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N o Upon closer examination, however, it turns out that what

istrue for the mind, namely, tha metgphoricd language isthe only way it hasto make an “outward
sensible appearance”even silent, non-appearing activity already consists in speech, the soundless

didogue of me with mysgif is not at all true for the life of the soul. p. 31
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But our soul-experiences are body-bound to such an extent that to speak of an “inner life” of the
oul isasunmetaphoricd asto spesk of an inner sense thanksto which we have cdlear ssnsttions of the

functioning or non-functioning of our inner organs. p. 32
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Merleau-Ponty, to my knowledge -+ was still misled by the old identification of mind
and soul when he defined  “the mind as the other side of the body” since “there is a body of the
mind, and amind of the body and a chiasm between them.” Precisely the lack of such chiasmata or

crosingsover isthe crux of mentd phenomena--- p. 33
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Thought, he writes, is “‘fundamental’ because it is not borne by anything, but not

125‘



2009 6

fundamental as if with it one reached a foundation upon which one ought to base oneself and stay.
As a matter of principle, fundamental thought is bottomless. It is, if you wish, an abyss.” But what is
true of the mind is not true of the oul and vice versa The soul, though perhgps much darker than
the mind will ever manage to be, is not bottomless; it does indeed “overflow” into the bodys; it

“encroaches upon it, is hidden in it and at the same time needs it, terminates in it, is anchored in it.”

p.33
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and it also may have a dazing after-effect, when you come out of it, feeling unsure of

wha seemed to you beyond doubt while you were unthinkingly engaged in whatever you were

doing. p.175
- 196
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- For while, for whatever reason, a man

indulgesin sheer thinking, and no mater on what aubject, he livescompletely in the snguler, tha is
in complete olitude, asthough not men but Man inhabited the earth. p. 47
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o Outstanding among
these was slf-sufficiency, namely, that this ego has “no need of any place, nor does it depend on any
materid thing,” and, next, worldlessness, namely, that in self-inspection, “examinant avec attention
cequej' étais”, he could easily “feindre que je n' avais aucun corps et qu’ il n' y avait aucun monde
ni aucun lieu ol je fusse” “feign that I had no body, and that there was no world nor place where

| wouldbe” . p. 48
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feindre que je n' avais aucun corps et qu’ il n' y avait aucun
” “ ”

monde ni aucun lieu ot je fusse

52—53
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“on the one hand, on the other”

In a world of appearances, filled with error and semblance, reality is guaranteed by this
three- fold commonness the five senses utterly different from each other, have the same object in

common; members of the same gpecies have the context in common tha endows every single object
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with its particular meaning; and all other sense-endowed beings, though perceiving this object from

utterly different perspectives, agree on its identity. p.50
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(® Hannah Arendt, The Life of the Mind. Vol. I: Thinking; Vol. II: Willing, Mary McCarthy (ed.), New York:

Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, 1978. o

@  “mind” 1. N 2. N N N N N N 3. . N
°
“ - « ” « »
3 psychic o
« » « pow . mow » o «
energy . genius’ . “heart” | “spirit 5
» “psychic” i
® ( ( ) )y ) 2007 5
“ » “ife” “ »
P « » « »
@ thinking o
“thinking” « »

130



( )

®

©@
©

)

( ) 2004 307 .

If I reflect on the relation of me to myself obtaining in the thinking activity, it may well seem as though my
thoughts were “mere representations” or manifestations of an ego that itself remains forever concealed, for thoughts
of course are never anything like properties that can be predicated of a self or a person. The thinking ego is indeed
Kant’s “thing in itself”: it does not appear to others and, unlike the self of self-awareness, it does not appear to
itself, and yet it is “not nothing.” (p. 42)

My soul (in Thomas the organ for thought) is not I; and if only souls are saved, I am not saved, nor is any

man. (p.43)

@1 Hannah Arendt, The Life of the Mind, p. 44, pp. 151-166.
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What Merleau-Ponty had to say against Descartes is brilliantly right: “To reduce perception to the thought
of perceiving *** is to take out an insurance against doubt whose premiums are more onerous than the loss for

which it is to indemnify us: for it is to *** move to a type of certitude that will never restore to us the ‘there is’

of the world.”” (pp- 48-49) e — «

¢ s ”»
o

The reality of what I perceive is guaranteed by its worldly context, which includes others who perceive as I

do, on the one hand, and by the working together of my five senses on the other. (p. 50)

° 55
Cf. Hannah Arendt, The Human Condition, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1958, p. 52.
Whatever thinking can reach and whatever it may achieve, it is precisely reality as given to common sense,
in its sheer thereness, that remains forever beyond its grasp, indissoluble into thought trains the stumbling block

that alerts them and on which they founder in affirmation or negation. (pp. 51-52)
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