
i ; . & )
ye view of his past and unhesitatingly H,m&mnoﬁwmg%m ,
1t by
/i

going from the whole to the : i
" : parts: he rebuilds it, starti i
hmcw oname%Dwmew%@ﬁ its meaning and which Eoﬁammﬁmm MW.% w
he feels better in <.§ ince he complains of the weather, he is mmw:r -
it AR wwww‘ He replies: ‘T can’t say now, I can’t - .
ent’.®” Thus all Schneider’s troubles m.qm aoa:nww\mmw e
0

unity, but not the
’ W_Um 1 ¢
tract unity of the ‘representative function’: h ,_
theis

NMH , , T N
.ﬂ CO ,_
to actu { (5 _mn._ﬂm ___vm t ~_~mw~ concrete _v@_ﬂ <_<__ .

prises the general .
Emm_:mm:omm N _umuwo/w\mn of @c.:Em oneself into a situation. B
fomction. eath perception, we discover a more f a eueaty
, ‘a vector mobile in : undamen
all directi ; tal
through which . ctions like a searchli
Wi rchli
e can direct ourselves towards anything, i ght, one
, in or outside

81 w :
N enary, op. cit., p. 213.
*In the same wa
y there are for him no d
iy e i s no double meanings or
N puns beca
e wm:wma :.Sm. and because the actual is entirely with iy
; . ol naThE, out any horizon of
Hochheimer, op. cit., p. 32.

M» Ibid., pp. 32-33.
5 o
Useres Hineinsehen in den Zeitvektor’, ibid

86

mw Benary, op. cit., p. 213.
Hochheimer, op. cit., p. 33

* Ibid., p. 32. .
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,nd display 2 form of behaviour in relation to that object’.”’
Jnalogy of the searchlight is inadequate, since it presupposes
o which the beam plays, whereas the nuclear function

jects o1 t
cts to our sight or knowledge,

pich we refer, before bringing obje

i 2

W s iy a more intimate sense, for us. Let us therefore say
rks,?0 that the life of

term from other WO
sg—cognitive life, the life of desire or perceptual life—is
y an “ntentional arc’ which projects round about us our
; future, OUr human setting, our physical, ideological and
or rather which results in our being situated in all
¢ which brings about the unity of

ot It is this intentional ar
th of intelligence, of sensibility and motility. And it is this

‘goes limp' in illness.
has enabled us to glimpse &

tudy of a @mﬁwowomwn& case, then,
de of wﬂ&ﬁ.&.\@&%mﬁﬁ& PDwEm.wm‘\éEnW goes beyond the

empiricism and rationalism, of explanation
on of mental facts

sentative func-

The S

pew 19 !
] alternatives of

E&aonw ) .
nd .Eﬂomwmnaop If consciousness Were a collecti
each disturbance should be elective. If it were a Ie€pre

on, @ puTe n, it could be or not be (and with it

everything else e been, or

pecormne sick, th

power of significatio
), but it could not cease to be having onc
at is, deteriorate. 1f, in short, itis a ?OWQZ@ activity,
which leaves objects all round it, like traces of its own acts, but which

rtheless uses them as mwibmvoﬁ% from which to leap towards

neve
s, then it becomes understandable that any ‘con-

other spontaneous act
deficiency should have its repercussions On the main body of

experience and open the door to its disintegration, that any patho-
logical degeneration should affect the whole of no:mowocwbmwm\wba
that nevertheless the derangement should on each occasion attack a

t in each case certain Symptoms

certain ‘side’ of consciousness, tha
should dominate the clinical picture of the disease, and, in short, that
uld be vulnerable and able to receive the illness into

s not limited to destroying
sentations’ or sight

tent’

consciousness sho
itself, In attacking the ‘visual sphere’, illness i

certain contents Of CONSCIOUSDESS, ‘visual repre
sight in the figurative sense, of which the

literally speaking; it affects
odel or symbol—the power of ‘looking

former is no more than the m

# Hochheimer, op. cit., p- 69-
" Cf Fischer, Raum-Zeitstruktur und Denkstorung in der Schizophrenie, p- 250.
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down upon’ (iibersc .
positing the OEmnﬁwm_“mmvm.ﬂas:msmocm multiplicities,” a ,
ness is only the mcwrawﬂm aware. However, as this Wv\ mnmwSE Wa
no:mﬁmbav\ within the di _o:.Ow sensory vision, as W % nODon}
NHWB with a new Bmmd»”“mmmwowmm of the visual Wm_ﬂ wm_”wm.mﬁo ngwzww
as its ps . , it will be reali > it endoy,
v@os% HWMWo%anM_ Ho.oﬁm. oosmaocm:mmMNMmerM this general funcy M,
the terms intuition mm.:m m.mEmunn evolution clearl e CXPressiy
rich meaning, , self-evidence and natural li ’ mr.oém in loag u
s B
the structu ; em, is unders S 1, T I
becate Umwwmm H@M Mwmc& @anmwﬁoP H mbnmﬁwﬁw”wwwcfgocﬁ Hmmmambnmmamm
as a man sees and ﬁ.ozmumw M/MQ eed that he is Mind GMnMMpwmwv\mwmﬁ fan mmmow
ness is consciousness of nd e R e In so % € SEES: 10 seq
behind it, and in so far mo.BQWEm only by allowin .ﬁ,&,mmm conscioyg
on a previously constr A ,Owdmw to conceive an OW.H s furrow to try
degree of amwﬁmoz&ﬁwmmm éo%a of dhaaght %mHnmmoMm st
principle ; at the hear . Ways so
the SWE QOMMMWEHMSSQOHN from ocﬂmwa%mmmwwwnwocmdmmm. Hence MH
the ‘contents’ &mmo%mrﬁm may collapse into fra mebmmm may be wEwm
wmzm P nonwwma by the illness did noﬁmw@mﬂﬁw‘wg rather, ww.
significances which out HSREss and served only as mn - the role of
hold up its m%ﬁmﬁEQmSw them, consciousness ca M@@Em-mﬁo:mm .
%Em its everyday tham when their foun &aozm % seen trying to
intuitive realization, an &mmm.m: but without being abl ave given way,
deficiency which bl Wikl bisig aole i no:m o Bome by dug
same way theoreticall ﬁ QM o thelr complate amEmM& the wwaniﬁ
turn, be linked with quwsw erstandable that mental E&So It is in the
into a physical world waTonEv\ accident: consciousn ness d..&%. in its
weoild and hag i habits as a body, as it projects it mmqm. projects itself
Emﬁ:m upon amamﬁwm. vm.n ause it cannot be oosmw.m L el
in its own personal @wanm given either in the absolut iousness without
 and because any form o%%w mMOmwwﬁcam .
ed experience

tends tow
Nﬁmm a cert :
¢ aln gen .
O : €ra.
ur ‘bodily functions’ g lity whether that of our habit )
’ s or that of

These ;
elucidatio
91 ns enable
cfL us clear
a Structure du Comportement, pp. 91 and ff. ly to understand motility as b
» Pp- 71 and i as basic
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not a matter of ‘T think

not, any more than

or trouble can:
general function

i P wnrsm.amwm mot
failure of the
e specific Ways of entering

, be reduced to any
ation- Sight ,nd movement af
¢h objects and if, through all these experiences,
s the momentum of
iversity of contents,

hiv & m@ﬁﬁ ;
pionstiP W : "
.on finds 1t expression, 1t 1
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e intersensory

< in the first place

funcio
the radical d
placing the
think’, but by guiding them towards th
i Movement i t about movement, and
sce thought of or amwﬁmmﬁ:@a. “Fach voluntary
in a setting, against 2 dwowWHoEa which 1s
ur movements n

the movement itself. . .- We perform O
y" or Eﬁ&&m@ to them, but which on the

%R:E - 1 i pot empt
Ly ighly determinate relation to them: movement and
nd are, I fact, only artificially wmﬁﬁmﬁma stages of a unique
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?.mmmEmP but as

packg™®, .
66:3\.,8 1n the action
the object, notas an object T€
oéwam which we project ourselves, neat

«world

ined 2 reference 1O

contd ) )
that nighly specific thing ¢
which W€ are, in anticipation, and which we haunt.”* Consciousness is

in Husserl's E%ccmmrma writings-

s the usual one

{sber die Abhéingigkeit, P- 1 63.
to reveal pureé motor intentonality: it is concealed behind the objective
to build up- The history of apraxia would show how the description
Ly made impossible by the notion of
0 des Handelns bel o%:aaauwgv draws a clear distinc-
on between apraxia and agnosic disturbances of conduct, in which the object is not
Rnomn.ﬁm@_ but in which, however, conduct is in harmony with the ﬂm?‘mmmdnwaon of the
object, and mmde&E between apraxia and disturbances affecting the ‘jdeational prepar-
formance,

aon of action’ forgetting the aim, confusing tWO Aims, premature per
m through some (op. cit, PP- 20-31). with Liep-

qransfer of the ai intrusive @Qnﬂuaosv
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mann’s subject £ state’), the Emwaob& process is pormal, sin
subject can perform with his left hand everything that he is ?‘ngma from performing

with his right. Moreover, the hand is not ?ﬁ&ﬁma. “The case of the counsellor of state
s that between the so-called higher [mental Processes and motor nerve-impulses
another deficiency which prevents any application of the project

the motility of one @w&n&& limb . . - The whole sensory-Imotor
ak dislocated QEEE:SO in relation O the whole physio-
1). Normally, then, every for
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mula of movement, while
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logical process (ibid., PP- 40—
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being-towards-the-thin

g through the intermediary of ,

: th

movement is learned when the body has c:&mwmﬁooav\ it, that Mm ro@.
’ , srm

has incorporated it into its “world’, and to move one’s body i
iS to 4

offering us a r i ; Uy,
e EMQ: r%v““mwﬂwm‘ wnmmm:a itself to our body as a specific practical 53
comress amyhing folbisad M MEEF of movement as a representation, but :@om&
of action.” ‘He has Hmﬁwgwma M<MM\M._”MM ME\ SHmAEW erﬁ hand has no longer Pﬂwﬂ
and perceptible in it for others. HHTHRICEDTE m.d an action, everything o},
according to a plan already Mmmwwﬁw ﬁoﬂmﬁ _MMMMMMHQ\ Fm capacity to move Emmzwwmmﬁ
vam a1 objet foramouiside no:mﬁocwsﬁm. B ing incommunicable and Enwwmzﬁa
kein Kennen)” (ibid., p. 47). But when Liepm ’ .m a power, :o,ﬂ a thing known i x..mﬁ
s e sl ol s sl w ann tries 8.5&8 his analysis more explj o A
movement’ which, along with the BmwzmmM:M<MMMMH into a _.@a.m%S:oz (the .mSEM_me
&ﬁmB of automatisms (which, for each i P B Bm.é:r intermediate aims) of
impulses into play) (ibid., p. 59). Th .n 5%55&58 aim, brings appropriate i
the nervous substance’ OW.HM vﬁ : w.oéow earlier mentioned becomes a ‘pro o
and body which we thou ?ﬂz WH MEm v:smw us back to the dualism of no:mawﬂa.
Benegugsentwurt or motor Emo.mnﬁ m:) .m. left vmm:ﬁ when we introduced the :o%mumm
of the goal and of the ME@WE.&. it is m. mcﬂ:oa of a simple action, the H,ﬁuammmhou. &
releases involuntary actions acqui ;Mm aims is transformed into movement bec tatioy
action, it calls up the ‘kinae wam:m once and for all (p. 55). If it is a matter of ¢ AUse )
is composed of partial acts mmrmsn n.umBoJ\ of the component movements: as EOMEEQ
of its parts or the Eﬁmnam.%mﬁm_uﬂ_mo.ﬁ wm.Bo,\.mBmE is composed of the amwwmmmzaw:we
formula of movement’ (p. 57) wSB,m. .: is this representation that we have nmzmwaow
it This e 5P fhe wo:s.mﬁmw_w memmﬂ Mmsd%a by representations and pEoBMMM
necessary to relate his troubles either to the EmwMMHHmeMMMMHWW WM_ HMMHM © 1t beconig
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else to paralysis. We
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rentation, This s possible onl e wmnmaama can be anticipated, though not by a re Hm.
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theoretical object, as being-i y rally as relerence to a practical as wi
e Sl wH_dOSW mm_wmﬁw MWG&M-SOHE_ and if .%m body for its part is cbamamﬁoommwo»ﬁ”“
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i, AgEssanGmEng: Camsrs w HmEmmm.uS:oP the only possible operation for it m to
‘representation of movement’ HMEM Mﬁ: be motor as long as it furnishes itself with a
the representation which oow — thenyexsentes iemoverment 1oy sopiug ivfo
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g g ) i ellesel o hw Mwnm?mm from that representation. (Cf. O. Sittig, Uber
a movement causes precisely that erstand by what magical process the representation of
e el el prosided Nm: at movement to be made by the body. The problem can
mechanism in itself and nosmn,im cease fo & raw a distinction between the body as a
iousness as being for itself.

e in SPY
by
Oﬁmmw |
wvrm,ﬂ :
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is to allow oneself to respond to their call, which is

hit; it
m: . &%gamm% of any representation. Motility, then, is
n . :
up® a gu&:w& of consciousness, transporting the body to

ch we have formed a representation before-
or that we T2y be able to move our body towards an object,
frst exist for it, OUr body must not belong to the realm
‘ects NO longer exist for the arm of the apraxic, and
uses it o remain immobile. Cases of pure apraxia in
n of space remains unaffected, in which even the

esture to be made’ does not appear to be
% cases of

ce of whi

b the ﬁmﬂﬁmﬁﬁo
tion of the g
sjntelle d .1 which the patient cannot copy a triangle;
avmnimnm.:\m apraxia, in which the subject shows no gnosic disturbance
. regards the localization of stimuli on his body, and yet is
s, avorano,’®all prove that the body has its

ncapable of copying & €ro®
- 4 that objects OF space may be present to our knowledge but

29.5 an
pot to our body- . . i
We must therefore avoid saying that our body is in space, or I tme. It
my hand traces a complicated path through

awz_w:m mmvm—ﬁm W:& H:\mew ..:‘
ir. 1 do not need, in order to know its final position, O add

Bmw%ma a1l movements made in the same direction and subtract those
made in the opposite direction. ‘Every identifiable change reaches con-
¢ already loaded with its relations to what has preceded it, as
the distance is given already converted into shillings and
nt, previous attitudes and movements provide
an ever ready st ent. It is not a question of a visual
or ‘memory of the starting position of the hand: cerebral

or mot
Jesions may leave visual memory intact while destroying awareness of
ment. As for the ‘motor memory , it is clear that it could hardly

establish the present position of the hand, unless the perception which
gave rise tO it had not, stored up in it, an Jbsolute awareness of ‘here’,
for without this we should be thrown back from memory to memory

sciousnes
ona taximeter
ﬁgnm.ﬂ At every mome

andard of measurem

move

% [hermitte, G. Lévy and Kyriako, Les Perturbations de la représentation spatiale chez les apraxiques,

p.597.

% | hermitte and Trelles, Sur I’apraxie construct
dans 1'apraxie, p. 4)8. Cf. Lhermitte, de Massar
I'apraxie.

* Head and Holmes, Sensory disturbances from cerebral lesions, p. 187

ive, les troubles de la pensée spatiale et de la somatognosie
y and Kyriako, Le Role de la pensée spatiale dans



B i ol

162 pPHEN
OMENO
LOGY OF PERCEPTION LITY OF ONE'S OWN BODY AND MOTILITY 163

and never have a present perception. Just as it is necessarily ‘h
body necessarily exists ‘now’; it can never become ‘past’ mum_.g
HHEOM RSW M: health the living memory of sickness, or, H,:mwm M_m :
at of our bo i . i ' merels !
temporal %EQMMM M%me _UMMW ey H.dmw&v\ mwimww ; "
: y. At each successive instant of t
B.QF the preceding instant is not lost sight of. It is, as it w . Mo,
Snmm into the present, and present perception mwbmam: S
consists in drawing together, on the basis of one’s present M .mwm&aam
wcnnmmm»oz of previous positions, which envelop each 0%52905. thy |
impending position is also covered by the present, and thr Wy E,m_
those which will occur throughout the BoéBoE..mmnw Emwcmr tal
Bwﬁgmdﬁ embraces its whole span, and particularly the m:,mE ot g
being the active initiative, institutes the link between a rmﬁ .
yonder, a now and a future which the remainder of the in i
merely develop. In so far as I have a body through which Hmm::.m i
world, space and time are not, for me, a collection of m&wnmwnﬁ e
nor are they a limitless number of relations synthesized b . POy
ACOTISIESS, and into which it draws my body. I am not Ev\ o o
time, nor do I conceive space and time; I belong to them hasc
combines with them and includes them. The scope of this :.H H_E\ .g@
the measure of that of my existence; but in any case it can :m<n cwoz 4
mﬂ.bvwmﬂdm. The space and time which I inhabit are alwa mm.w m»F,
Q.Hmzmama ways indeterminate horizons which contain oﬁrmw :.H 99“.”,
view. The synthesis of both time and space is a task that alwa mﬂo::m -
performed afresh. Our bodily experience of movement is am :.V k.
lar case of knowledge; it provides us with P
. : ] a way of access to the world
wb.& .%m object, with a ‘praktognosia’,”® which has to be recogni aa
wEmE& and perhaps as primary. My body has its world, or zmeNm 3
its world, without havin ‘ i e
. : Vil aving to make use of my ‘symbolic” or ‘objectify-
ing function’. Certain patients can imitate the doctor’s movement v\a
move their right hand to their right ear and their left to their nommnmw
long as they stand beside the doctor and follow his Bo<m50.:mm
WJOC%W a mirror, but not if they face him. Head explained the patient’s
ailure in terms of the inadequacy of his ‘formulation’: according to

8 Gritnbaum, Aphasie und Motorik.

; ﬁmmmm

- ven

THE SPATIA

e action is dependent upon a verbal translation.
may be correct although the imitation is
or again the imitation may be successful without any
Writes on the subject’”” then introduce, if not exactly ver-

at least a general symbolic function, an ability to
ich imitation, like perception or objective thought, is
case. But it is obvious that this general function does
Jction. For patients are capable, not only of formu-
performed, but of picturing it to themselves.
quite aware of what they have to do, and yet, instead of
e right hand to the right ear and the left hand to the nose,
ne ear with both hands, or else their nose and one eye, or
100 What has become impossible is the application
o .on to their own body of the objective particularity of the
. {n other words, the right and left hand, the eye and ear are still
wazoﬂﬁm d to them as absolute locations, and not inserted into any
rem Of correlations which links them up with the corresponding
> s of the doctor’s body, and which makes them usable for imitation,
par when the doctor is face to face with the patient. In order to imitate
jons of someone facing me, it is not necessary that 1 should
pressly that ‘the hand which appears on the right side of my
4 is for my partner the left one’. Now it is precisely the victim

mrm Dﬁm
WEOS« ex
visual fiel

~ of disturbances who has recourse to these explanations. In normal

he subject’s left hand is immediately identified with his
vw::@_mv his action immediately models itself on the o@ﬁ.m. and the
subject projects himself or loses his separate reality in the other,
becomes identified with him, and the change of co-ordinates is pre-
eminently embodied in this existential process. This is because the
normal subject has his body not only as a system of present positions,
but besides, and thereby, as an open system of an infinite number of
equivalent positions directed to other ends. What we have called the
body schema is precisely this system of equivalents, this immediately
given invariant whereby the different motor tasks are instantaneously
wansferable. It follows that it is not only an experience of my body, but

jmitation, t

* Goldstein, Van Woerkom, Bouman and Grunbaum.
"% Griinbaum, op, cit., pp. 386-92.
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an experience of my body-in-the-world, and that this is wh
motor meaning to verbal orders. The function destroyed
disturbances is therefore a motor one. ‘It is not the symboli
giving function in general which is affected in cases of this
much more primary function, in its nature motor, in other
capacity for motor differentiation within the dynamic body
The space in which normal imitation operates is not, as o
concrete space with its absolute locations, an ‘objective s
representative space’ based on an act of thought. It is alread
my bodily structure, and is its inseparable correlative. ‘Alr

ity, in its pure state, possesses the basic power of giving a o.E,m
(Sinngebung)’.'** Even if subsequently, thought and the perce i
space are freed from motility and spatial being, for us to U%MMD .
concelve space, it is in the first place necessary that we shoulg M 9
been thrust into it by our body, and that it should have provid "
with the first model of those transpositions, equivalents and ide m.a i
tions which make space into an objective system and m:oﬂwymnm,
experience to be one of objects, opening out on an ‘in itself " ‘Mo o
is the primary sphere in which initially the meaning of aj] &mwwg

nm:nmmQQM:Enzsm_.mamwa:o:m:vHm mbmmbamwmaw:ﬁrmaogﬁbo? ;
sented space.’!*® R

‘mﬁ W?m
in pry
n. or Sepg ¢
WEQ.. i ;@
wordg o4
:dmmm_
Euomma,
Pace’
Y built
eady py

{g
L4
55 .

The acquisition of habit as a rearrangement and renewal of g,
corporeal schema presents great difficulties to traditional philosophj i
which are always inclined to conceive synthesis as 58:22&@ wsm.,
thesis. It is quite true that what brings together, in habit, nOBvost,
actions, reactions and ‘stimuli’ is not some external process of mmmo%,ﬁ
mnoH_.:x Any mechanistic theory runs up against the fact that the _mmzw-
Ing process is systematic; the subject does not weld together individua]
movements and individual stimuli but acquires the power to respond
with a certain type of solution to situations of a certain general for
The situations may differ widely from case to case, and the response
movements may be entrusted sometimes to one operative organ,

m.

101 o

Grinbaum, op. cit., pp. 397-98.
"7 Ibid., p. 394.
" Ibid., p. 396.

10 . .
* See, on this point, La Structure du Comportement, pp. 125 and ff.

Jnother, both situations and responses in the various
e mon not so much a partial identity of elements as a
. having mn ochmﬁ we then see the origin of habit in an act of
. which organizes the elements only to withdraw sub-
mwwwa example, is it not the case that forming the habit of
scovering, by analysis, the formula of the movement in
hen reconstructing it on the basis of the ideal outline by
eviously acquired movements, those of walking and run-

ise of @HHGR the formula of the new dance can incorporate certain
aing’ But WM general motility, it must first have had, as it were, the
ovement set upon it. As has often been said, it is the body
, s’ QSE.QQ and ‘comprehends’ movement. The acquisi-
whiC it is indeed the grasping of a significance, but it is the
30 grasping of a motor significance. Now what precisely does this
motor 8F oman may, without any calculation, keep a safe distance
mean? 2 MM feather in her hat and things which might break it off. She
w.azamw_: mwm the feather is just as we feel where our hand is.'”® If I am in
feels ﬁww of driving a car, I enter a narrow opening and see that I can
%ﬂrmho:m? without comparing the width of the opening with that of
%mﬂmwsmw just as I go through a aoog@_%xwo& checking the width
of the doorway against that of my body."" The hat and the g have
d to be objects with a size and volume which is established by
comparison with other objects. They have become potentialities of
colume, the demand for a certain amount of free space. In the same
way the iron gate to the Underground platform, and the road, have
become restrictive potentialities and immediately appear passable or
impassable for my body with its adjuncts. The blind man’s stick has
ceased to be an object for him, and is no longer perceived for itself; its
point has become an area of sensitivity, extending the scope and active
radius of touch, and providing a parallel to sight. In the exploration of
things, the length of the stick does not enter expressly as a middle
term: the blind man is rather aware of it through the position of objects

sequ®
danci®

t
estion and

i

cease

" As Bergson, for example, thinks when he defines habit as ‘the fossilized residue of a
spiritual activity’.

" Head, Sensory disturbances from cerebral lesion, p. 188.
Griinbaum, Aphasie und Motorik, p. 395.
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than of the position of objects through it. The position of
immediately given through the extent of the reach which ¢,
to it, which comprises besides the arm’s own reach the stick’
action. If T want to get used to a stick, I try it by touching a
with it, and eventually I have it ‘well in hand’, I can see what
‘within reach’ or out of reach of my stick. There is no questi
any quick estimate or any comparison between the objective Hmsmﬁr
the stick and the objective distance away of the goal to be reacheq dﬁw
points in space do not stand out as objective positions in relatiop, o Em
objective position occupied by our body; they mark, in our ﬁnE:m
the varying range of our aims and our gestures. To get used to 2l ¥;
car or a stick is to be transplanted into them, or no:<m5m€. .ﬁm
incorporate them into the bulk of our own body. Habit eXpresseg oco
power of dilating our being-in-the-world, or changing our mixms%
by appropriating fresh instruments.'® It is possible to know hoy :M
type without being able to say where the letters which make the Worg
are to be found on the banks of keys. To know how to type is not, EQ,
to know the place of each letter among the keys, nor even o Esm,
acquired a conditioned reflex for each one, which is set in motiop by
the letter as it comes before our eye. If habit is neither a form of
knowledge nor an involuntary action, what then is it? It is wbos;mamm
in the hands, which is forthcoming only when bodily effort is made,
and cannot be formulated in detachment from that effort. The subje
knows where the letters are on the typewriter as we know where one
of our limbs is, through a knowledge bred of familiarity which doeg
not give us a position in objective space. The movement of
her fingers is not presented to the typist as a path through space which
can be described, but merely as a certain adjustment of motility,
physiognomically distinguishable from any other. The question is
often framed as if the perception of a letter written on paper aroused
the representation of the same letter which in turn aroused the
representation of the movement needed to strike it on the machine. But

Hgsmw ;
Trigg by Iy
° E:mmw
few 95

Qz:mm 8

g
O herg of

"It thus elucidates the nature of the body image. When we say that it presents us
immediately with our bodily position, we do not mean, after the manner of empiricists,
that it consists of a mosaic of ‘extensive sensations. It is a system which is open on to the
world, and correlative with it.

TH

ical language. When I run my eyes over the text set
¢ do not occur perceptions which stir up representa-
%mﬁmm are formed as I look, and these are endowed with a
NM.H& physiognomy. When I sit at my Jﬁméﬁﬁmﬁ mw motor
peneath my hands, in which I am about to “play” what I
g ading of the word is a modulation of visible space, the
, ce of the movement is a modulation of Bw,b:& mwwnm. and
uestion is how a cretin physiognomy of , Smc& patterns
@mmﬁ&: type of motor response, how each visual m:cnﬁfm
can evoke 2 ovides itself with its mobile essence without there being
ually P* ell the word or specify the movement in detail in order
ced [ m@m into the other. But this power of habit is no different
. MMH& one which we exercise over our body: if T am ordered
mw ear or my knee, I move my hand to my ear or my knee by
ute, without having to think of the initial position of my

the mwonmm Mwm Q,J\ ear, or the path between them. We said earlier that
r%ﬁWMHUMMVN which ‘understands’ in the acquisition of rm_u._;. This way
wing it will appear absurd, if :wmmwm@:&bm is subsuming a sense-
under an idea, and if the body is an object. But the phenomenon

%%OMON

js ™

n;\mnﬁ
,—Ev\ n
(o rar

from (1
© rouch ™

jtis
of pu

m ¥ - ‘ ,
%mm bit is just what prompts us to revise our notion of ‘understand
of ha . .

@ d our notion of the body. To understand is to experience the har-
and O

mony between what we aim at and what Hﬂw given, Umﬁémmb. the ES_M.
ton and the performance—and the body fs: cr anc onmmAE a émar )
when I put my hand to my knee, I mxwmiwbnm at mﬁ%v\.mﬁmmm of the
movement the fulfilment of an intention which was not directed at my
knee as an idea or even as an object, but as a present and real part of my
living body, that is, finally, as a stage in my perpetual movement
owards a world. When the typist performs the Smommmwﬂ\ BomemEm
on the typewriter, these movements are governed by an 58&:0:_ but
the intention does not posit the keys as objective locations. It is literally
true that the subject who learns to type incorporates the key-bank
space into his bodily space. . A
The example of instrumentalists shows even better how habit has its
abode meither in thought nor in the objective body, but in the body as
mediator of a world. It is known'?” that an experienced organist is

""" Cf. Chevalier, L'Habitude, pp. 202 and ff.
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. . ,
mmanm of playing an organ which he does not know, whicp h
or few S i |
€ manuals, and stops differently arranged, coy N Ty
on the instru; he i e oty gt
: nent he is used to Playing. He needs :
racti i
practice to be ready to perform his programme. Such j sh o
A 4 Short pre

not j i it]
; learn objective spatial positions for each Stop and peda]
. . : ,
< MOBE: them to memory”. During the rehearsal
or
p mance, the stops, pedals and manyals are given to him 4
S no

mo (S l
vements QC:SN w@?mmwm& are OODm@nwmﬁOﬂv\ gest

. ‘ ures:
affective vectors, discover emotional 93\ -

sources, and create space of

The whole problem of habit here
s one of knowing how the musical

Mo “Ag though the musici
P . m:.m Were not nearly so much playing the

Mming the rites on which i insisted before it woulq consent
S\n.v\, II, trans. C. K. Scott Moncrieff, Chatto & Windus _,m -

Its cries were 5o sudden that the =t
them as they came.’ (Ibid., p. 186.)

little phrase a5 per-
O appear.” (Proust, Swam's

. )
iolinist must snatch up his bow and race to catch
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ce of an action can be concentrated in a certain place to the
.mombﬁ in giving himself entirely to the music, the organist reaches
mwwm‘:\ those stops and pedals which are to bring it into being.
pody is essentially an expressive space. If I want to take hold of
it already, at a point of space about which I have been quite
dful, this power of grasping constituted by my hand moves
s towards the thing. I move my legs not as things in space two
feet from my head, but as a power of locomotion which
and my motor intention downwards. The main areas of my body
&R:mm ted to actions, and participate in their value, and asking why
are 4€V0 sense makes the head the seat of thought raises the same
aééo:m,m asking how the organist distributes, through ‘organ space’,
Eosmﬂ%mimnwbnmm. But our body is not merely one expressive space
usicd the rest, for that is simply the constituted body. It is the origin
wnont rest, expressive movement itself, that which causes them to
of mwmﬁo exist as things, under our hands and eyes. Although our body
MMMW not impose definite instincts upon us from birth, as it does upon
Jpimals, it does at least give to our life the form of generality, and
Jevelops our personal acts into stable dispositional tendencies. In this
sense our nature is not long-established custom, since custom presup-
poses the form of passivity derived from nature. The body is our gen-
eral medium for having a world. Sometimes it is restricted to the
sctions necessary for the conservation of life, and accordingly it posits
around us a biological world; at other times, elaborating upon these
primary actions and moving from their literal to a figurative meaning,
it manifests through them a core of new significance: this is true of
motor habits such as dancing. Sometimes, finally, the meaning aimed at
cnnot be achieved by the body’s natural means; it must then build
iself an instrument, and it projects thereby around itself a cultural
world. At all levels it performs the same function which is to endow the
instantaneous expressions of spontaneity with ‘a little renewable action
and independent existence’.'"" Habit is merely a form of this funda-
mental power. We say that the body has understood and habit has been
cultivated when it has absorbed a new meaning, and assimilated a fresh

i obl

A

core of significance.

i Valéry, Introduction d la Méthode de Léonard de Vinci, Variété, p. 177.
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To sum up, what we have discovered through the study of moyjy;

a new meaning of the word ‘meaning’. The great strength of N
lectualist psychology and idealist philosophy comes from their R
no difficulty in showing that perception and thought have an
significance and cannot be explained in terms of the externa
ation of fortuitously agglomerated contents. The Cogito was the o

to self-awareness of this inner core. But all meaning was ipso ?855
ceived as an act of thought, as the work of a pure I, and alg, o
rationalism easily refuted empiricism, it was itself unable to ac "
for the variety of experience, for the element of senselessness ir, Hnocg
the contingency of contents. Bodily experience forces us to anM. f
ledge an imposition of meaning which is not the work of a EEéos,
constituting consciousness, a meaning which clings to certain n;g
tents. My body is that meaningful core which behaves like a meop
function, and which nevertheless exists, and is susceptible to n:mmmmmmg
it we learn to know that union of essence and existence which Wwe mrw

find again in perception generally, and which we shall then hav
describe more fully. 3

m_x

rm 0
in 5 am
ﬁgbﬂﬂ,

1 mmmoa

THE SYNTHESIS OF ONE’S
OWN BODY

¢ analysis of bodily space has led us to results which may be general-
ed. We notice for the first time, with regard to our own body, what is
rue of all @manm?ma things: that the perception of space and the per-
ception of the thing, the spatiality of the thing and its being as a thing
are not two distinct problems. The Cartesian and Kantian tradition
Jlready teaches us this; it makes the object’s spatial limits its essence; it
<hows in existence partes extra partes, and in spatial distribution, the only
,com&Em significance of existence in itself. But it elucidates the
perception of the object through the perception of space, whereas the
experience of our own body teaches us to embed space in existence.
mntellectualism clearly sees that the ‘motif of the thing and the ‘motif
of space’’ are interwoven, but reduces the former to the latter. Experi-
ence discloses beneath objective space, in which the body eventually
finds its place, a primitive spatiality of which experience is merely the
outer covering and which merges with the body’s very being. To be a
body, is to be tied to a certain world, as we have seen; our body is not
primarily in space: it is of it. Anosognosics who describe their arm as

Thi

" Cassirer, Philosophie der symbolischen Formen, 111, Second Part, Chap. II.
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‘like a snake’, long and cold,” do not, strictly speaking, fail to recq
its objective outline and, even when the patient looks ::m:onmwmmmm
for his arm or fastens it in order not to lose it,” he knows we]] en
where his arm is, since that is where he looks for it and wmﬁm:m i
however, patients experience their arm’s space as something aligy
generally speaking I can feel my body’s space as vast or minute des
the evidence of my senses, this is because there exists an mmmg H
presence and enlargement for which objective spatiality is not , w%
ficient condition, as anosognosia shows, and indeed not even 4 ne
sary condition, as is shown by the phantom arm. Bodily spatiality is
deployment of one’s bodily being, the way in which the body Con
into being as a body. In trying to analyse it, we were therefore simy -
anticipating what we have to say about bodily synthesis in gener,) ™
We find in the unity of the body the same implicatory structy,
we have already described in discussing space. The various parts of
body, its visual, tactile and motor aspects are not simply co-ordip,
If T am sitting at my table and I want to reach the telephone i
movement of my hand towards it, the straightening of the upper o
of the body, the tautening of the leg muscles are enveloped in ¢
other. I desire a certain result and the relevant tasks are spontaneq :
distributed amongst the appropriate segments, the possible comby,
tions being presented in advance as equivalent: I can continue leg
back in my chair provided that I stretch my arm further, or lean f,
ward, or even partly stand up. All these movements are available to y
virtue of their common meaning That is why, in their first attemp
grasping, children look, not at their hand, but at the object: the varj
parts of the body are known to us through their functional value o}
and their co-ordination is not learnt. Similarly, when I am sitting at
table, I can instantly visualize the parts of my body which are hidde
from me. As I contract my foot in my shoe, I can see it. This powe
belongs to me even with respect to parts of the body which T ha
never seen. Thus certain patients have the hallucination of their ow
face seen from inside.* It has been possible to show that we do ne

amﬂ

’ Lhermitte, I'Image de notre corps, p. 130.
® Van Bogaert, Sur la Pathologie de I'Image de soi, p. 541.
* Lhermitte, L' Image de notre corps, p. 238.

r own hand in a photograph, and that many subjects are

e OU . 3 .
jze about identifying their own handwriting among others,

rtain ; . . :
bnw { everyone recognizes his own silhouette or his own walk
tha

o yet ' lmed. Thus we do not recognize the appearance of what we
cen, and on the other hand we immediately recognize the
o ofte? > entation of what is invisible to us in our own body.® In
he double which the subject sees in front of him is not

(a0 m:ﬁ& by certain visible details, yet he feels convinced that
£ gelf; and consequently declares that he sees his double.® Fach of
2 mself as it were through an inner eye which from a few yards
oking at us from the head to the knees.” Thus the connecting

lo
awa U_M:zm en the parts of our body and that between our visual and
mawﬁ experience are not forged gradually and cumulatively. I do not
ract

Jte the ‘data of touch” into the language of seeing’ or vice versa—I

~ o bring together one by one the parts of my body; this translation
do :M s unification are performed once and for all within me: they are
,,wm&mo dy, itself. Are we then to say that we perceive our body in virtue
mw,_a law of construction, as we know in advance all the possible facets
Hz cube in virtue of'its geometrical structure? But—to say nothing at

rans!

his stage about external objects—our own body acquaints us with a
pecies of unity which is not a matter of subsumption under a law. In
« far as it stands before me and presents its systematic variations to the
shserver, the external object lends itself to a cursory mental examin-
aion of its elements and it may, at least by way of preliminary
approximation, be defined in terms of the law of their variation. But I
am not in front of my body, I am in it, or rather I am it. Neither its
varfations nor their constant can, therefore, be expressly posited. We do
not merely behold as spectators the relations between the parts of our
body, and the correlations between the visual and tactile body: we are
ourselves the unifier of these arms and legs, the person who both sees
and touches them. The body is, to use Leibnitz’s term, the ‘effective
law” of its changes. If we can still speak of interpretation in relation to
the perception of one’s own body, we shall have to say that it interprets

Wolff, Selbstbeurteilung und Fremdbeurteilung in wissentlichen und unwissentlichen Versuch.
Menninger-Lerchental, Das Truggebilde der eigenen Gestalt, p. 4.
Lhermitte, L'Image de notre corps, p. 238.
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itself. Here the ‘visual data’ make their appearance only throy
sense of touch, tactile data through sight, each localized Bo<m
against a background of some inclusive position, each bodil
whatever the ‘analyser’ which reveals it, against a rmnww:o:sav\
nificance in which its remotest repercussions are at least foresha
and the possibility of an intersensory parity immediately wE
What unites ‘tactile sensations’ in the hand and links them to Vi
mmwnmwmosm of the same hand, and to perceptions of other bodil .
is a certain style informing my manual gestures and implying Eﬁmﬂmmmv
certain style of finger movements, and contributing, in the last HE: ;
to a certain bodily bearing® The body is to be compared boﬁmmosv
physical object, but rather to a work of art. In a picture or w i O
music the idea is incommunicable by means other than the %M Mnm -
mm,v_oE,m and sounds. Any analysis of Cézanne's work, if T have bwﬁwv\ o
E\m pictures, leaves me with a choice between several pos mmm:
Cezannes, and it is the sight of the pictures which provides me <<:MHZ
only existing Cézanne, and therein the analyses find their full Bmms.ﬁr
The same is true of a poem or a novel, although they are made y g
&\oam. [tis well known that a poem, though it has a superficial Bw o
ing translatable into prose, leads, in the reader’s mind, a further mmw:-
ence which makes it a poem. Just as the spoken word Mm mwmamnmsﬁxﬁ.
only through the medium of individual words, but also through ﬁrmmoﬁ
wwnmbh intonation, gesture and facial expression, and as these N&Mw
itional meanings no longer reveal the speaker’s thoughts but the so ,
of his thoughts and his fundamental manner of being, so owﬁanw
which is perhaps accidentally narrative and in that way deo,zdmm:\ Q,
essentially a variety of existence. It is distinguishable from the M_%m
Umnmsmm. the cry makes use of the body as nature gave it to us: poor Wz
expressive means; whereas the poem uses language, and even a particu-
FH. language, in such a way that the existential modulation, instead of
being dissipated at the very instant of its expression, finds :,H ﬁﬂmzn art
a means of making itself eternal. But although it is independent of the
mmmgwm which is inseparable from living expression, the poem is not
independent of every material aid, and it would be :wmncéamw? lost if
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The mechanic
o .nnrwb_nm of the skeleton cannot, even at the scientific level, account for the
distinctive iti > 3 2 .
ctive positions and movements of my body. Cf. La Structure du Comportement, p. 196.

 were not preserved down to the last detail. Its meaning is not
irary and does not dwell in the firmament of ideas: it is locked in

words printed on some perishable page. In that sense, like every
f art, the poem exists as a thing and does not eternally survive as

o5 2 ruth. As for the novel, although its plot can be summarized and
%m h%ocmg, of the writer lends itself to abstract expression, this con-
al mwmimnmaﬁm is extracted from a wider one, as the description of
1 is extracted from the actual appearance of his face. The novel-
k is not to expound ideas or even analyse characters, but to
Jepictan inter-human event, ripening and bursting it upon us with no
: mmo_omwn& commentary, to such an extent that any change in the order
of the harrative or in choice of viewpoint would alter the literary mean-
ing of the event. A novel, poem, picture or musical work are indi-
siduals, that is, beings in which the expression is indistinguishable
from the thing expressed, their meaning, accessible only through direct
contact, being radiated with no change of their temporal and spatial
guation. Itis in this sense that our body is comparable to a work of art.
It is @ nexus of living meanings, not the law for a certain number of
covariant terms. A certain tactile experience felt in the upper arm sig-
nifies a certain tactile experience in the forearm and shoulder, along
with a certain visual aspect of the same arm, not because the various
factile perceptions among themselves, or the tactile and visual ones, are
Al involved in one intelligible arm, as the different facets of a cube are
related to the idea of a cube, but because the arm seen and the arm
touched, like the different segments of the arm, together perform one
and the same action.

Just as we saw earlier that motor habit threw light on the particular
nature of bodily space, so here habit in general enables us to under-
stand the general synthesis of one’s own body. And, just as the analysis
of bodily spatiality foreshadowed that of the unity of one’s own body,
so we may extend to all habits what we have said about motor ones. In
fact every habit is both motor and perceptual, because it lies, as we have
said, between explicit perception and actual movement, in the basic
function which sets boundaries to our field of vision and our field of
action. Learning to find one’s way among things with a stick, which we
gave a little earlier as an example of motor habit, is equally an example
of perceptual habit. Once the stick has become a familiar instrument,
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the world of feelable things recedes and now begins, not at th
skin of the hand, but at the end of the stick. One is tempted to .
through the sensations produced by the pressure of the mznwm@
hand, the blind man builds up the stick along with its Sio:os
tions, and that the latter then mediate a second order ov.mw Posi
external thing. It would appear in this case that perception is W_Q_ g
reading off from the same sensory data, but constantly wnnm_mwﬁmwmf
.owmgzbm with ever more attenuated signals. But habit does not ¢ i,
Eﬁmﬁwmmﬁdm the pressures of the stick on the hand as Eamnmzwm;
n.mz,.m:b positions of the stick, and these as signs of an external ow.m o
since it relieves us of the necessity of doing so. The pressures on the rmsa_mﬁ
the stick are no longer given; the stick is no longer an object per o
by the blind man, but an instrument with which he perceives nHQﬁa
bodily auxiliary, an extension of the bodily synthesis. moﬁmmwom&ﬁ "
the external object is not the geometrized projection or E,BEE:DWF.
set of perspectives, but something towards which the stick leads us o
Em perspectives of which, according to perceptual evidence mHM o
signs, but aspects. Intellectualism cannot conceive any passage from DMH
perspective to the thing itself, or from sign to significance o%ﬂéﬁ. .
than ww an interpretation, an apperception, a cognitive wsﬁmdm%m
According to this view sensory data and perspectives are at each le |
.noambﬁm grasped as (aufgefasst als) manifestations of one and the mmﬁm
.58:.%55 core.” But this analysis distorts both the sign and the Emwu i
ing: it separates out, by a process of objectification of both, the mo:mm,
content, which is already ‘pregnant’ with a meaning, and the invaria -
core, which is not a law but a thing; it conceals the organic wm_mnoﬁrﬂ
between subject and world, the active transcendence of mODoncmbmm_W
%m. momentum which carries it into a thing and into a world by Bmwsm.
o.m its organs and instruments. The analysis of motor habit as an exten-
sion .0m existence leads on, then, to an analysis of perceptual habit as the
coming into possession of a world. Conversely, every perceptual habit

EQ,
Eﬁ
Em

4
Id
tiy

)

AIc.mmml. for example, for a long time defined consciousness or the imposition of a
SmEmmm:nw in terms of the Auffassung-Inhalt framework, and as a beseclende >:,§$.:= He
takes m.&mﬁm?m step forward in recognizing, from the time of his Lectures on Time %M.ﬁr:
owﬁmzoz presupposes another deeper one whereby the content is itself made ,nmwa for
this mw?wwm:ﬂob. ‘Not every constitution is brought about through the Auffassun m:wa:.
Auffassung.” Vorlesungen zur Phiinomenologie des inneren Zeitbewusstseins, p. 5, note 1 :

otor habit and here equally the process of grasping a mean-
j med by the body. When a child grows accustomed to
in8 .Hm uishing blue from red, it is observed, that the habit cultivated in
%m:wmm 1o these two colours helps with the rest.' Is it, then, the case
waowﬂozmr the pair blue-red the child has perceived the meaning;
"7 Is the crucial moment of habit-formation in that coming to
¢s that arrival at a ‘point of view of colour’, that intellectual
aw which subsumes the data under one category? But for the child
e and red under the category of colour, the
egory TSt be rooted in the data, otherwise no subsumption could
o mBNm it in them. It is necessary that, on the ‘blue’ and ‘red’ panels
R%mﬁ%& to him the particular kind of vibration and impression on the
nown as blue and red should be represented. In the gaze we have
isposal a natural instrument analogous to the blind man’s stick.
ore or less from things according to the way in which it
stions them, ranges over or dwells on them. To learn to see colours
acquire a certain style of seeing, a new use of one’s own body: it
is to enrich .nd recast the body schema. Whether a system of motor or
wﬁnmwﬁ:& powers, our body is not an object for an '1 think’, it is a

grouping of lived-through meanings which moves towards its equi-
Jibriu nings is formed; our former

movements ar

" mﬁ, @mH.WOH

pe able to perceive blu
t0

\E\wmw NWNW Nmﬁm m

que
jtis to

m. Sometimes a New cluster of mea
e integrated into a fresh motor entity, the first visual data
into a fresh sensory entity, our natural powers suddenly come together
richer meaning, which hitherto has been merely foreshadowed in
actical field, and which has made itself felt in our
ore than a certain lack, and which by its coming
s of our equilibrium and fulfils our

ina
our perceptual or pr
experience by no m
suddenly reshuffles the element

blind expectation.

1% Koffka, Growth of the Mind, pp. 174 and ff.



