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ON TIME AS A FACTOR DIFFERENTIATING
FEELING AND THOUGHT. ARISTOTLE — FORTENBAUGH
— ANTIPHON THE SOPHIST — WEININGER

You never know what will happen when it comesrahnightingale.
But with a mechanical bird everything is under coht
H. Ch. Andersen

The present paper is provoked by a reflectionhenrélationship between
feeling' and thinking, the final impulse coming from a riesadof William W.
Fortenbaugh'’s boolristotle on Emotioh Fortenbaugh wrote:

[...] in sudden alarms the logical half of the soul does

not come into play, because there is not time for

reflection and deliberation. Response to sudden

danger depends entirely on the alogical half of the

bipartite soul[...]3.
This claim follows a reference t&EN 111717-22. | am not sure how to
understand it, as it is preceded by an introducegtence: [ing the
language of Aristotle’s newly won political and ietl psychology we may
say that... . Does it mean that the thesis spelled ouEbgtenbaugh is, in
Aristotle, but implicit (ve may? In a footnote, Fortenbaugh clarifies:

| do not want to say that all kinds of unreflective

judgments are to be assigned to the alogical half o

Y The first draft of the paper was prepared durirsiey at the Fondation Hardt where | found excellen
conditions of work in November 2007 and completedrdy a visit in Cork and Dublin in September/Oapb
2010 sponsored by the Royal Academy of Ireland. féyeer was presented at a Work in Progress Seminar,
October 4, 2010, Trinity College Dublin.

! For clarity, let me specify that | ueelingas a general category for all affective phenom&his is a
suitable rendering of the Germ@wefiihlin standard translations, e.g. of Max Scheler. 8se C. G. Jundglhe
Tavistock Lecturefl935] in: C. G. JungCollected Worksvol. 18: The Symbolic Life. Miscellaneous Writings
transl. R. F. C. Hull, Routledge & Kegan Paul, Londl977, p. 30German psychologists have already recom-
mended the suppression of the wardpfindungfor feeling, and propose that one should use thelgefuhl
(feeling) for values, while the worimpfindungshould be used for sensatiom. turn, | use affectivity to
encompass feelings in their horizontal aspect (adinsay, sorrow, love, joy, fear, anger, love)wad| as in
their vertical aspect (as levels: pleasure/joy/laggs/bliss, liking/sympathy/love/friendship, etc.)

2 W. W. Fortenbaughristotle on Emotion. A Contribution to philosopilipsychology, rhetoric, poetics,
politics and ethics[2" ed.] Duckworth, London 2002. See also R. Zaboroskiew of] W. W. Fortenbaugh,
Avristotle on Emotion.. in: Eos93, 2006, pp. 375-379.

3 W. W. Fortenbaughristotle on Emotion.. , p. 72.

“In n. 1, p. 71 one reads a sudden situation such as confronts the morgageous man there is no
time for calculation and reasoning (127) and therefore no time for search and deliberati
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the soul. That would be just as much a mistake as

attributing all such judgments to the logical half.
This illuminating, two—way restriction is conveyedhen Fortenbaugh expres-
sly talks about emotions:

In the course of deliberation when the emotions are

not in play, a man may have an insight and hit upon

something in advance of his deliberatidns.
So in Fortenbaugh the opposition between feelimgof®n) and thought is
explicit, but if the nature of this opposition igpdained by time, then only
implicitly. A recent collection of W. W. Fortenbalig papers seems not
settle this particular point explicitly either. Heis a pick of his remarks on
time with a view to Aristotle’s passage:

A virtuous man subjects his emotional responses to

reasoned reflection when time permits. The virtuous

man confronted with sudden danger does not have

time to reflect:

He does not have time to deliberate and so must act
in accordance with his dispositian.

[...] there is no time for calculation and the exercise
of practical wisdonf...]°

In sudden dangers, for example, there is no time fo
logosandlogismos’

[...] in sudden dangers which leave no time for cal-
culated response (1117a17-22)]°

[...] an immediate response leaves no time for cal-
culations of advantagg.
Fortenbaugh obviously speaks about time. He redlateses this category
but nowhere, it seems, does he state explicitlg # aould be inferred that
time is the factor that differentiates feeling (¢imm) and thought (reason)

1 W. W. Fortenbaughristotle on Emotion.. , p. 74, n. 1.
2 W. W. Fortenbaughiristotle on Emotion.. , p. 74, n. 1.

3 W. W. FortenbaughAristotle’s Practical Side. On his Psychology, EthiPolitics and RhetorjdBrill,
Leiden — Boston 2006.

4W. W. Fortenbaugharistotle’s Practical Sidep. 49, n. 8 quoted above.

5 W. W. FortenbaughAristotle’s Practical Sidep. 116. This immediately follows Fortenbaughans-
lation of Aristotle’s passage (see below).

5 W. W. Fortenbaughristotle’s Practical Sidep. 118.
"W. W. Fortenbaughristotle’s Practical Sidep. 167.
8 W. W. Fortenbaughiristotle’s Practical Sidep. 189.
®W. W. Fortenbaugharistotle’s Practical Sidgp. 197.
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since the relation between time amotiorfal] is mentioned only oncels it,
therefore, Aristotle who did so?
In theNicomachean Ethicgassage Fortenbaugh mentions, Aristotle says:

310 kol &vdpelotépov dokel €lvar 10 €V TOlG
oievidiorg edPoig Gpofov kol dtdporyov ivar 1
£v 1olg mpodnAolg: amo €Eewg yop HaAAov My, OTL
NTTOV €K TMOPUOKEVTG: T TPOPUVT) HEV YOP KOV
€Kk Aoylopod kol AOYov TG WpogAoito, TOL O
€€atovng koto TNy €€Lv. Avdpeiol de QalvovTol
Kol ol Ayvoodvieg, Kol €iolv 0V TOPP® TAV
EVEATO MV, YELPOVG &' 0@ AEIWUO 0VIEV EXOVOLY,
€kelvol €. 10 kol pévovot tiva ypoévov: [...]
(1117 a 17-25).

Here is a translation | propose:
that is why to be fearless and untroubled in sudden
fears seems to be more courageous than in foreseen
[fears} indeed, he is morgcourageous]by dis-
position, less by preparation; in fafthings which]
show beforehand — someone would chdtsam] by
calculation and logos and those[things which
appearjsuddenlyfhe would choose thengccording
to disposition. Ignoran{people] prove to be cour-
ageous too, and they are not far fr¢timose wholare
confident, but[ignorant people]are worse as they
have no assessment, while othigsssess itIThat is
why they hold out for a whilemphases added]

! See W. W. FortenbaugAyristotle’s Practical Sidgp. 49, n. 8.

2 For the reader’s convenience, | provide a coupletleer translations, starting with Fortenbaughirs (
Aristotle’s Practical Sidep. 116):

Wherefore it is the mark of an even more couragesas to be fearless and
undisturbed in sudden alarm than in foreseen damgeor his response was
more the result of an established disposition, sihtavas less on account of
preparation. For a man might choose foreseen damgeraccount of calcul-
ation and reason, but sudden dangers in accordavitehis disposition[...]
[here Fortenbaugh'’s translation stops]

Hence it is thought a sign of still greater couragebe fearless and undis-
mayed in sudden alarms than in dangers that wereséen. Bravery in
unforeseen danger springs more from character, heset is less time for
preparation; one might resolve to face a danger @wa@ foresee, from
calculation and on principle, but only a fixed disjtion of Courage will
enable one to face sudden peril. Those who facgetain ignorance also
appear courageous; and they come very near to thbsese bravery rests on
a sanguine temperament, though inferior to thensrimach as they lack self-
confidence, which the sanguine possess. Hencatlgaise stand firm for a
time. (transl. H. Rackham, William Heinemann Ltd, Londi&47)

C’est pourquoi encore on considére qu'un homme reonh plus grand
courage en demeurant sans crainte et sans troubfes des dangers qui
s’abattent brusquement que dans les dangers quéom prévoir a I'avance,
car le courage provient alors davantage d'une dfion du caractere, et
demande moins de préparation: en effet, les dareéngsibles peuvent faire
I'objet d'un choix calculé et raisonnable, tandisieqles périls soudains
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What does it mean? In this passage, three termgiraee-related:sudden
[feard — suddenly-a while

oievidiolg [eoBoig] g€aiovng | Tvol xpdvov
Rackham sudden sudden atime
Tricot brusquement soudains | un certain temps
Ross — Barnes | sudden sudden atime
Fortenbaugh | sudden sudden | [outside the
translated passage]

As all translations agree and my own goes in timesdirection, | pass on to
three time—related terms. The adiectevidioic, rather infrequent (one case
in Aristotle according to the TLG), derived fromiwoa (LSJ: quick, fortwith,
on a suddenChantrainevite, soudaip meansquickly, suddenly(LSJ: un-
foreseen, suddgénThe idea of immediacy is manifest. The adv&diovnc,
much more frequent than the previous word, deriiveth the same adverb
(aiwa), expresses the same idea (L&Ja sudden Finally, the nournypbvov
applies in the context to a certaiivo) period of time and for this reason it
can be put in contrast with the two previous:

immediacy [holding out foviaile

Thereby we come across the opposition between draoye and waiting
for a while put in relation with a particular fesj — fear. But, as it seems to
me, Aristotle does not lay down that

[...] in sudden alarms the logical half of the soul does
not come into play, because there is not time for
reflection and deliberation. Response to sudden
danger depends entirely on the alogical half of the

exigent une disposition stable du caractére. Lessggnorant le danger
apparaissent eux aussi courageusx, et ils ne sosifqra éloignés des hommes
confiants en eux—mémes; ils leur sont cependaétiénirs par leur manque
total d’assurance, alors que les autres en posdederssi les hommes qui se
fient & eux—-mémes tiennent-ils fermement pendartetain tempg...].
(transl. J. Tricot, J. Vrin, Paris 1972)

Hence also it is thought the mark of a brave mabddearless and undis-
turbed in sudden alarms than to be so in those dhatforeseen; for it must
have proceeded more from a state of character, lmxdess from prepar-
ation; for acts that are foreseen may be choserdgulation and reason,
but sudden actions in accordance with one’s stateharacter. People who
are ignorant also appear brave, and they are notré&moved from those of a
sanguine temper, but are inferior inasmuch as thaye no self-reliance
while these have. Hence also the sanguine hold ngrdier a time[...].
(transl. W. D. Ross in: J. Barnes (edhe Complete Works of Aristatke 1—
2, University Press, Princeton 1984)

And the explanation givead loc.by J. Burnet inThe Ethics of AristotleMethuen & Co, London 1900, p. 151
is the following:azo éfewg xk7A. We know that a man may perform a brave act witheing already brave; for
it is only so that he becomes brave. But it is dhly formedéZic that can be trusted in an emergengy)]
daéimuc, not ‘dignity’ but ‘self-reliance’. It is the santking asto olecBau xpeittovg elvait.



On Time as a Factor Differentiating Feeling and Tigbt 75

bipartite soull...]

or that
[a] virtuous man subjects his emotional responses to
reasoned reflection when time permits. The virtuous
man confronted with sudden danger does not have
time to reflect

or that, as | understand it,
time is a factor differentiating feeling (emoticand
thought (reason)

But Fortenbaugh makes another substantial poiotoAding to Forten-
baugh, Aristotle draws

a distinction between two fundamental modes of
human behaviour, emotional response and reasoned
reflection, and correlates this distinction with an
ethical distinction between moral virtue and praati
wisdont.

This observation is crucial not only for histoficasearch and interpret-
ations of Aristotle’s philosophy but also for thedy of human behaviour. In
fact, we should think decisions, good as well asngr can stem either from
emotional responser fromreasoned reflectianFeeling and thought operate
on the same ground and what differentiates thetihastemporal mode: a
minimuminterval of timevs amaximuminterval of time. Hence, in either case
one can arrive at beneficial and salutary as welharmful and disastrous
consequencésNow, if we agree to combine these two observatienthe
latter explicit and the first implicit in Fortenbgiu— we can say that the value
of a feeling and of a thought depend on the ul@nmaitcome:

determinant based on thought based on feeling
diffentiating [certain guva) period of time =] | [no time =]
factor delay immediacy
outcome positive positive

negative negative

Historical evidence is distorted when we heartadl often, that feeling leads
to regrettable and harmful effects, and that ragid positive results can be ob-
tained when acting by thought (reasoning). Suclpgsitions are gross reduc-
tions of Aristotle’s approach, and they can be gmésd broadly as follows:

determinant based on thought based on feeling
diffentiating [certain gwva) period of time =] | [no time =]
factor delay immediacy
outcome positive ?

? negative

1 W. W. Fortenbaughristotle on Emotion.. , p. 74.
2 See also W. W. Fortenbaughjstotle on Emotion.. , p. 74, n. 1 quoted above.
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From now on | am going to focus on how useful triserion —time as
differentiating the feeling (emotion) and the thbureason) — can be for an
analysis of the nature of affectivity and its redatwith rationality.

Let me start with an example. A bus arrives armkditate to get on it.
Much depends on the time | have. If | have enounte tl can afford to
calculate. Needless to say, | can make a right wwang calculation as to
whether it is better to get on it or not. But ifidve not enough time, | (have
to) act spontaneously. Here again, | can make d goa bad choice. But this
situation — unless | have to take the bus to saweesne’s life — is not
appalling. What if you notice someone drowning? mheere is little time to
make a calculation at all.

This, of course, would not apply in the case abesison of excellent
fitness, say, a swimming coach or a very experigisggmmer, who therefore
has no real decision to make since they take ko Fisr the same reason | set
apart an experienced driver who reacts immediateiyth no delay — to avoid
a skid and stands a good chance of succeedingakésmo sense to say such
people react spontaneously. Their reactions beimgsalt of practice, they
should be qualified as automatic or mechanical thede are systems (ABS,
TCS (or ASR), ESC) — we call them mechanisms — itbdtice the level of
risk in such situations.

Imagine two fugitives from a concentration canmghtion the run: one of
them is injured and cannot run any more, so he laiskiellow to kill him and
run on his own — the fellow has no time to refle€hat is arquably quite like
an existential decision, similar to J.—P. Sarte#é®y about a young man who
asked him if he should join the French Resistamzk s0 leave his old sick
mother uncared for, or to stay with his mother aadot join the Resistance.
Sartre thought that was truly a choice betweenuglaand cholera. In the latter
case though the young man had more time to reftectcould, for instance,
come back to ask Sartre about that once more.

This brings me to what can be my definitiofezlingis an immediate and
spontaneous taking of position, whtleoughtis a delayed taking of position
(this latter because it results from calculatiam,an extreme case froed

! I have not come across any definition of feeling ghought in terms of time. In fact, a definitiohwhat
feeling and thought are is not easy to find. Notlzat the former is often defined in relation te thtter and
therefore considered as negative. See e.g. A. &dhaperThe World As Will and Representatié52, vol. 1,
transl. E. F. J. Payne, Dover Publication, Inc.wN¢éork 1969, p. 262All possible efforts, stirrings, and
manifestations of the will, all the events thatwoeithin man himself and are included by the ressg faculty
in the wide, negative concept of feeling). Remarkably, this passage was quatedxtensdby F. Nietzsche,
The Birth of Tragedy8 16. An example can be E. R. Dodds’ book’s,tiflee Greeks and the IrrationaBeacon
Press, Beacon Hill, Boston 1957. See also M. SghHedemalism in Ethics and Non—Formal Ethics of Valuks
New Attempt toward the Foundation of an Ethicaldeealism transl. M. S. Frings, R. L. Funk, Northwestern
University Press, Evanston 1973, p. 2&htil recent times philosophy was inclined to a jpdéce [...]
consisfing] in upholding the division between “reason” and “sdnility” [...] This division demands that we
assign everything that is not rational — that ist moder, law, and the like — to sensibility. Thusr avhole
emotional life— and, for most modern philosophers, our conalifeeas well, even love and hate — must be
assigned to “sensibility” As Scheler observes, p. 254, no one examinedakes of such a prejudice, for
instancewhether there is also pure intuiting and feeling, a pure loving and hgtia pure striving and willing. |
checked the entrigmotionin the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophime is not taken into account in probing
the essence of emotion.

2 As reported by Tadeusz Rhski.
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libitum calculation). This seems a plausible idea as ngakinalculation takes
more time than not making any calculation, providedt thau compare the
same agent acting under the same circumstancespeat to the same thing.
Even more, it complies with the fact that when | asked to explain, in
retrospect, my taking of a position, the oppostiatron holds true. As to my
position being an effect of my thinking (resp. cédtion) | have an explan-
ation at hand, but in order to find out, or to pub words, the reasons of my
position resulting from feeling | need time to eefl. So, the difference
between thinking and feeling lies in time: with @rpassing by, a position that
initially was a feeling, acquires its new charactbat of a thought, and, a
fortiori, loses the character of feeling. Theoralli at least, we could say that
what presents the maximum of immediacy — a respeovid®ut any time
required or even possible —garefeeling.

In a similar vein, | propose to read the famoule of Ribot stating that
every feeling loses its strength in the measureittmecomes intellectualiséd
first to read it not only in its dimension of temmality understood as human
life (childhood — youth — adulthood — old age), llgo in the sense of the
moment of any concrete situatiomith the passage of time, a position loses its
affectivity and gains in reflectionThen, | suggest to deduce from this the
following corollary: Any feeling loses in power and any thought gains in
power with the flow of timeor again:the shorter the time, the weaker the
thought and the stronger the feelir&gp far, so good.

Alas, the prospect of considerimpyre feeling andpure thought is too
theoretical, too rigid, and this for two reasorig)a more. First, the length of
time that should be a factor of differentiationeistremely difficult to deter-
mine, so to say. It is unclear how to measure ogers shorenough or for
how long we still deal with #&ack of time. On the other hand, what period of
time is the longest one, the time that cannot bpassed by an even longer
period? If lack of time is equivalent to the immedi of response and its
causé, the shortest time will be a tiny fraction of aceed. But a longer
period is much more difficult to measure, for hoang/ou determine a point
at which time can be said to be loagough Finally, there is an objection to
be made: unless there is a simultaneityfraation of a second does pass.
Therefore the difference between simultaneity antheédiacy onlyseemso
be slight. In reality, it is huge: any shortestdapf time igimepassed. This is
similar to Pascal’s distinction between the longeste and eternity. The
longest time compared with eternity is essentitily same as the shortest
time compared with simultaneity: they are patedtifferent categories.

Moreover, next to the technical difficulty of detening a period of time
from which a taking of position is no longer spor@aus and with no affective
content at all, another, even more disconcertingficalty exists. The

! Th. Ribot, The Psychology of the Emotionigansl. (?), The Walter Scott Publishing Co.,.|tcbndon
1897, p. 19.

2 For an analysis of simultaneity, continuity andisality see R. IngardeQuelques remarques sur la
relation de causalitén: Studia Philosophica. Commentarii Societatis Phiffsmum Polonorun8, 1947, pp.
151-166, esp. pp. 159 sq.
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supposed opposition between a moment when theme isoughtyet and a
moment when thought hatreadyremoved any affective element turns out to
be apparent, as can be the case when a thoughtreadyappeared in a very
short time and, on the other hand, a feelatidl persists and hasot yet
declined completely after a long interval of timidwe speed of calculation can
in practice be higher or lower, as can the abibtikeepspontaneityalive: this
varies from case to case, being bigger or smallensequently, spontaneity
proves to be fading more or less rapidly.

The image ofpure thinking that comes to my mind is that of a chess
game. As it seems, a chess player is fully engdossecalculating various
scenarios and the better he is as a player the quackly he reacts. In the
extreme case, a world champion playing with an earawill make his moves
immediately. This is not to say that he reacts tspwously. Each of his
moves is an outcome of an extremely quick calcutatsince the gap between
his technique and that of his rival is enormoust Bhat happened during a
game in which Garry Kasparov confronted a computer®ay 1997 Kas-
parov lost the game. Apparently, he didn’'t remancand was affected by
emotions, while the computer stayed emotionlessy?\Because, as everyone
knows, what is in question in a chess game is tim@u cannot spend as
much time as you want for taking your decigiohnd in January 2003,

[a]fter reaching a decent position Kasparov offered a
draw, which was soon returned by the Deep Junior
team. Asked why he offered the draw, Kasparov said
he fearedsic!) making a blundef.

A fairly similar image can be found in the follavg passage from Anti-
phon the Sophist:

00T O¢ 1wV €Ml TOV TANGLOV KOK®G TOLNCMV
OELOLVEL, IT O OEAEL TOLHCOL GLUOPTAOV TOVTOV O

UM BELEL ATEVEYKNTOL, COPPOVESTEPOG. £V DL YUP
dewpaiver, pédder- &v @1 8¢ péAAEL, TOAAGKLG O

1 HEGOL %(p(')vog ATECTPEYE TOV VOOV TMV OEAN-
patov- [...]° (he who is about to harm his fellow is
afraid of failing in what he wants — he is more raed
ate. Where he is scared, he defers. Where he defers
an interval will often turn himoo$ away from his
intention[...]).

! Other examples such as the psychoanalytical exaininwhere the time of responses allows the ahalys
to identify areas where censorship occurs or a fidsin which respondents provide answers more 5 le
rapidly could also be considered for this purpose.

2 http://www.biographicon.com/view/u7phb/Garry_Kaspa See e.g. N. Troubat, M.—A. Fargeas—Gluck,
M. Tulppo & B. Dugué,The stress of chess players as a model to studgftbets of psychological oxidation
and heart rate variability in matin: European Journal of Applied Physiolod®5, 2009, pp. 343-349, esp.
because of measurement of 10 adjectives assesssitivg affectivity and 10 assessing negative diffaég
which describe different feelings and emotions. Par#ioiis— in this case chess playersiescribed their pre-
sent feelings on a five point scele. 344). | thank Piotr Daszkiewicz from Service Batrimoine Naturel,
Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle in Paris fodicating to me this paper.

% Antiphon the Sophist, DK 87 B 58.

4 DK: Sinn| Morrison:mind | Freemanmind | Untersteinerproposito| Poirier:esprit| Pendrickmind
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Notice that being afraid is bound up with reflenti Time passes, but
from the very first moment a man, fearing he may succeed in what he
wants to obtain, defers, and that, in turn, resmt& change of mind. The
longer the man refrains from action, the longerfb& sustains and the more
his thinking is involved. To some extent, thesecpsses run simultaneously,
so the more you think, the more afraid you'ateyou make your resolution
immediately, even should it afterwards turn oubh&we been wrong, you shed
your fear. Therefore, in the case pictured by Amip you cannot distinquish
neatly the realms of fearing and of thinking. Heoal face an intention to be
carried out, with fear superposed thereupon, aedefifect of such super-
position is a delayed decision. Or, to put diffekgnvhat produces the delay
is the man’s feeling, which touches off a calcolatiThe longer the calcul-
ation, the bigger the delay gets and the biggerikeéihood of a change of
mind. If neither Aristotle nor Antiphon determindide exact value of time
confining themselves to expressions sucheaain (tiva ypoévov — Aristotle)
and in the meantimgdwx néocov ypoévoc — Antiphon the Sophist), this is
because, | think, a strict delimitation of time differentiating feeling and
thinking is hardly possible.

Accordingly, a schema where the successive limssrtbe acts less and
less affective and more and more reflective

participation the gap
of components of tinfe

(purefeeling
feeling>thought |
feeling=thought
feeling<thought
feeling«thought
feeling««thought
(purethought

& 9 —

1] t t3 ts to

|  maximumof spontaneity
. moment of decision

seems to provide but an approximate and simplifieture. As a matter of
fact, in the first case (afure feeling) thinking maalreadybe involved and in
the fourth, fifth and sixth feeling mamot yet be fully extinquished. As,
indeed, there are, on the one haminediatethoughts and, on the other hand,
abiding and deep feelings which diregering for a long time and which, for
this very reason, atbe basis of identity and of character’ “the marhigden

! The reason of this can be that — according tdstefEEmotional Choice and Rational Choige The
Oxford Handbook of Philosophy of Emotiqed.) P. Goldie, Oxford University Press, Oxf@@10, pp. 278—
279 —the mind abhors a vacuyrmencethe need for cognitive closure

2 The point of maximum of delay (= minimum of sporeiy) is hard to fix on the line.
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in the heart and not in the head.br whichin spite of successive trans-
formations last several years or even decidemother difficulty arises,
namely: how to apprehend such lasting feelingsnifmy definition,feelingis
an immediate and spontaneous taking of a posi#dtidugh several options
are in view — either their spontaneity disappears and so #reybut auto-
matic; or they are composed of a series of actslohg a position, each of
which is, by itself, fixed in a point in time, immi@te and spontaneous; or,
finally, an abiding feeling is an uninterruptedissrof spontaneitiés- instead
of looking for apure feeling and gure thought, | am at present inclined to
view feeling and thought as an indissoluble nexuieeling and thought: an
indivisible linkage feeling—thougRAtA previously suggested smooth-
ness of passage from feeling to thinking is nowbéomeant as their indis-
sociability. Its two components are analyzaiblerudo but only to the extent
Descartes’ idea afo mountain without a valléys'.

More recently the pattern was elaborated by Ottiniger in whose
account there is neithenan nor womanin pure form. In what follows, | am
going to apply his description feelingandthinkingin paraphrasingnan(M)
andwoman(W) by feeling (F) andthinking (T), respectively, as well as other
words if necessary (they are underlined and thdigntyanslation of the orig-
inal text is given in a footnote):

Amongst psychical acts the state of the case is as
follows: There exist all sorts of intermediate cend
tions between feeling— and thinking-transitional

! Th. Ribot,The Psychology of the Emotioms 440.

2 J. Mazurkiewicz Zarys fizjologicznej teorii uczy part 1, Wydawnictwo “Rocznika Psychjatrycznego”,
Warszawa 1930, p. 33.

% | have tried to develop this point Affectivity in its relation to timgunpublished], a paper presented at a
Joint Session of the Aristotelian Society and Mixeociation, University College Dublin, July 9-2210.

4 This last alternative is suggested by Marcel Rr@isann’s Wayn: M. ProustIn Search of Lost Time
transl. C. K. Scott Moncrieff & T. Kilmartin, vol., Vintage Books, London 2005, p. 448:

For what we suppose to be our love or our jealoigsgever a single, con-
tinuous and indivisible passion. It is composedaofinfinity of successive
loves, of different jealousies, each of which ikegperal, although by their
uninterrupted multiplicity they give us the impiiessof continuity, the
illusion of unity.

® It can also be called an affective—reflective dtomnit. For more on the feeling-thought linkage &
Zaborowski,Feeling—Thought Linkage and its Forms in the Aricemd Modern Time#: Greek philosophy
and the issues of our age 1, (eds) K. Boudouris & M. Adam, lonia Publicas, Athens 2009, pp. 230-240
and R. Zaborowskifeeling or thought — both or neither of thenn? Classical Bulletin Special Issudruth,
Fiction, and Reality2010 [forthcoming]. A hyphenation is used in artteunderline that several factors are —
as termed by V. J. McGilEmotions and ReasprCharles C. Thomas Publisher, Springfield 19543%.—
interfused However, it is manifest that — to follow J. Hilm, Emotion. A Comprehensive Phenomenology of
Theories and Their Meaning for TherapRoutledge & Kegan Paul, London 1960, p. 148 —Hjghen is
enigmaticand [ah investigation of that hyphdn.] is an enormous job.

® See R. Descartelleditations metaphysiquas 79 [1647] in: R. Descarte€Euvres de Descartesol. 9,
(eds) C. Adam & P. Tannery, J. Vrin, Paris 195/2.

" The idea is neither mine nor new. If"2fentury it was advocated, among others, by R.dllingwood,
J. Macmurray, V. J. McGill, J. Hillman. J. McGilEmotions and Reaspmp. viii, refers, in turn, to Spinoza
[who] showed, even more clearly, that emotions involasae and reason, emotiofs].
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forms.[...] we may suppose the existence of an ideal
feelina, F, and of an ideal thinking, T, as psychic
types, although these types do not actually eRisth
types not only can be constructed, but must be
constructed]...] The intermediate conditions actually
existing between the two absolute states of matter
serve merely as a starting—point for investigatafn
the “types” and in the practical application of the
theory are treated as mixture and exhaustively
analysed. So also there exist only the intermediate
stages between absolute feeling and thinking, the
absolute conditions never presenting themsélves.

And we can carry on as far as to follow his déifom:
The fact is that feeling and thinking are like two
substances combined in different proportions, but
with either element never wholly missing. We fsal,
to speak, never either a feeling or a thinking, but
only the feeling condition and the thinking cond-
ition. Any individuallact], “A” or “B,” is never to be
desianed merely as a feeling or a thinking, but by
a formula showing that it is a composite of feeling
and thinking characters in different proportionesr f
instance, as follows:

oF BT
A= B=
oT BF

always remembering that each of the factorsy’, B,
B', must be greater than 0 and less than urégd of
quotef.

1 0. WeiningerSex and Charactermauthorised transl. from thd' &erman edition, A. L. Burt Company,

New York — Chicago 1903 [?], p. 7:
Amongst human beings the state of the case idlaw$o There exist all sorts
of intermediate conditions between male— and ferm@asitional forms]...]
we may suppose the existence of an ideal man, d/iofaan ideal woman, W,
as sexual types, although these types do not &¢tazist. Such types not
only can be constructed, but must be construgtetiThe intermediate cond-
itions actually existing between the two absolté¢es of matter serve merely
as a starting—point for investigation of the “typeand in the practical
application of the theory are treated as mixtured axhaustively analysed.
So also there exist only the intermediate stagésdsn absolute males and
females, the absolute conditions never presentiemselves.

2 0. WeiningerSex and Charactep. 8:
The fact is that males and females are like twatsuizes combined in differ-
ent proportions, but with either element never Wholissing. We find, so to
speak, never either a man or a woman, but onlynta& condition and the
female condition. Any individual, “A” or “B,” is neer to be designed merely
as a man or a woman, but by a formula showing ithata composite of male
and female characters in different proportions, iftstance, as follows:
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Therefore the solution can be presented as irstheme above (p. 79),
but without time considered as a factor differammfeeling and thinking. It
is not applicable to a dynamic process in time hicl feeling is waning and
thinking is waxing. Feeling is no longer chronolmally the first and thinking
— even if only slightly — the second, but they deexvith one another as a
ready—made act of two inseparable constituents,nam@/less affectivand
less/more reflective, with no impact of, and indegently from time face
Ribot). There is no more distinction of temporatamces:t t,, and so on, but
there are several acts;(a@, &, ...) each of which is formed by a different
composition of the feeling component and the thigkdomponent:

participation -the-gap
of components —oftime

a, (pure)feeling |

a feeling>thought |——

agfeeling=thought |

a, feeling<thought |

as feeling«thought |

asfeeling««thought |

a (pure)thought ? ?
b—h 21

e+
oo+
By

|  maximumof spontaneity
~——moment-of deeision

Thus, time is not a factor that differentiates ifegl(emotion) and thought
(reason). Q.E.D.

oM AW
A= B=
oW AM

always remembering that each of the factarsy', B, B, must be greater than
0 and less than unity.



