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1. Enyeipodvtag puo tpdtn mpocsyyion 610 OEpHo mov pog
amooyolel 6° aVTO £d® TO NAEKTPOVIKO ZvuTdcio Bo apyicw
mévovtog to vAno omd exel mov 1o donoov o Hilog
KovBerog (avdykn va culntnoovpe Kot Yo T0 aovveLidnTo)
kot o Kootog Kpumdg (avaykn vo dodpe xor v
ovvaieOnuotiky xévovon, oVTV v “eehktikny emvonon”
tov avBpdmov). Me Kdtt avdAoyo, «Tig NOOVEG Kot TIG 0OVVEG
mov yopoktpifovy ™V WWTIKY pog ecwtepkn {ony, v
advvopio vo «tpocopot@bodvy 6Aa avTd, TEAEIOVELS Kal €60
Avdpéa, ekel AMyo mpwv pag Bécelg 10 facikd Gov EpATNUO.
®ao apyicw, Aowmov, Aéyovtag €vBiG ouéomg OTL 0 KAOE
avOpmTOg OVOKOAVTTEL TOV KOGUO KOl TOV €0VTO TOL
MPOEKTEIVOVTOG TNV ovakdAvyn tng Untépag tov. AldTL 1
MPOTAPYIKY  TPAYHLOTIKOTNTO  TOV  Ppépovg eivar 1
MPOYLOTIKOTNTA TG UNTEPAG TOL TOV EMEVOVETALY KO
Katomy yivetoar «ovtinmry. Avtd elvar mov TV Kével
péva. O matépag Epyetor «deVTEPOG) Kol e AAAO «GTOYOY,
Vo KOYEL Hiol OEVTEPT] QOPAL TOV «OUOAAO AMPO» Kot Vo
eMTPEYEL TNV 0pYéveon evOg aVTOVOLOL YUXIGHOV. Aomdv,
€V0L VEOYEVVITO TPLOV TLEPDV, TOTOOETNUEVO aVALECH OF
dvo tepdylo Papparog, To €va TOTIOUEVO pE TO YAAQ TNG
uévog Tov to GAN0 pe To YOAo pog GAANG yuvaikag, Oo
GTPEYEL TO KEQAAL TOV TPOG TO TPAOTO. “AloAéyel” 10 YOl
mg pévag tov. Emedn m 6cppnon Ttov givol Kidlog
ovamTOYHEVT);  AGQOA®DG, OAAG Oyt povo.  YTapyet
mnpéotepn eEnynon. Me ) yévvnon tov 1o Bpéeog Ppébnke
EAPVIKA OTO «EAEOS) EVOG «TPOTHYVOPOLY» KOGHOV avTiEomV
epediopdtov oAAG Kot otV ayKoAld TG HAvoG TOL, Lo
oaon evyaplotong o6mov 10 YdAa “yvopiletary Kot
“avayvopiletar” o100 mhaiclo  evec  avTiAnmrikod Kot
yeudaotntikod cLUTAEYHATOG (1] POy TOV YAAOKTOG dev
elvar oovveyng) mov Oa dovdue ektevéotepo mo Kdatw. H
“avayvapion” Tov YOAOKTOG avodveTol HECOH GTO O1mOAO
OPEOKELNG-OMOPESKEWNG e TNV akOAoLON  onuavtikn
WOuontepOTNTA: TPOKELTOL Yt TO YOAO “Tovg”(KTNTIKO), TO
dkd TOV KOl TNG pAvog Tov, mpw yivel “wa” (aOpoto)
popwdld vpée m Ko tovg guyapiotnon. O «yvyikog
avBpomoc» tov Rene Angelergues (L’ homme psychique,
Calman Levy 1993) --- amd oOmov s&ivor mapuévo to
“reipapo” ovtd tov Mac Farlane --- ¢aivetor vo givat
TANPECTEPOS TOL GAAOV, KOL YVOGTOTEPOL, «VELPOVIKOV
avOpdTovy Tov Jean-Pierre Changeux.

2. Oa EovaPpeBolpe LTpootd og £va avAaioyo QovOLEVO

FIRST RESPONSE
Thanasis Karavatos

Associate Professor of Psychiatry, Aristotle University of
Thessaloniki

“No human being gets to know the world only through its
consciousness, through the information that it receives”

R. Angelergues
“the object is invested before it is observed”
S. Lebovici

1. I shall begin my attempt to approach the subject of this
electronic Symposium by taking up the thread of argument
where it was left by Elias Kouvelas (the need to discuss the
unconscious) and Costas Krimbas (the need to look at
emotional investment, this “evolutionary innovation” of
mankind). And you, Andreas, likewise refer to “the pains and
pleasures” that characterize our private inner life, and to our
inability to simulate them, before presenting your main
question. I shall begin, therefore, by stating straight away
that every man discovers the world and himself by extending
the discovery of his mother. Because the infant’s primary
reality is the reality of its mother, which is first “invested”
and then “perceived”. This is what makes her a mother. The
father comes “second”, and his is a different “task™: to sever
the umbilical cord once more, allowing the development of
an autonomous psyche. In fact, a three-day-old infant placed
between two wads of cotton-wool, the first soaked in its
mother’s milk, the second in the milk of another woman, will
turn its head towards the first. It “chooses” its mother’s milk.
Is it because its sense of smell is already developed?
Certainly, but this is not the only reason. There is a fuller
explanation. When it was born, the infant suddenly found
itself at the mercy of an unknown world of contradictory
stimuli, but also in its mother’s arms, a haven of pleasure
where milk is “known” and “recognized” within a perceptory
and illusory context (the flow of milk is not continuous) that
we shall examine in more detail below. The “recognition” of
milk emerges within a bipolar pattern of liking and dislike,
but also bears another important distinctive feature: it is
“their” milk (possessive pronoun), the infant’s and the
mother’s; before becoming “a” smell (indefinite article) it
had been their common pleasure. Rene Angelergues’
“psychic man” (L’ homme psychique, Calman Levy 1993) -
where this “experiment” by MacFarlane is mentioned —
appears to be more complete than the better-known
“neuronal man” of Jean-Pierre Changeux.

2. We shall encounter a similar phenomenon if we take a
different route, following the well-known concerns of
neuropsychology and psychopathology about the “body” that
Angelergues (1984), again, reminds us of on another
occasion.



oo GAAO dpOLO, aKOAOLODVTAG TOVG TOAD YVOGTOVG
VELPOYLYOAOYIKOVS Kot YuyomafoAoytkog
TPOPANLOTIGLOVG GYETIKA LLE TO KGO TOV LLOG
vrevBopuilet, pe dAAn gvkarpia, o Angelergues (1984) ko
AL

Ag 6t0000LE TPDOTO GTIS SL0POPEG TOV COUATONYVOCIKMV
Stopoydv petd and PAGPN tov aplotepod 1 TOL SEEI0D
EYKEPUALKOD NLULGQUIPIOV:

[ ot aprotepég PAAPeS, dev LILAPYEL WUYIKT
Omod0PYAV®OT) (TANV {0MG HAG OVTIOPUGTIKNG
KkatdOrloyng). H advvapio tov appdotov T.). vo
KOTOVOLLAGEL TOL LLEPT] TOL CAOUATOG €lvat Eva
«opnpNuévo, ovdétepoy TPOPANU: «oTO TapPELOOY
puropovoa vo e OAES OVTES TLG OVOTOLUKES LOTOPLESY,
éleye évog dppmaTog

[ otig de&iég PAdPeg, n datapayn apopd oto Biopa Tov
oMOUOTOG, 6TNV 1010 TOL TNV VItapén, ONANdN o€ KATL TOL
OVIKEL 0T0 LVITokeipevo: «otav dyyla To aplotepd Lov
YEPL Ely0L TNV EVTVTI®GT OTL T €va EEVO ampa (...) dev
avayvopiio v emdeppida pov (...), vopula ot giya éva
odpo Tov dev fTav Sk Lovy, EAeYe [a GppmOTN

KL 00TEPQ 0G TPOGEEOVLE OTL GTN TPATN TEPITTOOT
EUTAEKETOL 1] YPTOT] TOL OPLOTIKOV 1) aopicTov dpBpov, oty
devTEPN TEPIMTMAGT, 1 XPNON TNG KTNTIKNG AVTOVOUTNG:

[ évog GppmoTog [LE yVOGIo OVTIKELEV®V, QLTO TOV OEV
propel va avayvopicet eivar TO khedt, ENA payaipt

[ antd mov £vag AppOCTOS LE AyVMGio TPOCHTMV OEV
propel va avayvopicet glvat o yrog TOY, 1 yovaika
TOY, n untépa TOY, o ¢pikog TOY.

[ évag dppwGTOC LLE TOTOYPOPIKT ayveoia avoyvopilel
oAD koA ENA dpopo, ENA omnitt, dev avayvopilet
opmg to dpopo TOY, 1o onitt TOY.

Olo.  ovtd  eivol  kdtL  TeplocodTEPO  Oomd  drakivion
TANPOPOPLOV, KOSIKOTOU|GELG KOl ATOKMIIKOTOGES HEG
o610 vevpovikd diktva. [ avty 1 dweopd, 1o O
TPOGPOPO EPUNVEVTIKO HOVTELO €ivar ovtd mov ovopdaletot
GTNV WYUYOVOAVTIKY] LETONYVYOAOYIOL, OYETH UE TO OVTIKEIUEVO.
To Poloykd oo eyypapetar oe Olo. T0. CUOTHUATO, TOV
owodopovv ) N kot TV €vOTNTO TOL QAVOPAOTIVOL
0pYOVIGHOD Kot aTh 1 TOAAATAOTNTO KaboTh Eykvpo OAo
0 OVVOTA HOVIEAQ. TIOV GUVEIGOEPOVV GTOVG YEVIKOTEPOUG
epunvevtikovs  mpoPinuatiopovg  poac.  Otav,  Ouoc,
ovaQeEPOLLACTE GTOV YUYIGUO, 1] TAPOLGIO TOV CAOUATOG OEV
umopel va yiver mapd pudévo péco oe avtd mov o Freud
OVOLOGE WOYIKY TPOYUATIKOTHTA, TIOV ElVOL SLOKPLTY 0o TV
eEotepkn mpaypatikotnto. To copo pog Ppioketar oty
«mpovopovyo» Béomn va  eival, Tavtoypova, HPEPOG TG
eCWTEPIKNG TPOYUOTIKOTHTOS OAMG KOU TINYN NG WOXIKHS
rpayuotikotnrag. I't autd, dAlmote, PAEnovpe oty KAviKn
YOYWITPIKY HoG TTPAEn To OOUO Vo gUTAEKETOL OF KAOe
otiyu ™G youyomaboroyiag, amd TV vortepia péypt TO
mapainpnpa. Kdarotor vopifovv mog n yoylatpikn ayvoel ta
TOV GOWOTOS Yo Vo acyoAnfel pe ta g youyns. Kdamotot
Aéve OTL Oev TPEMEL VO, AMOKOTTOVUE TOV YOXIOUO amd TIG
copatikés tov pilec. Kaipdg va tovicovpe 6t dev mpénet vo,
OTTOKOTTOVLLE TO CAOUA OO TIG YUYIKEG TOV pilec.

3.’Evav 11010 A0Y0 Y10 TO GO0, TO TOUO-EVOG-DTOKEIUEVOD,
umopel vo SNTLRMGEL 1 YoXTPKY, o©to Pabud mov
EUMVEETOL A0 TNV YUYAVAADOT KOl OEV TNV TOPAGVPEL TO

Let us first look at the differences between the
asomatognosic disorders that follow from lesions in the left
or the right cerebral hemisphere:

o In left-hemisphere lesions there is no mental disintegration
(except, maybe, for a reactive depression). For example,
the patient’s inability to name parts of his body is an
“abstract” and “neutral” problem: “in the past, [ would
be able to tell you all these anatomical stories”, said a
patient.

o In right-hemisphere lesions the disorder concerns the
bodily experience, its very existence as something that
belonged to the subject: “when I touched my left hand, 1
felt as if I were touching a foreign body (...) I didn’t
recognize my own skin (...) I thought I had a body that
did not belong to me”, as a patient said.

And let us also note that the first instance involves the use of
the definite or indefinite article, while the second involves
the use of the possessive pronoun.

e  What a patient with object agnosia cannot recognize
is THE key, A knife

e  What a patient with prosopagnosia cannot
recognize is HIS son, HIS wife, HIS mother, HIS
friend.

e A patient with topographical agnosia is perfectly
capable of recognizing A street, A house, but is
unable to recognize HIS street, HIS house.

This is something more than simple information processing,
or coding and decoding within neural networks. The model
that best lends itself to the explanation of these differences is
what psychoanalytic metapsychology refers to as object
relation. The biological body is integrated in all the systems
that construct the life and unity of the human organism, and
this multiplicity validates all possible models that contribute
to our explanatory concerns. When we are referring to the
psyche, however, we can only do it within what Freud has
called psychic reality, which is distinct from the reality of the
outside world. Our body has the “advantage” of existing
within the reality of the outside world, while at the same time
being the source of psychic reality. In fact, this is why, in
clinical psychiatric practice, we see the body become
involved in every instance of psychopathology, from hysteria
to delirium. Some believe that psychiatry ignores what
concerns the body, in order to deal with what concerns the
soul. It is high time we stressed that we should not detach the
body from its psychic roots.

3. Psychiatry can develop such a discourse on the body, the
body-of-a-subject, to the extent that it is informed by
psychoanalysis, and not carried away by the positivistic spirit
of absolute technocracy that is now dominant in medicine,
and that inspires the famous heart surgeon DeBekey to say of
heart transplants: “we are transplanting a wonderful pump,
but nothing more than a pump”. Because, in spite of this
certainty, alongside the “heart-as-a-pump” there is also the
“heart-as-emotion”; these are among the most common
representations related to the fantasized heart. This “heart-as-
emotion” cannot be replaced by any artificial substitute and,
until it is integrated in a new somatic unity its relationship to
the graft is problematic. Heart transplant surgery cannot
maintain the connections with the subcortical brain centers



KUPlOPYO ONUEPO OTN 1WTPIKY OETIKIOTIKO  PELUO  TOV
OTOAVTOV TEYVOKPOTIGHOD, OUTO TOL KAVEL TOV O1AGMUO
kapodloyxepovpyd DeBekey va Aéel yw ) petopdoygvon
KapOLAG: LETAPOTYEVOVLLE «to Bovpdoto avtiio, aAAd povo
po. oviAioy. Adt, mapd ™ PefordtnTo avt, Kovtd otnv
«KOPILI-avTAIO VTTAPYEL Kot 1 «Kopdid-cuvaicOnuoy eivol
Kol Ol dVO TOVG OO TIG GLYVOTEPEG OVOATAPUCTAGELS TOV
aQEOPOVY OTNV  QAVTOGLOKY Kapdld. AvT] 1 «KopdOld-
covaicOnuo» dev  KoAOTTETOL  amd  Kovévoa  TEXVNTO
VIOKOTAOTOTO Kal, MHEYPLG Otov evioyfel oe o véa
CONOTIK €vOTNTO, &ival mpoPAnuotiky pe 1o ovvnbeg
pooyevpo. H yeipovpycn eméppacn Katd m HeTAUOCKELON
pog Kopdldg advvatel vo SloTnpnoel TIC GLVOECELS e TO
EYKEPUAIKA  LVTOEAOWDON  kévtpa  mov  pvBuilovv
OVTOVOKAQOTIKG  KUKAOUate  mpooapuoyns. Etol,  évag
appwoTog, otepnuévog amd kdabe dpecn  PLGLOAOYIKN
ONYNOTN HIOG GLYKWVIOLOKNG QOPTIOoNG, VIO HOpOY| T.Y.
alcOfpotog moAudv og o xopd 1 Evav eoPo, e&éppale Tig
ApQIPOAiEG TOV &dv Kal KOTA OGO UTOPOVOE TIO. VO. EYEL
ovvoucOnuaro.(Vaysse J.  1993). Ka évog  dAlog
LETOLOCYEVHEVOS  APPOOTOG  EUEWVE  «OAOAOG» OTOV 1)
YOVOUKO TOL TOV OMOKAAESE, 68 MPa BupoD, «aKopdo»!

4. Eipoote eotkeiopévol otic cLVIOELS 10TPIKEG TPOKTIKES
oV S1EPELVOVY TUNUOTIKG TO TAGYOV GO, COGTNHO TO
cVOTNHO, and EEm Kol and PEGA, DOTE eV TEAEL TO OPYOVO VO,
MAPOVCIALETAL OMOUOVOUEVO KOl YOPLG oOVOEON HE TNV
TAVTOTNTO TOV APPOGTOL VROKEWEVOL. ALt 1 ovaykaio
GTOV KAWIKO Y10TPO «KATATUNGT» TOL CMUOTOG dgv MOV
mévtote vontn. Xpewomnke vo  TEpAcovpe amnd TV
pecooviky évtagn tov evieiov COUOTOC OTO KOGUKO
GUUTTOV KoL TG SUVALELS TOV, GTIG UNYOVIOTIKEG TOPAGTAGELS
Tov KOotd TV Avoyévwnomn Kt omd TNV OVOTOMKY TOL
dtepedvnon (M yoyn Ny aAlov 1 dev vanpye) otV KAVIKN
avalitnon ocvumtoudtov kot TV - eykabidpvon g
voooloyiag amd tov 170 aumvo ki émerta. Opmg, avt 1
MPOYLLOTIKY KAPOLd, TOV TOPAYEL CUUTTOUOTO KOl LETPLETOL
pe okpifeid and TG GOYXPOVES OMEIKOVIOTIKEG TEYVIKEG,
GUUTOPEVETAL LE TNV QPOVIACLOKN OVTIANYM mov £€xel TO
VroKeipevo Yo Ta dpyavd tov: pmopel vo gival 1 «kopdid
peydAny, umopel va eivar kot «Bapid kapdid» (Vaysse J,
1992). Advvarto, puoikd, vo Katavondel 1 Agttovpyio tov
eykepdAov, omokoppévov amd TO COUO KOl TOV
mepPAAlovIo KOGHO Tov dnpovpyel TO vVmOKEiLEVO GTO
omoio avhkel. Avaykn, AowmoOv, VO WIAGOLUE Yo TOV
AvBpmo TEPIGGOTEPO TTAPE Y10 TOL OPYAVAL.

5. Z10 Aruikov Hugpoddyiov tov €tovg 1869, o peydiog pog
catpwds Eppavoundh Poidng cbdpkale pe 1o moapoxdto
AOYl0L TIG amonElpeg Vo 000l évag oplopog Tov avBpmIov:
«Tov avBpomov dpilev o [Thdtov {dov dimovy Kot antepov,
uéyplg ov 0 Aloyévng HadNoag TTETEWVOV KOl TOPOVGLACHS
OUTOV MG TPAOTVTOV TOV TAATOVEIOL avOpdTOL, NVAyKAGEY
TOV QIMOGOQOV Vo TPOGHEST €15 TOV OPGUOV TOL KOl TO
miotovoyov. Ot petd tavto @uotoldyolr, Bélovteg va
KOTOOTOMOW £TL KATOPAVESTEPOY TNV UETAED AMTEPOV
OAEKTOPOG Kot TOL avBpomov Stapopdv, mpocébeoav TO
enifetov TOpEAyog, ot O PLLOGOQPOL TO AOYIKOS, (OTE
Babundov o dvBpwmoc kotivinoe va eivar “Codov dimovv,
ATTEPOV, TAATOVLYOV, TOUEAYoV Kot Aoywov”. Ta onueio
Ta0To NpKECAV €l TOAD PO SLUKPIGY Tov PocAEmg TG
kticemg. Babundov dpuwmc, mpoodevovone e EMOTHUNG, O
optopdc 00T0g améPatve kah' EKAGTNY aVETUPKESTUTOS KOO’
OTL TNV peV Tapeoyiov A.y. EYOLEV KOWNV LETE TOV XOipmV,

that regulate reflexive adaptation networks. Thus, a patient
deprived of all direct physiological response to an
emotionally charged situation, e.g. in the form of palpitations
in a moment of joy or fear, expressed his fears as to whether
and to what extent he would be able to experience emotions
any more. (Vaysse J. 1993). And another transplant patient
was speechless when his wife, in a moment of anger, said
that he was “heartless”!

4. We are familiar with the common medical practice of
investigating the ailing body part by part, system by system,
inside and out, until the organ appears isolated and
disconnected from the identity of the ailing subject. This
segmentation of the body, which is necessary to the clinical
physician, was not always conceivable. We had to pass from
the medieval conception of the body as an integral part of the
cosmic universe and its governing forces, to its mechanistic
representations in the Renaissance, and from its anatomical
investigation (the soul was elsewhere or did not exist) to the
clinical quest for symptoms and the establishment of
nosology from the 17" century onwards. And yet this actual
heart, that causes symptoms and can be accurately measured
with modern imaging methods coexists with the subject’s
fantasy of his organs: the heart can be “big”, or “heavy”
(Vaysse J, 1992). It is, of course, impossible to understand
the function of the brain in isolation from the body and the
surrounding world created by the subject to which it belongs.
It is therefore necessary to speak of man rather than of
organs.

5. In his Attic Diary of 1869, the great satirist Emmanuel
Rhoides mocked the attempts to give a definition of man in
the following passage: “Plato defined man as a two-legged,
featherless animal, until Diogenes, having plucked a cockerel
and presented it as a prototype of Platonic man, forced the
philosopher to add the attribute “broad-nailed”. Later
physiologists, whishing to render sharper the distinction
between a plucked cockerel and a man, added the adjective
“omnivorous”; philosophers added “rational”, so that
gradually man was reduced to a “two-legged, featherless,
broad-nailed, omnivorous and rational animal”. These
features were deemed sufficient as the distinguishing marks
of the king of creation. Gradually however, as science
progressed, this definition proved inadequate, since we share
our omnivorous nature with swine, and reason, according to
the materialist tendencies of modern wisdom, in nothing but
a fluid secreted by the brain, just as urine is secreted by the
kidneys”. It is obvious that the attempt to talk about man on
the basis of definitions was undermined early on. Recourse
to a legend, the legend recorded by Plato in his Protagoras,
may prove more productive. The story is simple. When the
time came for the gods to create the human race, they
ordered Prometheus and Epimetheus to distribute the
attributes that were appropriate to each species. Epimetheus
asked Promehteus to let him do the handing out. Epimetheus’
intention was to hand out size, strength, weapons, speed,
methods of flight, and fertility in a balanced manner, so that
no species would risk extinction. But he squandered all these
gifts on dumb animals, and in the end nothing useful was left
for the human race. I shall not dwell on the corrective
intervention of Prometheus, who gave man fire and
craftsmanship, after stealing them from Hephaestus and
Athena. What I want to stress is Epimetheus’ lack of



to 0g hoyucov dev glvar GAAO TL, KATE TOG VAIGTIKAS TAGELG
TG ONUEPOV COOIOC, €] PELOTOV TL OmMEP €KKPIvEL O
eYKEPAAOG, OMUPUAIKTOC OTMG KAl TA VEQPA EKKPIvOLGL TO
ovpovy. Etvatl mpogavég 6Tt 0 dpoOpog yio va PANcEL Kavelg
mepl avBpomov, apyifovtag pe opiopovg, elvor omd moAD
oAl dedvTmg vrovopevpévoc. H kataguyn o’ éva pobo, to
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tov Bvntov diétagav tov TIpounBéa ko tov Emypunbéa va
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Oftoe tote amd tov IlpounBéa va tov apnoet va kdévet
pnévog tov ) davour.. H mpdbeon tov Emyunbéa ftav va
popdost  péyeBog, dvvaun, Omho, TOoyOTNTO, TPOTO
SlTpoPNG, Yovipdtnto pe TPOmo mov va e&lcoppomovviol
petald TOvG Yo va pnV KwOouvewel KATO0 YEVOS Vol
eEapaviotel. Kota&ddeye, opmg, Ohec Tig 1010TNTEG OTOL
drloyo (do ki étol éuewve yopig €O T0 YEVOG TV
avOponwv. TMapareino T ocvvéyelw tov pobov, pe v
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Hoawoto ko v Abnvd, yw va tovice ovtiv &d®d tnv
omeplokeyio. Tov Emyumbéa o dvBpwmog ompovpyeitar Kot
Byaivel otov kOGO eldeuatinog.

6. Onmwg Olot yvopilovpe, avTd TO YOPAKTNPIOTIKO TOL
veoyévyntov ovBpmmov eivol kot T0 UEYIOTO mALoVEKTHUG,
tov. Buoldyor kot yoyovaivtés Bo cuppmvicovy xmpig
KovEVa EVOOLOOUO TAVe o€ avtd. Adtt, Kabmg kdbe veoyvd
yevwwiétar  (QUGOAOYIKA)  mpowpo, N KOAOYN NG
eMeppoticomeag  Ba yive, Oyt amhdg evtdc  evog
mepPAAAOVTOG OAAG  €VTOG €VOC KOouov, PEGO  OTNV
avBpdmvn Kowvovia mov dabétel Adyo, amévavtt ce Evav
dAlov. Avty 1 Poloyikn avopludtTo Tov avOpdTIVoL
Bpépovg amotedel o Pacikn tpobmdbeon yio Ty avamtuén
tov ovBpomvov yoywopov. Edd akpifdg Ppioketon 1
WOLOUTEPOTNTA TOV OVOPMTOV: OTN «YOAAPMON», KOTA TNV
éxppacn tov F. Jacob, tng xAnpovopkdtntdg tov, Tou
EMUTPEMEL ALTOG O EWOIKOC TPOTOC WPILAVONG KOl OPYAVEOGCTG
TOV VELPLKOV TOL cuoTiuatos. H mopeia avt cuvugaivetot
e TNV OovAdvLoN TOL KOW®MVIKO-TOATIGUIKOD QOIVOUEVOL
evtOg tov omoiov Kuplopyo otoyelo eivar M KoTooKeELN
epyorelmv, o1 KOWOVIKEG emKOWOVieS Kol OVTOAAAYEG,
Kupiog 8¢ 1 ovuPfoAikn Aertovpyio ™G YA®GGOG. XTIg
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éxdoomn amd tov E&dvta, ot oepd Tpiawic Adyoc mov
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151d-183¢c), ..Ayn Swenuon dev PAdmtel], 10 Ppépog
paBaivel ™ yAdooa amd €vav allov, emavolopPavovtag
0VTO TOL OKOVEL GOV TOTAYAAOG. XT0 Lyediooua, 1 EAAewym
OVTOVOUIOG TOL PPEPOVG -- M TPWTOYEVHS advVouio. Tov
ovOpwmivov ovrog -- odnyel oy avadvon g YAMOooog
(pall xar g embopiog) péoa amd ™V Kpavy Kot N
yewpovouio, Héca and po «EKEOPTIGT TOV GLGTNHUATOS TV
VELPAOVAOV TTOV, OUWG, amattel Evav allo yia vo. oOhoKANPpwOEL.
To avBpdnvo ov dev pmopel va VTapEel O¢ vrokeiusvo TP,
uovo péca amod Evav dilov.

7. Evopunon. Tnv amoxaiovv «apgimievpo  lavoy,
«Proroyiko avTOUATIoNO omv vnpecio pog
mpobetikdOTNTOg KOl givar, pe ta Adyw tov Freud, o
«EVVol-0plo  avapeso oTo Yuylkd Kol TO COUATIKO, O
YOYIKOS AVTITPOCOTOG TV SIEYEPGEDV OV EPYOVTAL Ol TO

foresight: man is created and comes into the world deficient.

6. As we all know, this feature of the newborn human is also
his greatest advantage. Biologists and psychoanalysts will
readily agree on this. Because, as every newborn is
(normally) born premature, this deficiency will be
compensated for not simply within an environment but
within a world, within a human society that contains reason,
in the company of an other. This biological immaturity of the
human infant is a fundamental precondition for the
development of the human psyche. Here lies the peculiarity
of man: in the “loosening”, in F. Jacob’s words, of his
heredity, allowed by this particular manner of maturation and
organization of his neural system. This process is
interconnected with the emergence of the socio-cultural
phenomenon dominated by tool making, social interaction,
and especially by the symbolic function of language. In
Freud’s On Aphasia, the infant learns language from an
other, repeating what he hears like a parrot. In the Project,
the infant’s lack of autonomy — the primordial weakness of
the human being — leads to the emergence of language (and
at the same time of desire) through cries and gestures,
through a firing of the neurons, which, however, requires an
other in order to become complete. The human being can
only come into existence as a subject through an other.

7. Drive. It has been called a “two-faced Janus”, a
“biological automatism in the service of an intentionality”
and it is, in Freud’s words, “a concept that marks the
borderline between the psyche and the body, the mental
representative of excitations that originate inside the body
and reach the psyche, as well as a measure of the work
imposed upon the psyche because of its relationship to the
body” (The Unconscious, 1915). Freud goes on to make an
important remark: it is the function of the nervous system to
“keep excitations at bay, to keep them at the lowest possible
point.” Let us note that “excitations” may originate anywhere
in the body.

8. In the beginning was the infant’s “symbiotic relationship”
with his mother and the dual pattern of liking and dislike that
concerns the body. This relationship is characterized by
instability and disorder, which provide the preconditions of
creation (Angelergues often refers to Prigogine and to
physics — as an inspiration, as he stresses, not as a model).
For instance, muscle tone turns uncoordinated motor activity
into expression, into a way of expressing oneself within a
relationship with the other. Thus, tears or smiling will
become a means of expression through the responses and the
reactions of the environment. This tonal dialogue of the child
with the mother precedes verbal communication. These
phenomena possess a mental quality because of their organic
nature.

9. One of the most important early mental phenomena is
“primary illusion”: in a situation of deprivation, e.g. of the
mother’s breast, pleasure can only come through “illusion”,
through the sucking movements that represent suckling. This
primary “illusory perception of the world” is of vital
importance to man because it gives birth to the first
representations and therefore to a first form of the psyche.
Representations occur as perception is linked to illusion,
thanks to the investment that is each one’s personal choice of
the objects to be invested in. There can be no investment



E0MTEPIKO TOV CAOUATOS KOl PTAVOLY GTOV YuyIoUd Kot éval
HETPO TOL  AOLTOVUEVOL £pyoL mov  emPdAleTOl GTOV
yoyopd €& artiog g oyéong tov pe 10 copatkd» (To
acvveidnto, 1915). Ac mpocéEovlle T GLVEKELN: GTO VEDPIKO
obotyuo. «aviker M Agttovpyio TG omopdKkpuVONG TOV
deyépocv, g 01evfEToNG TOVG OTO0 YAUNAITEPO TOVG
onueio». Ag mpoocéfovpe oKOUO OTL Ol  «OIEYEPOEISH
TPOEPYOVTOL 0O OAGKATPO TO GOLLA.

8. Ev apyn nv n «ovpPuotiky oyéon» tov veoyvold pe m
UNTEPO TOV KOL TO SO0 OPECKELN-ATAPESKELD TTOV 0POPdL
ot0 oopo. Kabdg péoo o’ avt) t oyéon emkpotel
aotdfelo kot atagio Bo Tpokdhyovy cuvinkeg dnovpyiog (o
Angelergues cuyvd pog Topoméunel otov Prigogine kot n
QUOIKY -- Y. éumvevon, toviler, Oyt avtypaen). T
MAPASELYLO, T AOUVIOKTN KWNTIK Tov dpactnpldtnra
yivetal, SIOUEGOV TNG TOVIKOTNTOS TOV VAV TOV, EKQPICT),
EKQPACTIKO PEGOV TG GYéong Tov pe tov dAlov. To khdapa,
to yopoyeho Ba yivouv €1ol eKQPOCTIKG PECA YOPN OTIG
amOVTNOES KOt TG oviwpdoeglg tov mepifdrrovrog. O
TOVIKOG 0vTOC OIA0YOC TOL Taudloy HE Tr UNTEPO TOL
mpomnyeital TG AEKTIKNG emikowvaviog. Ta eoawvopeva givot
YOYIKG 0TIV TOLOTNTA TOLG EMELDN EIVOL OPYOVIKG GTI QUGN
TOVG.

9. Ilpotapykng onuaciog HETad TOV TPOTOV YOXIKOV
QUWVOUEVOV  glval 1 «TPOTOYEVNG wevdaicOnony»: og
katdotaon EAAewyng, My, TOL UNTPKoL othovg, 1
wavomoinon  dev  pmopel v mpoéABel  mopd  povo
«yeudoonNTika», péoa amd TG pulnTikég KIvNoEe oL
avamaplotody 10 nhoopd. Avtq n Tpd™ «wevdaioBntiki
aVTIANWN TOV KOGUODY EIVOL TPOTOPYIKNG CNUACIOG Yo TOV
GvBpomo  ywti  eivor  yeveswovpydg TV TPOTOV
OVOTOPUOTACEDY KOl  EMOUEVOS HOG TPMTNG  LOPPNG
yoytopov. Ot avamopooTdcels TpoKOTTovy Kabdc cuvoseTon
M avtiinyn pe v yevdaicbnon, yapic otV ENEVOLGN TOL
elvol TPOCONIKN ToL Kabevdg emAOYN TOV TPOG €MEVOLON
avtikelévov. Erévovon yopic yevdaicOnomn dev pmopei vo
vrapéel. Ovte avtidnym. To vonuo pwog avtidnyng M oG
avamapdotacng oev Ppioketol 6to 1010 TO OVTIKEIEVO,
divetar omd v yevdaicnon kot v enévdvon. 'Etot
131000V LOGTE TO, OVTO KOL TO TPAYLATA TOV TEPPAAAOVTOG
pag, to Kdvovpe dniadn dkd pag, €l0dyovtdg To 6To AOYo
oG pe po mpoowmikh oviwvouio. (BA v # 2). 'Etot
avtlapPovopacte-EeympiCovpe 6ca glvar €E@ amd epdg.
Avt)  okpifdg M, TPOTOV TG, EO0MTEPIKELON TV
AVTIMYE®V HOG TPOCTATEVEL OO TNV KAvik: wevdoiotnon
TOV YuYOHoe®V TOL Bol SOVULE O KATO.

10. 'Etol avantooceton 1 exrfouio kot 1o GuvakolovBo g 1
povtaoiowon (CLVOPUOAOYNGT  «UVIUOVIKAV 1vodV»  ond
PO YOULLEV KAVOTOINGN OTH GYEGT TOL LE TO COMUO TNG
UNtépag) MOV amOTEAOVV KOl TNV «IPATH  YUYIKN
apaypoTikoOToy  (mpwroyeviic  dadikaoia). Mg
Oevtepoyevy) Oladikaoia, TOL KobioToTow EQIKT HE TN
cvykpoTnon tov Eyd, n dpdoa apyf TG mpoyUaTIKOTITOG
0o eoaydyel o avtikeipevo g embopiog oto medio g
oxéong Heta&y emBUIOG KOl TPOYUATIKOTNTOG, EVTOG TNG
omoiag Ba yiver n didkpion tov e@TEPIKOV KOGHOV OV gV
OVIKEL OTO VMOKEIHEVO, EVA TOVTOXPOVA OVTOG O KOGLOG
mapapével oviikeipevo embopiog. Etor, 1 avtiinyn elvon
KATL TOpamdve omd [o oohnTploKy) «QOToypaeIon» TG
mPOyUOTKOTNTAG OAAG Ko T ovBpdmvr pdabnon  odev
cuumocovTol 610 dOpotcua TV avtiMyeny. H eraen pe

without illusion, nor can there be perception. The sense of a
perception or a representation is not to be found in the object
itself, it occurs through illusion and investment. This is how
we appropriate the beings and the objects in our
environment, how we make them our own by introducing
them into our discourse accompanied by a personal pronoun
(see # 2). This is how we perceive-distinguish what is outside
of ourselves. And it is precisely this internalization of
perceptions, so to speak, that protects us from the clinical
illusion of psychosis, as we shall see below.

10. This is what produces desire and its companion, fantasy
(a synthesis of “mnemonic traces” of a previous satisfaction
related to the body of the mother) that constitute the “first
psychic reality” (primary process). With the secondary
process, that becomes possible with the construction of the
Ego, the acting principle of reality will introduce the object
of desire into the relationship between desire and reality,
within which will take place the realisation of the outside
world, that does not belong to the subject, while still
remaining an object of desire. Perception, therefore, is
something more than a simple sensory “photograph” of
reality, and human learning is not reducible to the sum of
perceptions. The infant begins coming into touch with reality
and gets gradually to know it first through articulating some
innate reflex sensory and motor activities (seeing and
grasping), that is by acting on this reality. This activity
continues, culminates and is differentiated with the
acquisition of language. As the level of mere reflex action
based on present things is transcended towards a learning
process based on speech — on absent things — action becomes
human deed. Speech contains action and action contains
speech.

11. We can learn more from psychopathology. Clinical
illusion appears either as a regressive reactivation of the
primary illusion (hysteria) or as the inability to integrate it in
the everyday work of perception (psychosis); these two
mechanisms are not mutually exclusive. Recently,
Kapsampelis and Kecskemeti (1998) attempted a dialogue
between this psychoanalytic view of illusions and the two
models most commonly employed in cognitive psychology
for the interpretation of auditory-verbal illusions in
schizophrenia: a) a parasitic recollection of a discourse that
has not been integrated in the subject’s psychic activity
(Ralph Hoffman, 1993, 1994); b) a defective recognition of
intentionality (Christopher Frith, 1992, 1996; this model is
also based on the work of McGuire et al 1993, 1996: brain
activity during the auditory-verbal illusion is similar to that
observed during the perception of speech; it can be related to
the production of inner speech which is also, normally,
related to the perception of speech. An interesting detail: the
frontal areas activated during the perception of speech have
an inhibitory effect on the temporal speech-perception areas.
I shall insist on this second model, since it is based on the so-
called “central control of action”: according to this, an
action, whether it is a response to an external stimulus, or it
is spontaneous requires an intention for action. Through this
model clinical illusion can contribute to the research on
consciousness and the representation of the self and the
other, through the conscious realisation of the deed.

o [This sounds Bergsonian, doesn’t it, Andreas?
Bergson opposed the deed to emotion. Jean-Didier



YOP® TPOYUATIKOTNTO KOt 1] KATA 6TAdW Yvdomn g, apyilet
GTO Veoyvo e [ Apfpmon EUELTOV OVTOVOKAOGTIKOV
dpactnplomitov aichnong kot xkuntwodttag (Opacn Kot
GUAAYN), ONAadn péca and pla dpdon mTaveo G° avTHV TV
mpoypatuwcotnta. H  dpactmpidmmta avt ocvveyiletan,
KOPLOMVETOL KOl OlOPOPOTOLEITOL [E TNV KOATAKTNOT TNG
yhooooc. Kabhg 1o eminedo g anAng avtavokAQGTIKNG
Aertovpyiog, pe Paon ta mapovta mTPayuaTa, vrepPaiverol
mpog TNV katevBuvon g pobnolakng Aettovpyiag pe Paon
t0 Adyo -- To omdvio mpdypoto -- 1 Opdon  yiveton
avOpomivn Tpdén. O Adyog eumepiéyel mpasn kot M mPaén
epmepEyel Adyo.

11. H youyomaBoroyio pmopel va pog padel mepiocodtepa. H
KAvik]  wevooioOnon TPOKVTIEL €T MG TOAVOPOUIKT|
EMOVAOPACTNPLOTOINGCT] TNG TPMOTOYEVODG  yevdaicOnong
(votepia) eite ®¢ advvapio ™ vo evtayfel eviog Tov
KaOnuepvod avtiAnmrikod £pyov (Wyoymon) ot dvo oavtol
unyoviopoi  d6gv  aAAnioamoxieiovrar.  [Ipdogoto o
Kayoprnéing ko n Kecskemeti (1998) emeyeipnoav évav
S1IL0Y0 OVAUESO G’ OVTEG TIG WUYAVOAVTIKES OVTIAYELS Yo
TIG Wwevdatotnoelg kat ta dVo KOPLo, LOVTEAD TNG YVMOTIKNG
yoyoloyiog mov £€yovv mpotobel yioo TV epunveio TV
OKOVGTIKO-AEKTIKOV Yevdalsbnoidv ot oyloppévela: o)
MAPACLTIKY avapVNon €vOg AOYou oL dev €xet evtaybel otn
yoywkn Spactnptotnta gvog vrokeévon (Ralph Hoffman,
1993, 1994), p) €loTTOHOTIKY — Ovoyvdplon TG
mpobetikdtog (Christopher Frith, 1992, 1996, to povtéio
avtd Poaciletar kKo otig epyacieg twv Mc Guire et al 1993,
1996: eykepaAik) JOpacTNPOTNTO KATA TNV OKOVGTIKO-
Aektikn  yevdaioOnon avaloyn pe eketvp katd Vv
TPOGANYN TOL AOYOV, GLGYETION TNG LE TNV TOPAYWYT TOV
E0MTEPIKOL AOYOL TTOL KL 0VTH oLGYETICETAL, PVOIOAOYIKAC,
ue v mpodcAnyn Adyov. Evdiapépovoa «Aemtopépeion: ot
dpPaCTNPLOTOIOVUEVEG KOATA TNV TOPUy®y ] TOv AOYOL
HeTOTOIEG TEPLOYEG OGOKOVUV  OVOOTOATIKY) OpAcTm OTIg
KPOTUPIKES AVTIANTITIKEG TOL AOYOV TTEPLOYES). LTEKOUOL GTO
dgvtepo avtd povtédo kabog Poociletor otov AgyOpevo
«KeVTIPIKO €Aeyyxo NG TPAEno»: avtn, eite amavtd oe éva
eEotepikd epébiopa, eite elvar ovBopuntn amortel o
poleon v dpdon. Méow avtod Tov poviélov M KAwviky
wevdaiotnon pumopel voo GUUPALEL 0T €PEVVO GYETIKG UE TN
GUVEIONON KOl QVOTOPACTOOT TOV £00T00 KOl TOL GAlov,
HEG® TNG GLVEINTOMOINONG TNG TPALHS

o [Mreploviké OJev axodyetor ovto  Avopéa, O
Mrmeplov avumapébete v mpdln oto ovvaicOnuo.
O Jean-Didier Vincent (2000), Oswpoviag ot dev
TpEmel Vo PAETOVUE TIS OVATOPATTACELS ~-- ODTO TO
I010ITEPO.  ONUOVTIKO — EYKEPOLIKO  «EPYO»  TOD
eCaopoldifetar amo TV TAACTIKOTHTO. TV GOVAWEDY
- avelapmpro. omdé ¢  avlpdmives  mpalels,
TPOTELVEL 0V a10mPOoEKTO VeoLOYIOUO:
representactions].

Q¢ yYvOOoTOV, Ol OKOVOTIKO-AEKTIKEG WeELOAIGONOEL;, TO
TOPOAPNUO 1 Ol 10€eC EMOPACENDG TOV YOXOTIKOV Elvot
STOPOYEG TG OVTIANYNG KOl TNG avoyv@plong omd To
VTOKEIIEVO TNG OIKNG TOL YUYIKNG dPacTNPLOTNTOS KOL TOV
E0MTEPIKOL TOL AOYOVL, omoTeloOV OnAadn Pabvtateg
SoTopoyég TG GLVEIdNONG E0VTOL Kot TG dtdikplong HeTa&hd
€aVTOV Kot EEMTEPIKOV KOGHOV. XTO TAAIGLO TOV YVOCTIKOV
HOVTEA®V, O TOAMOG OpPWOHOG TG  wevdaiohnong g
«ovtidnym yoplg avtikeipevo» yivetor «ovtiinym yopig

Vincent (2000),believes that we should not view
representations — this especially important “work”
of the brain that is achieved thanks to the plasticity
of its synapses — as independent of human actions,
and  introduces the remarkable neologism
representactions].

As we know, auditory-verbal illusions, delirium and ideas of
external influences exhibited by psychotics are due to a
defect in perception and in the subject’s ability to recognize
its own mental activity and inner speech; they are, that is to
say, very profound disturbances of self-consciousness and of
the ability to distinguish between the self and the outside
world. Within the framework of cognitive models, the old
definition of delusion as “perception without an object”
becomes “perception without a subject” (N. Georgieff and
M. Jeannerod 1998; Georgieff, 2001; Georgieff works in the
Service of the psychoanalyst J. Hochmann, the collaborator
of Jeannerod, the well-known neuropsychologist of Lyon; cf.
their co-written book J. Hochmann, M. Jeannerod, Esprit ou
es-tu?. Psychanalyse et Neurosciences. 1991).

12. Angelergues often turns to physics in his own peculiar
way. Concerning the problem of mind-body dualism, and
being opposed to any kind of division, he will propose “a
thought provoked (certainly not copied) from the notion of
the “wave-particle duality” of quantum physics, which is at
the same time a great paradox. “Duality, not dualism”, he
stresses, and reminds us that Etienne Klein has given us a
marvellous exposition of this paradox through La Fontaine’s
fable “The bat and the two ferrets”: “a bat enters the nest of a
ferrett who hates mice, but gets off by showing it its wings
that give it the identity of a bird. Two days later, it enters the
nest of a ferrett who hates birds, but gets off once more by
showing it that it has no feathers, and is therefore a mouse”.
Turning to psychiatric pathology, I shall add the provocative
and certainly extraordinary monistic aphorism of the lung
specialist Francois-Bernard Michel: asthma is 100% physical
and 100% mental. Boris Kyrulnik uses a similar formulation:
“100% innate, 100% acquired” when he refers to the genetic
base of human behavior. This “game” of “paradoxical
percentages” appears thus to avoid the solution of the so-
called “inter-reaction” which on the one hand accepts the
interaction of biology and the environment but on the other
hand preserves the division of the whole in percentages;
intelligence, for instance, is due by 77.5% to biology and by
22.5% to experience and the environment; this is certainly
“just another form of dualism”. Indeed, it is claimed that
when it is not the case of a monogenetically defined disease,
such as mucoviscidosis, but of “complex human
characteristics”, this basic equation of quantitative genetics
can be “used” to demonstrate our inability to draw a
measurable relationship between genetic and environmental
influence (J. Fromeut, La Recherche 1998, 311, 50-51).
Now, of course, I have entered the realm of Costas Krimbas;
therefore, my dear Costas, allow me to go on with something
that I consider more important, on the basis of something that
you had pointed out earlier. This difference between an
“absurd” sum of “percentages” that expresses reality, and a
“reasonable’ one that misrepresents it, may be made clear if
we attend to something pointed out by Lewontin: “the parts
do not have a previous detached existence that would allow
us to think of wholes as consisting of sums of ‘parts’...” This
is a pointed observation, says Krimbas, who brought it to



vrokeipevoy (N. Georgieff and M. Jeannerod 1998,
Georgieff, 2001 mov epydletor oto Service TOL YLYAVOALTH
J. Hochmann, tov ocvinmnti tov Jeannerod, tov moAd
YVOGTOL VELPOYVLYOAOYOL ™G Avdv. BA 10 KOwd TOLG
Biprio J. Hochmann, M. Jeannerod, Esprit ou es-tu?.
Psychanalyse et Neurosciences. 1991).

12. O Angelergues KoTa@eOyel GLYVA OTN QLGCIKN HE Evav
Wiaitepo TpOmo. Z10 TPOPANUA TOV SLICHOV CMOUOTOG Kol
Yuyns, ovtag avtifetog oe k6Oe diyorouia Ba mpoteivel «uia
okéyn (mpo mAvVTOV Oyl avTlypa®n) mIveo oV Evvola
“duadikdTTo KOUO-COUATION” TG KPOVTIKAG PUGIKNG, TOV
elvar Tovtoypova €va peydro mopadofo. Avadikotyra Oyt
oviouogy, tovifer kor vmevBopiler 6t m Etienne Klein
eébeoe afloBadpacta avtd 0 Topddoso pécwm tov pHbov
tov La Fontaine «H vuytepida kot ot 0o vueitoeoy: «ua
voytepida pUmaivel 6T @OAA L0G VOOITGOS Tov aneyfdvetot
TOL TMOVTIKIL OAAG OmOPEVYEL TO HaKEAEWD Oglyvovioag Ta
@tePE OV NG SlvovV TNV TALTOTNTO TOLALOL. Avo pépeg
apydtepa, uroivel 6N @OMA pog voeiteag mov anexfdveton
TO TOVALE OAAGL OmO@EVYEL, aKOUN Mo QOpd, TO HOKEAELO
SelyvovTog TNV omovcio. QTEPMOUNTOC 7OV TNG Oivel TNV
tovtdt o wovtikiovy. Katagedyovtag oty (Woy)orpikn
maboroyia, Oo TPochicwm ToV TPOKANTIKS Kal, OTMGONTOTE,
WOWOHOPPO  HOVIOTIKO  GPOPIGHO  TOL  TVELHOVOAOYOL
Francois-Bernard Michel: to dofua sivor 100% ocopotikd
kot 100% yoywd. O Boris Kyrulnik ypnowonotel v
avaloyn dwrdnmon «100% Epeurto, 100% eriktnro» Otov
avaQEPETOL ot yevetikn  Pdon  tov  avBpomvov
couneplpopdv. To «moyvidy pe ta «mapddo&a mocooTé
paivetarl vo amoeevyel £T61 KoL TV €KO0YN TNG AEYOUEVNG
«dt-ovtidpaone», oduewve pe Ty omoio yivetor pev
amodekt) N emidpacn kot TG ProAoyiag kot TOL
mePPAALOVTOG TANY Opmg dtatnpeitarl N diaipeon tOL OAOL
G€ TOGOGTA Y10, TAPASELY L, 1) EVEVIN opeiieTon KoTd 77,5%
ot Proroyio kot kotd 22,5% oty eumepion Kol TO
mepPaAiov, KATL mov eivar PéPata «o GAAN  popen|
dviopov. Yrootnpiletor pdiiota 6ti, 0tav dgv TPOKELTAL YIo!
LLOVOYEVETIKOL ~ TPOGOIOPGUEVO  vOoNHo,  Om®G 1
mucoviscidose, oAMA Yy «mwoAbTAoka  avOpdTVOL
YOPOKTNPOTIKA», ovty 1 ©Ow M Paoikny eliowon G
TOGOTIKNG YEVETIKNG Vo Umopel va «ypnotiporombed» ya va
Kkatadetfel v advvapio KoTaoTPpOCEMS UG LETPIOLUNG
oxéong petald yovidlakng kot meptBaiioviikig dpdong (J.
Fromeut, La Recherche 1998, 311, 50-51). Ed® BéPota eivot
to. xopdele tov Kpyumd, yi avtd emérpeye pov oyamnté
Kdoto va mao mapokdton, cuveyxiloviog pe KoL mov Dempd
ONUOVTIKOTEPO, PAcEL o  SIKNG GOV TOANOTEPTG
EMONUOVONG. AVTA N S0eopd HETOED €VOG «TOPAAOYOVY
08polouaTog «T0GOCTMOVY» TOL EKOPALEL TNV TPUYUATIKOTI T
Kot VOG AALOL, «AOoYLKoD» OV TV WeLTilel, pmopet iows va
yivel KoTovonTt oKOAOLOMVTOG [ TOPATAPNON  TOL
Lewontin: «ta tuipota  dev  €govv  mpdtepn  Vmopén
LEHOVOUEVE (OTE TO GOVOAN VO OmOTEAOVVTIOL OTd
cuvafpoton “tunubrov’  (.)».  Ayunpn M datdnoon,
ypaoet o Kootag Kpiumdg mov pog v vreviopilet, (Neboig
1995, 3, 33-40) 660 ko1 capnc MOTE VO, AOVEL OPIGTIKA TNV
OVTOAOYIKT] TAEVPA TOV GVOY@YICHOV: KTUNUOTO KOl GUVOLQ,
€éxouv petald TOVG OlOAEKTIKN) OYECT, MOTE OVLOEV Eeivol
TUAHO €V dev vITdpPyEL GOVOAO TOV 0omoiov givatl TuMqpa. Agv
VIAPYEL OTOV KOOUO TP pepovopévo. Ola ta Koppdatio
TOV PLOLKOD KOGHOL VIAPYOVV €V AAANAETIOPACEL TOV EVOG
He to GAXO, Kot HOVO YXAPLG OE OVTEC TIG AAANAEMIOPAGELS
umopodue vao yvopicovpe v vmapé tovg. Qote ot
WomTeg TV TEUNUdTOV givol mhvta 1010TNTeS TIG Omoieg

our attention (Neusis 1995, 3, 33-40), but also clear enough
to solve once and for all the ontological aspect of
reductionism: “the relationship between parts and wholes is
dialectical, so that nothing is a part unless there is a whole
that it is a part of. There are no detached parts in the world.
All parts of the natural world exist in interaction to each
other, and only thanks to these interactions can we become
aware of their existence. Therefore, the properties of the
parts are always properties that they exhibit within a
particular whole.” Interacting parts signify organization. And
was not the initial aim of biology “to study beings with an
organization, so as to arrive at the knowledge of the
organizing laws?” asks Angelergues.

13. Today, the positivist dream has doubtlessly much to offer
to basic research, but remains nevertheless unfounded,
because it is still only able to discern organicity in the organ,
not in the organization, that is in the emergence, through
organization, of another scientific level — in our case a “Psy”
level — that biological language cannot investigate. This new
level requires another language. Here, 1 shall only quote a
short passage from a work of literature, Italo Calvino’s
Imaginary Cities, which gives a graphic illustration of the
above: “Marco Polo is describing a bridge stone by stone.
‘But which stone is it that keeps the bridge standing?’ asks
Kublai Chan. ‘The bridge is not kept standing by this or that
stone’ replies Marco Polo, ‘but by the line of the arc formed
by the stones.” Kublai Chan falls silent and thinks. Then he
adds: ‘why to you talk to me about stones? I am only
interested in the arc.” Marco Polo replies: ‘without the stones
there can be no arc.”” Others only notice the line of the arc
(mental phenomena), others only the stones that go into its
formation (matter). However, the bridge (the mental organ)
is made of sfones (matter) but it is not supported by them; it
is supported by their placement in the form of an arc
(organization).

14. 1 see no other way of answering Andreas’ question,
except through a dialogue between the neurosciences and
psychoanalysis; this, however, would require that the fading
of the old arrogance of psychoanalysis be accompanied by
the shedding of the contemporary arrogance of the
neurosciences.

e  Paul Ricoeur in a recent discussion with Changeux
(Ce qui nous fait penser. La nature et la regle. Ed.
Odile Jacob, Paris, 1998) tells him that, hearing him
speak at that moment, he did not consider him a
reductionist. His point of departure was his
fundamental claim that dualism lies in semantics,
“mental” is not equivalent to “immaterial, non-
physical”’, but that the “mental experience”
involves the “physical” in a sense that is not
reducible to the body of the natural sciences:
“the body-as-object is semantically counterposed
to the body-as-experience.” Changeux, without
abandoning his fundamental position, according to
which “the descriptive-neuronal” must be united
with “the perceptive-experienced”, had just stated
that “no neurobiologist would ever say that
language is the posterior frontal cortex” asserting,
at the same time, that he avoids semantic amalgams,
and that he uses more than one “discourses”.




PovEPOVOVY  €VTOG OpLOpEVOL GuvOAovy., «Tufpata v
oniemdpdoey mher vo  TwEL opyavwon. MNAmOG  TO
mpoTap Kd oxedo g Pro-oyiog dev NTov «n peAéTn TV
OVIOV UE 0pydvwon (OOTE VO QTAGOVUE OTNV YVAGCT TOV
VOU®Y THG 0pYavmongy, avopmTiétal 0 Angelergues.

13. Xnpepa, 10 OeTIKIOTIKO OVEPO TPOCOEPEL OvapL@ifoia
vnpecieg ot PaciKr EMOTNUOVIKY] £pELVA, TOPAUEVEL
®0TO00 PeTE®PO d10TL eEakorovBel va un pmopel va det v
opyavikdéTTa Tapd POvo oto Opyavo, OxL OTNV 0pydvwor,
dMAodn oty €€ avTNG AmOPPOLD. EVOG GAAOD ETIGTNIOVIKOD
EMMESOV -- OTN TEPITTM®ON HOG TOV €MEdOV «P» -- OmoL N
Bloloykn] YAOGGO €ival OVETOPKNG YOl VO TO JLEPEVVIOEL
oo povn g To véo avtd eminedo yperdletal GAAN YAOGGA.
B0 0pKeSTO Vo TapaBEc® ed® Eva LUKPO OTOGTAGLO omd
éva hoyotéyvmua, T Adpartes molerg tov Traro Kaifivo,
OOV EVYAMTTO EKOVOYPAPOLVTOL TO Tapanive: «O Mdapko
[16A0 meprypdoet pa yépupa méTpa-néTpa. “Opme moa etvot
M métpa mov otnpilel ™ yépvpa;” pwtdel o Kodpmiai Xav.
“H yépupa de ompileton and avtn 1 amd exeivn v métpa”
amavtdel o Mdpko II6Ao, “oAld om' ) ypopupn g oyidog
mov avtég oynpatiCovv”. O Kodbumhai Xov pével otonniog
kol okéetetal. Yotepo Tpochitel, “yloti pov WAGS Yo
mETPEG; epéva pe evotopépet povo 1 ayida”. O Mapko I16A0
amovtd, “yoplg métpeg dev  LWAPYEL awida». AAAOL
MPOGEYOLY  UOVO TN Ypopun G awidag (ta Wuykd
QUVOLEVA), AAAOL LOVO TIG TTETPEG TTOL TN oynpatifovv (Tnv
OAn). H yépopa dpmg (to woykd 6pyavo) oynpotifeton 1e Tig
métpeg (Tv OAN) oArd dev otpileton and avtés, otnpileton
amd TNV O1evBETNON TOVG GE ypauun awioos (0pydveon).

14. Aev BAéno dAlo tpodTO vo amavtndel 1o epAOTNUA TOVL
Avdpéo mopd povo péca amd 1o SdAoyo  peToEd
VEVPOEMIGTNUNG Kot yoyavdAivong, opkel oto EeBdprocua
g moAodg araloveiog e wuyavéivong vo mpootebel 1
gyKaTaletyn ™mg oLYYPOVIG vrepoyiog TV
VEVPOETLOTI LDV

e O Paul Ricoeur, c¢ pio amostpo@r| Tov AdYOL Kotd
mv Tpoéceotn cvinon tov pe tov Changeux, (Ce
qui nous fait penser. La nature et la regle. Ed. Odile
Jacob, Paris, 1998 -- kukho@dpnoe mpdopata Kol M
eMnvikn €kdoon) Bo Tov TEL TWC, £TGL TOV LAOVGE
gkeivn ) otyun, dgv tov Bewpovoe avaywyioty. O
idtog exkwvovoe omd T Pacikn tov Béon MG o
dvioudc evromileTon oTN ONUAVTIKT, TO «YUYLKO»
0gv  €ival 1000UVONO TOL «GvAov, TOVL U
CONOTIKOD», TANV Opog 10 «Yoyikéd Pilopo»
EPTAEKEL TO «KCONOTIKO» KATE pio, uy avaydywun
GTO GONO. TOV PUOLKOV ETLGTILAV, £VVOLL: «GTO
CONU-OVTIKEIPNEVO avriropopfaireTon
onuavtikos 10 Provpevo codpe». O Changeux,
xopilg va aopiotatoar g Poacikng tov Béong, g
avayKNG vao evOEl «To TEPTYPUPIKO-VELPOVIKO LIE
T0 avTIANTTO-Prodpevom, lye dnimoel
TPONYOLUEVMG OTL «KAVEVAS Vevpofioloyog dev Bo
TEL TOTE OTL 1 YADOOTO. €IVOL 0 OTIoOI0C UETWTIOIOG
ploiogy, PePfardvoviog cuvapo OTL amoEEvYEL Vo,
KAVEL OUOAYAATO OTLOVTIKNG KO OTL (PTCLULOTOLEL
TMEPLOGOTEPOVS TOV EVOG «ADYOVGY.

15. Tlpoywpdviog Alyo mo mépa TV  KaTaKAEido ™G
amdvinong ¢ Eypnvme Zxaiidpo Ba éheya OT1, KATO 0md
avTéc TG mpobmobicel;, 0 TOKPATNS 160G Vo ETEVE

15. Taking the coda of Irini Skaliora’s response a little
further, I would say that, under these circumstances,
Socrates may have lent an attentive ear. And a necessary
disclaimer: I do not belong among those who believe that it
was our glorious ancestors who discovered everything under
the sun — including psychoanalysis.



€UNKOOV TO 0VG. Avaykaio devkpivnon: dev aviKo® o€
eKkelvoug Tov Bewpovv mwg dha ta Exovv Ppet ot apyaiot pag
TPOYOVOL, LETAED OVTAOV KL TV YUYAVAALO).
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