Descartes insists that the human body a machine. In relation to my thought about myself, we could articulate the force of this in three ideas: (i) My own body is an object I encounter in the world just like any other, and so something that is quite distinct from me. It is marked off from other bodies simply by its particular mechanical complexity and the special closeness of its causal relation to me. (ii) My body is a machine in the sense of being an instrument – a tool -that I use to attain my ends: as a hammer or a ship is. (iii) On Descartes’s, science inspired, account, my fundamental understanding of the world is in geometrical terms: in terms of bodies in spatial relations. My own body, being itself just one such object that I encounter in the world, is, at the most fundamental level, something to be conceived of in terms of a spatially arranged cluster of bits of matter. In this lecture we will examine Merleau-Ponty’s critique of this cluster of ideas.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Some questions:
What is the confusion (if there is one) in representing the individual’s own body as a tool – an object that he encounters – in his dealings with the world?
Evaluate Merleau-Ponty’s suggestion that bodily engagement with the world is more basic than thought about it.
What is the confusion (if there is one) in representing the individual’s own body as a tool – an object that he encounters – in his dealings with the world?
Does Merleau-Ponty make plausible the claim that philosophers have tended to describe our experience of ourselves and the world, not as it actually is, but as science tells us it must be?

 


