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[bookmark: _Toc95761389][bookmark: _Toc101985082]Introduction : About Touch aAnd About Society	Comment by JJ: An Introduction in a book is not usually the first chapter (although the first chapter is the introductory chapter that introduces your book). 

Unless this is actually intended as your introduction and not your first chapter, consider naming this Chapter 1: About Touch and About Society. 

[bookmark: _Hlk174707745]In the third decade of the 21st century, everything looks appears "“advanced"” and "“innovative."”.  In the reality we are familiar Twith, there are no longer televisions that broadcast in black and white, and cinemas no longer show news dailies. At the same time, brick-and-mortar bookstores still exist,,  on weekends people still read printed newspapers, albeit perhaps only on weekends, and and they graduates still attend bother to attend the ceremonies where they are awarded certificates printed on parchment paper. VThe vinyl records and Polaroid camera s industries – - yes, those technologies that were “advanced” and “innovative” way e ones fromback in the 1950s –- are once again also on trend and profitable again. Everyone knows that all It is clear to everyone that each of these “retro” analog technologies  technologies– books made of paper, print magazines and newspapers, vinyl records, vintage cameras, Polaroid photos –  have s a digital replacements..  You can read There are digitale- books and newspaperson your iPad or Kindle, newspapers on your browser, you can takesnap photos with your smartphone,, listen to music on Spotify and or Apple Music, and receive receive your degree certificate via email in PDF certificatesformat. So why do we what is our insist ence on leaving clinging to some of the technologies of a part of yesteryearday with us? Is it just a matter question of sweet nostalgia ?	Comment by JJ: Polaroid didn’t become a pop culture phenomenon until the 1970s, so perhaps rephrase this?
In this book, I  intend to discuss in this book communication technologies that rely on  whose operation is touch basedtouch. I will discuss talk about the essential characteristics of these technologies and their human and cultural interpretations. While Although I will do not neglect the smartphone either, whose ubiquitous touch screen has become the symbol of a generation, but I intend to dealam concerned mainly with old old, analog technologies means of communication that have managed to survive into the 21st century,  and that the interaction with them which is based on touching the surface of each and every message.  This feature is interpreted, among other things, as an expression of an intimate relationship with the message and, as a declaration of ownership. F, and for manya growing number of people, it is- also an act ofas a defiance against the increasing infiltration of the digital world into our everyday lives.	Comment by JJ: I understand what your meaning here is, I think. But it is not completely clear. What is the difference between touching a vinyl record and a CD? I think you need to explain what you mean by “touching the surface of each and every message” in the context of the examples you are giving, so that you take readers with you as you progress your ideas in this chapter.
Ever sSince the appearance invention of writing,, some of whose features were later transferred to printing, humans people have directly interacted throughhave used their hands to interact directly with the messages they had read and write  write. They physically handled the paper on which they wrote,  wrote on papers and held themand , and also heldtouched the pages of the books and the pages of the newspapers they readin their hands. They framed and hung photographs with their own hands on the walls of their homes or stored carefully stuck them in leatherbound photo albums as keepsakes. In the 20th century culture, with the advent of radio and television, the use of touch was gradually reduced to a minimum, al interaction throughas new technologies emerged that required people to press various ing buttons that activated “message content boxes.” This principle continued into the age of the personal computer,s, with which humans people interacted with theusing a mouse or a special type of electronic pencil.  	Comment by JJ: Consider rethinking the flow of ideas in this graf.

Consider adding some dates in here to help orient the reader. This will help make your point better too.

You start by making the point about the invention of writing. Perhaps it is good here to explain when this happened (actually it is generally recognized that this happened independently 4 times, in Mesopotamia (c. 3400–3100 BCE), Egypt (c. 3250 BCE), China (before c. 1250 BCE) and Mesoamerica (before c. 1 CE).

Newspapers became popular in the 19th century,
photography and commercial photo albums started to be popular in the 1860s. Radio and TV were popularly used only in 1930s / 1950s respectively, and digital photography only in the late 1990s (so people were still using film and albums til then). And even if people were watching tv in the 1960s they were still reading books and using photo albums. Personal computers were also really only widespread in the 1990s.

I think if you put all this into more of a timeline it will be easier to understand the point you are making about the rise of digital tech.	Comment by JJ: This is a term you have coined in this book – it needs some explanation and description here as readers won’t know exactly what you mean. 

See later comment about content boxes being a more apt translation in English than message boxes

At the At the beginningbeginning  of the 21st century, two phenomena began to emerged. The first, and : the first, and perhaps the most re prominent, is was the emergence advent and rise to prominence dizzying success of the smartphone. This communication device allowsIt is a means of communication that makes it possible to  people to group a large amount of different data  huge set of texts in a "“message content box"” and control themthem through by directly  touching a  on the screen. Therefore, tThe smartphone therefore offersed a touch tactile experience that, whilethat is more significant than that offered by  the touch with buttons and computer mice, butis it is still limited in its possibilities. For example, smartphones  and does not allow people to make direct contact with the surface of each and every message.  	Comment by JJ: when? Again I think your narrative would really benefit if you put dates here to help the reader orient themselves.	Comment by JJ: Please see my later comment. Is this a term you have coined yourself? (In English, it is a synonym for “dialog box” – which is not what you mean. So English speakers will assume you mean a dialog box unless you define it.)

You should define this term if so, so that readers will know what you mean, particularly as you use it a lot. Perhaps consider whether another term might be better in English to describe what you mean (unless this is a term used IN ENGLISH to mean what you are using it to mean here – I have not come across it).	Comment by JJ: In what way is it more significant? The reader won’t know so consider unpacking your ideas here.	Comment by JJ: Again I think you should explain this – readers are encountering this for the first time and it is not clear what you are getting at. What is the “surface of a message”? E.g. I can open WhatsApp on my smartphone and physically touch the screen at the place where a message from my friend appears. Is this not “touching the surface of a message”.
The second phenomenon, which is the subject of , and the one that will be at the center of the this book, is the continued presence survival of paper media in our 21st century livesthe lives of citizens of the 21st century. This is phenomenon arose out of aa combination of two sub-processes: a much slower than expected transition to digital, and a fresh n updated return to paper and plastic- based media that allows direct people to interact directly with each  interaction with each and every message. The first process is represented by, among other things,involves the preservation of the status of certain documents d despite them having a possible digital alternatives., the There has also been a increase rise in the printing of various types of books  of various types (such as children’'s books) and the a concurrent failure of attempts to use replace paper books and notebooks with tablets and smartphones in schools and colleges. educational institutions as a complete substitute for printed books and notebooks.   The second process involves the reemergence re-emergence of analog “retro-tech” like turntablevs, vinyl records and Polaroid cameras. - technologies that disappeared even before the last decade of the 20th century and whose interaction is based on touch Alongside the renewed craze for Polaroid cameras came a revived fashion for old-style, paper-based - as well as photo albums, which people could fill with  based onprinted  the printing of digital photos – the same digital photos that had, ironically, that partially replaced traditional photo albums. These technologies, which apparently became obsolete in the 20th century, are based on tactile experiences	Comment by JJ: Consider giving examples here, otherwise readers will not know what you mean 	Comment by JJ: I think this is a good opportunity to make your point more real for readers – and thus more powerful – by providing a real-world example that they can relate to.

The text is really compelling and I think adding real-world examples will help you really make it come alive.

So here, why not mention a book that most of your readers will have read and probably liked – the Harry Potter series - which played a massive role in revitalizing and boosting both print books, and children (and adults) reading print books? 
 The search for a substantial and meaningful contact contact with experience in each and every message is also expressed in the huge interest  that exists today in developing a virtual experiences that will allow such contact. The road to that is still long. Humans People have already learned to translate sounds and sights into bits and bytes, but they still do not know how to translate the experience of touch into the spaces of virtual reality. 	Comment by JJ: Consider removing this highlighted graf, as it interrupts the flow of ideas in this section. The chapter is not about VR. You could put it in footnote.
[bookmark: _Hlk174714562]The essence of meThe properties of a specific technologydia features thus plays an important, but not exclusive role in the experience of its users. Equally important is the human meaning and the interpretation given to those qualitiesproperties. To explain the enduring appeal of tactile technologies like paper books, As such, the I rely on the  book is based on theory of tthe theory of "technological affordances". This theory proposes attempts to distinguish between the potential of a particular technology to (in our case a technology with which the interaction is touch-based) to create a certain experience from because of its very properties and the human meanings that people given attribute to these properties. I intend to argue and show that technologies that allow people to directly touch  direct contact with each and every message evoke personal feelings of intimacy and ownership, and as well as enable a deepening of knowledge. These meanings are shared by those all who use read paper books and printed newspapers, store photos in paper photo albums,  photos and play vinyl records on turntables. I also will further argueshow that how ththe persistence of these e use of these technologies is can be also interpreted as a criticism towards of the capitalist ideal of "“efficiency"” and towards the our increasingly compressed world, which  that is based on receiving a continuous receipt of information  at every moment to the point of what Jonathan Crary “the ends of sleep.”[footnoteRef:1]  called "The ends of sleep". 	Comment by JJ: Because the phrase “the ends of sleep” isn’t a common phrase in English, consider explaining what you mean, otherwise the reader only has the footnote – which is just the title of the book that includes this novel phrase.

Also, this is how you should format all your footnotes for this sample chapter. [1:  Jonathan Crary, 24/7: Late Capitalism and the Ends of Sleep (London; New York: Verso, 2013).
] 

Now, let us We will therefore dive into this theory and reveal uncover its secrets. 	Comment by JJ: I don’t think you need this sentence.
AThe affordances theory: T  - the person? Tthe object? Maybe actually both
Over two thousandAlready thousands of years ago, the ancient Greek philosopher the Greek scholar Aristotle pondered whether  wondered if it was possible to separate the organs of organs of touch from the experience of touch. Can the , that is, if the properties of objects, as they are perceived by the human sensory system, should not be separated from the interpretative action of thosese sensations that taketakes place in the organ of thinking – the brain?[footnoteRef:2].  This analytical process is the basis of the theory of aAffordances theory. O, a theory that originatinge in s from ecological psychology, this theory helped us and basically referred to the basis of  the understand how animals interact ion of animals with the world. From there, its use application expanded to studies of society,society and technology studies y, and culture(STS) and cultural studies. OIn its originally,, it this theory referreds to every possible interaction between that can occur between a living being and its environment. For example, the physical properties of rocks affect how they are used, but do not determine how different living things willorganisms use them. "“There is no doubt that rocks mean something different to humans and lizards"”[footnoteRef:3]  A specific property of rFor example, in terms of the essential properties, the rocks is that they have a unique texture are (harder and more durable compared than, for example, grass or to paper. ), but Llizards will see the rocks as a hiding places, and (unlike people) will do not take advantage of their hardness  – for example, on which of their material to engrave an important  and one-time messages on them. 	Comment by JJ: This would work better if you noted who said this – I can’t add it because the footnote does not provide enough information. [2:   Harvey 2003 ]  [3:  p.3 2015 Nagy & Neff,  
] 

The theory of technological affordances[footnoteRef:4] seeks to focuses the gaze on humantechnologies - man-made technologies. It , and also here seeks to distinguish between the essential features of technologiesa specific technological artifact,  and their its personal and social meanings. There is a In this spirit, there is first  clearof all a distinction between the material properties of an oobjects or /technologiestechnology, (which are fixed, and whose their existence does not depend at all on an external subject), and  theirthe "perceived affordances."[footnoteRef:5]. This concept refers to the human (or non-human) interpretations and implications of these an object’s material propertiess . . The It last term also describedescribes the  a conceptual context of the in which this encounter that  meeting takesing  place , when an  object’ss properties encountercome in contact with the limitations of human perception and knowledge, as well asand also with the various variety of practical,  normative, and cultural reasons factors that influence an individual’s interest stand behind the  interest of a human  in a  specific particular objecobject.[footnoteRef:6]. For example, people I might can show an interest in a certain book and hold it in their my hand to declare,  in a manner that is accepted understood in human societies, my  about their ownership of it.. Moreover, in contrast too the approaches of technological determinism, according to which technologies impose a certain mode of action and prevent others, technical aDavis proposed in the spirit of a affordances theory to distinguishes between different measures of "imposing.". It Among other things, it is possible to distinguish between a "“requirement"” to perform a certain action and an "“encouragement"” or "“lack of encouragement”  to perform it. do this or that action." For example, the availability of printedpaper books "requires" humans that peopleto distinguish one copy from another.  However, asOn the other hand, and as I w we will see ill show later,, when people reading a print book they  helps to remember more than they would if they read the same information on ding from a screen does (, but the screen does not completely prevent people from remembering what they read). T	Comment by JJ: Since you are using this theory to underpin your book, consider giving some space to discussing it more including who was involved in its development and what it is a reaction to.	Comment by JJ: It isn’t clear to me how this sentence illustrates the previous one. Consider unpacking your example a bit more so that it illustrates your previous sentence.	Comment by JJ: The reader won’t know who Davis is?	Comment by JJ: This is unclear. Is the intended meaning that we distinguish one particular printed book (e.g. my Penguin edition of Pride and Prejudice) from another printed book (e.g. a copy of Bridget Jones’ Diary), or that we must distinguish two copies of Pride and Prejudice from each other? (or both)? [4:  The origin of the theory is in the work of Jan Hutchby (Hutchby 2001).
]  [5:  Norman 1999   ]  [6:   Mardon  el at(  2023). ‏] 

In summary,To summarize: the according to the theory of technological affordances holds that when it comes to man-made objects or technologies, their we should not underestimate the importance of the essential characteristics should not be underestimatedfeatures of human-made objects or technologies. This is because , because (at least, to a certain extent) they have the power to impose a certain particular way of using theme on  on usus. On the other hand, itHowever,  is important to understand that howthe we use a particular object or technology manner of use is subject to two dimensions of is a basis for human interpretation that includes two dimensions: the : the personal dimension (related to the limitations of human perception and knowledge) and  and the social-ideological dimension referring( to the social norms that dictate the use of a particular ttechnology). and its characteristics. 
Before we  I continue to discuss the tension between the features specific characteristics of a particular technology and its meanings, we should first explore I will refer to the meaning of  touch as one of the human senses.

2. 2. A touching The touch experience
Every day, we use our sensory systems to examine and explore ourselves and the world around us through the sensory system – this.  appears so It is such a natural action for us that, usually, we do not notice we are doing so. feel its existence. We only pay attention to it when some aspect of our sensory system – our eyesight or hearing, for example – only in cases where it goes wrong aand affects nd our ability to review experience and understand the world is lacking.  In such cases, we seek help from will turn the arena over to a medical professional, the medical experts and select from among them those who specialize in the sensory system in need of rehabilitation (ophthalmology, otolaryngology, or neurology), so in the hope that they will can restore heal us and restore our our full function – or  at leasthelp us teach us how to compensate for our sudden loss of abilitythe lack of the damaged ability.  If soIn light of this, w, what can still be said about the importance of the importance of the human sensory system in the world of contemporary man in a way that does not require medical knowledge?  It seems is easier to understand how using certain senses affects the way we experience the world, process information,  and make judge emotional (not just ly, and not justintellectual) judgments about  intellectually the people and objects around us.
In 1954, the Jewish-German-Jewish philosopher Hans YunesJonas described how the essential properties of the senses, especially sight and touch, allow people to experience the world.[footnoteRef:7] published a seminal article in which he clarified how the essential properties of the senses, especially sight and touch, allow us to experience the world.  The table below summarizes the three main differences between the modes of interaction with the world imposed on us by these two senses: [7: Hans Jonas, “Sight and Thought: A Review of ‘Visual Thinking’,” in Philosophical Essays: From Ancient Creed to Technological Man (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall, 1954), 224-236.
] 




	
	Sight 
	Touch	Comment by JJ: Is this table taken from Jonas?


	The method of reception
	At the same time
	thing after thing


	Distance 
	requires distance
	Requires proximity


	The nature of the interaction
	without leaving a mark
	Leaves a mark



	
	Touch
	Sight

	Method of reception
	Sequential
	Simultaneous

	Distance
	Requires proximity
	Requires distance

	Nature of interaction
	Leaves a trace
	Leaves no trace



MThe method of reception: there is no doubt that sight is the sense that allows reaching us to gather the largest amount of information in the shortest fastest time.  Unlike the other senses, which are "slowersenses of time" (, i.e. through which humanswe gather the information through them only gradually),, sight allows the contemporaneous simultaneous absorption of pieces of iinformation that are details scattered in space. TOn the other hand, touch,  like hearing and smellingsmell, requires a delay. To experience howfeel the function of touch works, we might close our eyes for a moment and grope reach for a nearby chair. An initial touch of the chair allows one us to feel the properties of the material it is made froml, such as i.e. its texture and thickness. However, we , but we cannot conclude that it what we are touching is indeed a chair,  and we also certainly lack information about the presence of other chairs in the same e space.  We will find  out about this information only through further if we add and eexplorationre.   	Comment by JJ: Maybe it might be worth quoting some figures, e.g. I found this 

What is the time resolution of our senses? - BBC Science Focus Magazine 

In fact, under ideal conditions we can spot a flicker in a light even if it lasts for just 25 milliseconds. Our other senses react at different speeds, though. Hearing is much faster, with a time resolution of just three milliseconds, but touch can only manage 50 milliseconds. Smell and taste are the slowest and can take more than a second to react to a new sensation.


Distance: even though the sense of hearing does not necessarily require great us to be in particularly close proximity to the an object to gather information, vision sight is the only sense where being  for which too close proximity to an object can actually be a disadvantage.   Sometimes we stand too close to an objectTo view a large object in its entirety, we and  must move away from it in order to be able to experience it in its entirety. HereIn this aspect, the gap gulf between sight and touch is enormous. We cannot physically touch anything something that is more further away than our the length of our arm's length away from us.   This Due to this limitation sometimes means that if we want to experience a particular object through , the choice of touch, we need to get so close to it that we  sometimes means cannot see it properly. In so doing,blocking the field of vision and hence impair we impede our ing the ability to examine the perspective of the relationships between the that objects in and others in our world. This is essentially what Walter Benjamin argued in this spirit his essay in his work A Child’s View of Color – that "The way children see colors" that the basis of children's a child’s experience is tactile.[footnoteRef:8] Benjamin theorized that cChildren experience color close to their bodies, and therefore, their drawings differ from the reality experienced through the eyes. When they draw objects around them, children : they do not attempt do not bother themselves with attempts to imitate the three-dimensional characteristics of reality, nor are they overly careful to match the  spectrum of colors they use with reality.[footnoteRef:9]. 	Comment by JJ: Consider giving readers a specific example  that will make this more real for them	Comment by JJ: For reference
walter-benjamin-selected-writings-volume-1-19131926-1.pdf (wordpress.com)  [8:  Walter Benjamin, “A Child’s View of Color,” in Selected Writings, Volume 1: 1913-1926, ed. Marcus Bullock and Michael W. Jennings (Cambridge, MA: Belknap), 50-51.]  [9:  Benjamin, “Child’s View,” 51.] 

The essence nature of the interaction: in his book Visible and Invisible, the philosopher Maurice Merleau-Ponty used an image of illustrated for his readers in his book Visible and Invisible two hands touching each other too refine demonstrate the idea concept that "“what touches is touched at the same time.” [footnoteRef:10] TIndeed, the third feature of touch, which somewhat complements the previous two previous ones, is related to the traces that the are left behind when we use of the our senses leaves behind. Moreover, unlike hearing, even when such an interaction exists, it is enough for us toIf we fix our eyes on something and then close our eyes or turn our headshead, the object we were looking at  and the sights disappears from view at once. And for us,  the person, event or object on which we fixed our gaze will also disappear. Using sight to gather information is perhaps the most extreme example of our resistance to being influenced by our environment (and to influencing it). In contrast, the information absorbed through hearing, smell smell, or taste penetrates into it and does not let go.  Even if we close our ears or hold our noses, it is quite possible that information will nevertheless get through and ppenetrate us.  However, even compared to hearing, smell, and taste, the other senses of time (in which the information penetrates gradually), touch the interaction through touch is uniquee, for two reasons. : ItFirst, it  is the only way of receiving information that forces us to voluntarily activate a set of mechanisms in our body voluntarily. The  Second, the result of our this action changes not only us, but also the object being touched, that is, the object of touch. Even the paper we touched hasd something of ourselves own added to it – an t, even an almost invisible fingerprint. 	Comment by JJ: I can’t edit the footnote here because I can’t find the reference.

Anyway, perhaps you could consider using instead Ponty’s phrase, “the double sensation” of touch

Which I got from here:
Full article: To Touch and to Be Touched: Interconnectedness and Participatory Sense-making in Play and Dance Improvisation (tandfonline.com) 

 It is not that we have both sensations at the same time, but each hand can shift from the position of toucher to the position of being touched:
[…] the two hands are never touched and touching at the same time with respect 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 arrangement in which the two hands can alternate in the role of “touching” and “touched.” What was meant by talking about “double sensations” is that, in passing from one role to the other, I can recognize the hand touched as the same one that will in a moment be touching. (Merleau-Ponty 1968, 93)
Merleau-Ponty, Maurice. 1968. The Visible and the Invisible. Translated by Alphonso Lingis. Evanston, IL: Northwestern University Press.
	Comment by JJ: I am not sure of the intended meaning here. This seems to be talking about sight and not hearing or touch.	Comment by JJ: I am not sure I follow the thread of the argument here.	Comment by JJ: it is not clear what is meant by “it” here.	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: ‘our environment’ perhaps?   [10:  p.7 Harvey, 2003,] 

The human aspect: touch as a means of communication
It is difficult to discuss the human implications of touch alone, since we are not always aware of its distinct particular importance. For the most part, we experience it touch as part of our overall the general multi-sensory experience.  TheOur senses of sight, hearing, smell, taste and touchfive senses all work together. , and Yeyet , physical touch has several unique implications for humans, related related to their our interactions with their our environment. The The 16th century English  philosopherpoet and lawyer John Davies detailed described the properties of touch in his work philosophical poem Nosce Teipsum (1599)Know Yourself,  the properties of touch and connectinged them with the way we perceive them they are perceived by humans:	Comment by JJ: John Davies (poet, born 1569) - Wikipedia 

He was quite a colourful character.
By touch, the first pure qualities we learn,
Which quicken all things, hot, cold, moist and dry;
By touch, hard, soft, rough, smooth, we do discern;. "Touch gives us first pure qualities that illuminate all things: hot and cold wet and dry [...] we can separate hard and soft and rough and smooth. With its help, we can experience sweet pleasures and sharp pains"[footnoteRef:11]  [11: ] 

By touch, sweet pleasure and sharp pain we try.[footnoteRef:12] [12:  John Davies, “Nosce Teipsum,” in The Complete Poems of Sir John Davies, Volume 1, ed. Rev. Alexander B. Grosart (London: Chatto and Windus, 1876). See also: Danijela Kambaskovic-Sawers and Charles T. Wolf, “The Senses in Philosophy and Science: From the Nobility of Sight to the Materialism of Touch,” in A Cultural History of the Senses in the Renaissance, ed. H. Roodenburg (London: Bloomsbury, 2014), 121.
] 


Davies’ linesThese important statements involverelate to  two aspects of the experience of touch: the emotional and the rational. Let us discuss each of these in turn. We will now discuss them one by one

T4. Touch – thoughts and- feelings and thought
One of the important implications of touch is the the ability it gives us to express feelings emotions (positive or negative), for example, by) through a variety of actions such as caressing or hitting someone or something. We use touch to express our feelings feelings and interpret the touch as an an expression of emotion. Touch, it is claimed, is the best way to eexpresse our s emotional relationships, at least s in the best way compared to other senses (e.g. sight).[footnoteRef:13]  AIn other words, although touch is usually associated with what hapthepens  physically , it is seen in many human languages, as it is also a metaphorical expression of a person’s interior life and feelings, what is inside at least as far as an emotional response is concerned.[footnoteRef:14].  The British philosopher Ashley Montague defined touch as "“an action that means feeling something with the hand.” . So did the poet Michael Drayton, a man of the Elizabethan era, who described touch in his nineteenth sonnet "To the Senses" as "as one who guards the fortress of the heart, one who awakens and blesses the other senses[footnoteRef:15] .  So did the Elizabethan poet Michael Drayton, who described touch in his 29th sonnet, To the Senses, as “one who guards the fortress of the heart, one who awakens and blesses the other senses.”	Comment by JJ: By whom? I would say this here rather than just providing a footnote  [13:  Huisman, 2017.  ]  [14:  2003 p.1.   ]  [15:  Montagu, 1971, p. 5.  ] 

Many languages, use the sense of touch to as a metaphor for express different various emotions. In English, the The root "feeling"  is the source of the verb "“to feel"” can mean both to think and to experience emotion.  which refers to thinking and action as one.  AnIf your friend is easily upset or sensitive, you might describe him emotional person is defined as "“touchy,"” , and if you wanted to remain in contact with someone you met on holiday, you might  a promise ofask her to  connection between people is made in English using the expression "“keep in touch” with you..[footnoteRef:16] Also, in many contexts, contact with a person, object or technology is linked to intimacy in relationships between people and between them and places and objects.  	Comment by JJ: Maybe consider adding here “including those involved in various aspects of human contact” – since “keeping in touch” is not necessarily about emotions, but is an act of communication that could be about many things.	Comment by JJ: I am not sure what the intended meaning is here. I think it might have got a bit lost in the translation – consider providing a real world example of this to help readers understand the point you are making here. [16:  Montagu, 1971, p. 5.  ] 

Emotional communication through touch is manifested first experienced already at the moment of birth. TThe sense of touch establishes what the French philosopher and psychoanalyst Luce Irigaray called the "“prenatal moment,"”,  the moment when a newborn baby the baby gropes without seeing.[footnoteRef:17]  This brief period of time is of dramatic significance, as it encourages babies to add and explore the world with their hands [footnoteRef:18]. Thinkers and researchers add and claim that this essential experience has long-term meaning.The Among other things, the French psychoanalyst Didier Anzieu Anzia believed that claimed in his book "The Ego of the Skin" that this early experience leads to the development of the human ego, as the skin acts as a helps the baby "“as a physical and mental interface between [the baby] the subject and the world.”[footnoteRef:19] Julia Kristeva and Los Irigaray also claimed that this early experience is a sign of things to come: it It is calibrated and embedded within the symbolic world through which each of us experiences the world throughout our lives.[footnoteRef:20]. 	Comment by JJ: What is the original Hebrew here? I have noticed that you use “add” several times in the text but the intended meaning in English isn’t clear. If you provide the Hebrew, I can try to find a better translation.	Comment by JJ: For these quotes, it is better to find the originals rather than citing different thinkers in a row from a secondary source – it will look better to readers and the publishers if you provide the original sources. [17:  Quated in Harvey, 2003, p.3.]  [18:  Huisman, 2017  ]  [19:  Harvey, 2003, p. 6.  ]  [20:  Harvey, 2003, p. 8  ] 

The influence of formative touch-based experiences on later life at a young age on later life is not , it turns out, limited to humans. In the 1940s, the couple of researchers Harry and Margot Harlow conducted one of the most brutal and controversial experiments ever undertaken in in the world of developmental psychology.[footnoteRef:21]  The In this experiment, which examined maternal  the nature of the bonding experience in monkeys primates, with the aim of understanding this process in learning about its counterpart in humans. , Bbaby rhesus monkeys were separated from their mothers and placed in a cage together with two “surrogate mother” dolls dollsdesigned to resemble adult rhesus monkeys, one made of.  One  was designed using wire and wood  and a bottle of milk was placed in it, while and the other was made of of sponge foam rubber and soft  cloth. The baby monkeys were split into two groups: in the first, the wire “mother” had a milk bottle, and the cloth “mother” did not; in the second, the cloth “mother” had the food, while the wire “mother” did not. The In both groups, the infants spent more time with the soft, cloth “mother” than the wire mother – and when the wire “mother” had the milk bottle, the hungry infants fed from it, but immediately returned to cuddle with the cloth “mother.”monkeys who wanted to eat turned to the milk bottle, but when they were looking for communication, calm and comfort they tried to cuddle with the cloth doll. The absence of touch-based communication in this state of affairs proved to be of extraordinary and horrifying significance.  MThe monkeys that were raised without maternal physical contact suffered behavioral problems in their adulthood, with females and the monkeys failing todid not function as mothers, probably because they were deprived of lacked a suitable model maternal touch as infantsin their childhood, one that also initiates touch-based  contact. 	Comment by JJ: Harlow H. F., Dodsworth R. O., & Harlow M. K. (1965). Total social isolation in monkeys. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America. Retrieved from https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC285801/pdf/pnas00159-0105.pdf


This is the correct citation. I have added it below. [21:  Harry F. Harlow, Robert O. Dodsworth, and Margaret K. Harlow, “Total Social Isolation in Monkeys,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America (1965, April 28). Retrieved from https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC285801/pdf/pnas00159-0105.pdf] 

This shocking deeply shocking experiment nevertheless had a benefit that improved the lives of many. Itny: it taught that the initial attachment bonding through touch plays anhas important  and significant role s in creating the development of communication and intimacy in humans as well. A  It was found that there is a relationship was found between experiencing sufficient physical contact at a young age  and avoiding feelings of depression or the ability to experience romantic relationships. 
Not Touch is not used only for only deep, intimate communication in the deepest and most intimate sense takes place through touch. EEven a lighter touch can express and create a certain intimacy between interaction partners.  Interpersonal touch may affect our altruistic behavior. This is called the One of the researched interpretations of the experience of human touch is the Midas touch effect,  named after thea Greek mythological figure whose who turned everything he touched  turned everything into gold. . Even a very briefA human touch on the hand, arm, or neck that lasts, it is claimed, for a very short time  - lesss than a second (and sometimes without the “toucher”person who touched it even noticing it)  - affects the toucher’s attitude towards the touch recipientperson touched, the feelings of the touch recipient, person touched and the attitude of both of the toucher and the touch recipient them to the whole situation. This stems from an unconscious feeling of a person being touched because they like him or trust thehim.[footnoteRef:22] Studies have suggested Experiments conducted found that the Midas touch effect is reflected in the effect of hand contact on the desire to return lost money, on the size of the tips given in restaurants, and on the degree of willingness to order from the menu. 	Comment by JJ: Consider adding some context here regarding who is touching whom, because without this one immediately thinks of non-consensual touch, which would not instill these feelings. It is not socially acceptable for a waiter in a restaurant for example, to deliberately touch someone on the hand, arm, or neck, for example… 	Comment by JJ: Please add a reference here. Consider also adding some more context for the claims in this sentence. [22:  Huisman, 2017.   ] 

Another everyday expression of intimacy through touch is thea handshake. It Thisis considered an action that has the power to affect the quality of subsequent human interactionsn as a whole  and to create or preserve relationships.[footnoteRef:23] Not only on the interpersonal level, Tthe handshake is not only used for an intimate-emotional expression on an interpersonal level. It , it is also plays a considered significant inrole in  representing the credibility of the relations between commercial and state bodies. Handshakes are often an inseparable integral part of the part of both the conclusion of international contracts,  and peace agreements, and  and the conclusion of commercial transactions. 	Comment by JJ: Consider adding some more color to this graf on handshakes, both because this will make your narrative more appealing and interesting to readers, and because this will help flesh out this section and make it read less like a list or a grab bag of things related to touch.

E.g. there is some interesting information here about the origin of the handshake 

Are You Shaking at the Thought of Shaking Hands? | Folklife Magazine (si.edu) 
 [23:   Hertenstein et al., 2006] 

 The emotional dimension of the touch experience is also reflected in the human concept of property and sense of ownership as mentioned above.  HumansPeople tend to distinguish between what is "“theirs"” and what is "“not theirs"” and even give the things they own eir things added value. In contrast to the experience sense of intimacy realized created through touch , the need for ownership and ways of realizing it are acquired through learning and are part of the social contract. TAccording hus, the economic historian to ThorsteinThorsten Veblen, an economist,  claims that in the first stages of thethe  development of human culture, the human race, ownership did not exist in any format any level, neither personal nor collective. The concept of ownership It was actually born only emerged when we the began to transition to to what he calls the "“predatory phase."” took place. From that time on, humans people began to express their power and status through durable objects, such as weapons and jewelry. Only from when the era of printing did began did people begin to the discussion begin distinguishhing between physical tangible assets, whose interaction which involve s contact physical contact, (tangible) and assets intangible assets (such as copyright),  whose interactionwhich does not involve physical contactcontact (intangible). 	Comment by JJ: What do you mean by this? Consider giving an example to help explain this assertion.	Comment by JJ: Please add a reference	Comment by JJ: When did this begin? It would be helpful here to add some details for readers so they can have a better idea of the timeline of events.
 It is no coincidence that the initial concept t for nothing that the initial thought of ownership was related to touch. The French philosopher and theorist Jean Le Ron d’'Alembert defined touch as allowing something that “allows us to distinguish between what that which is ours and what that which surrounds us.”[footnoteRef:24]  [24:  123 p.  quoted in Kambaskovic-Sawers & Wolfe, 2014
] 

 The same sense of differentiationdifferentiate of the in-between of the above develops when a person constantly interacts with the object of being touched and feels well a sense of the control of over it. 	Comment by JJ: The intended meaning of this sentence is not clear so I cannot edit it.	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: I have given it a go - please confirm the acuracy of the edit to esure that the indended meaning has been mainted. 
    HArt historian Elizabeth Harvey provides points to extensive examples in art extensive historical documentation of different types of discourse reflected in art where in which touch is depicted asdescribed as a means of indicating ownership, including of another human being: a: the  slaveowneract of the master touching the a slave'sslave’s naked body to declare his ownership of that person, the a man’'s touch of the a female body under his control, or the a landowner 's touchingh of his land.[footnoteRef:25] Even today, people buythe purchase of valuable items so that they can touch themproducts is accompanied by touch. Wealthy pe: people might choose totend to buy valuable pictures to hang in their homes, where they can and thus be able to touch them whenever they wantchoose. This is despite the fact that they can could be content with viewingsee any number of them paintings in a museum for free or at a small costan entrance ticket (that costs much less, or view any famous painting in the world instantly via their smartphone).  on a website at no cost  	Comment by JJ: Consider adding some historical context here -- these expressions of ownership of another human being are considered unacceptable today—slavery is now considered an abomination.	Comment by JJ: This segue to talk about valuable items feels a bit disconcerting given that we have just read two disturbing examples of how touch violates human dignity in the context of men touching women or Black people they “owned.” I wonder it might be good here to add a note about how today it is considered socially unacceptable and even criminal to touch people without consent and we do not own other people any more [25:   Harvey, 2003, p. 18 
] 

Beyond an emotional expression of intimacy and ownership, the human implications of touch are also related to the educationalscholarly research aimed at imbued with the goal of discovering scientific truths.
Thinking rationally – what is the most “correct” way toThe rational aspect - how is it more correct to investigate reality?
The contribution of the senses to a rational observation of the world ishas been  a recurring much-debated theme discussed in philosophical thoughtical literature in various contexts and throughout the generations throughout the ages..  Although a recurring claim argument is that they the senses should be treated as a whole, there were nevertheless many who believed that some senses were “better” or more worthy than othersdistinguished between them, mainly while giving priority precedence to the sense of viewsight. Throughout history and at almost every point in time, there have been great luminaries thinkers, - from Aristotle and Plato to Descartes,  - who saw it sight as the basis for the "“human right"”: it is claimed that only sight encourages and nurtures abstract rational thinkingthought, since thisscientific thinking  requires observing things from a distance and without interaction.  Furthermore, René Descartes, who is considered the "“founding father of the visual paradigm of modern philosophy",”[footnoteRef:26] claimed argued that the feature of simultaneity that characterizes vision (remembethe r, the ability to see several things at once is whatat once ), is what promoted caused the abilities of human intuition to advance, that is, the . The ability to immediately  mental perception and understandgrasp ing of a general idea, clear and distinct  - which are is the first step on the way toward solving being able to solve mathematical and  mechanical problems. According to Descartes his method, a new ideas area is born in one a single look and  and not in through a patient discovery and methodical step by stepdiscovery,, which such as characterizes how we experience the world through our other  the interaction with reality through other senses.   	Comment by JJ: I am not sure of the intended meaning here.	Comment by JJ: Claimed by whom?	Comment by JJ: Please add a reference here for where Descartes made this claim.	Comment by JJ: Please add a reference here for where Descartes makes this claim [26:  Jay, 1993, p. 70    
] 

Vision enthusiasts Many of the early proponents of sight as a superior sense also for generations have despised  the tactile sense of touch as and considered it basic and an almost animalistic sense. Aristotle stated wrote that "“all animals whatsoever are observed to have the sense of touch,” all the animals we have encountered have a sense of touch, which means that it is the most basic sense of any living creature,ory form[footnoteRef:27]  or any living creature. He continued with his statement referring to all creatures and stated that touch is the place where the human and the animal meet each other sharing this basic sense that is the guardian of life. [footnoteRef:28]	Comment by JJ: I found this quote here – you can add this as the source rather than a citation found in another source.

The Internet Classics Archive | On the Soul by Aristotle (mit.edu) 
	Comment by JJ: I have not been able to edit the highlighted sentence because the intended meaning is not clear. I had a quick look in On the Soul, linked above, and could not find this citation. I suggest having a deeper look at this source to find the exact citation so that you can cite it properly. 
 [27:  De anima  )(On the Soul) by Aristotle Quated by Harvey, 2003, p. 4    ]  [28:  Quoted in Harvey, 2003, p. 11] 

In the early modern period, when discussions about concerning the relationship between the human senses and the rationality understanding of reality proliferated, the firm assertion of thinkers from the Neo -platonic tradition thinkers argued that stood out that touch,  (along with smell, and taste were e) is an inferior sense compared to sight. This was because, both due to the fact that humans share it with animals, and due to the proximity of the objects  in which theythat are touched to their the bodiesbody. This disgust regarding theThe reluctance of the "“animal"” and the "“bodily"”  while searching for the "permissible of man" was expressed at the time in a variety of areas. According to Norbert The German sociologist Norbert Elias, who described in his works the "civilization process of “civilization”" in which “warrior societies” turned into settled societies, stated that one of the characteristics of this process was involved the institutionalization of actions that expressed control over "“animal interests"” or the an excessive physical proximity to the world of objects. The aversion to direct touch was implied by institutionalizing actions such  as wiping the one’s nose with a handkerchief  andand eating with a knife and fork. Elizabeth Harvey, quoting Elias's words, sees the avoidance of physical intimacy as sharpening the connection of "“humanity"” with distance, restraint, control, and internalization of emotions.[footnoteRef:29]. 	Comment by JJ: Please provide dates for when this occurred, to help orient the reader.	Comment by JJ: Please add a citation here	Comment by JJ: Footnote 29 is a reference to Elias – but since your text says that you are citing “Harvey quoting Elias” you need to cite the work by Harvey where she quotes Elias. Was Harvey agreeing with Elias here or using his arguments to develop or support her own, or was she just describing Elias’ arguments? [29:  Elias, N. (1978). The Civilizing Process: The History of Manners.
] 

Among the intellectuals who admired vision sight was Robert Boyle, the Anglo-Irish  famous British chemist, who stated that it is the weakest of the five senses, because since in his opinion the thoughts evoked by touch are instinctive.[footnoteRef:30]  To such an extent, was the preference for sight was prevalent among the circles where the knights of thought who pride themselves on their intellectual superiority huddledthinkers,, andthat the 20th century Russian philosopher Michael Mikhail Bakhtin equated the distinction between sight and touch to that he distinction between high culture, which is considered to encompass the best of human thinking, and low culture. , which serves the common people who are content with filling The needs of the body and their relation to the human spirit  is gross. The words of Bakhtin, written ina man of the 20th century, correspond with those of the Renaissance philosopher Marsilio T. Ficino, who associated touch with extreme emotions such as passion or madness.Marcelio Picino[footnoteRef:31], who associated touch with human states that do not carry a high-brow character such as passion or madness . During FPicino’s's time, an article titled "“The Sense of Touch"” was published in a medical information book, arguing  and it claimed that touch is rough and imperfect because humans use it to carry heavy loads, which damages their hands..  [footnoteRef:32] 	Comment by JJ: Readers will likely not know when Boyle was writing so it would be helpful to provide some dates for this quote at least.	Comment by JJ: What is “It” here – the structure of the sentence means that “it” refers to “vision”	Comment by JJ: Consider deleting the fragment highlighted in yellow. It does not fit with the flow of ideas in this section – right now, the text is jumping around chronologically. We start with Boyle, a 17th century chemist. We then jump to Bakhtin, in the 20th century, and then we go to Ficino who lived in the 15th century. 

Consider restructuring this section so that you present the development of thinking and attitudes towards touch chronologically, rather than jumping between quotes from thinkers in very different eras. This would improve the flow of ideas in this section, help the reader to better follow your arguments about how ideas and attitudes developed over time.

As it stands, it is not clear whether the intended meaning is that Bakhtin is critiquing to historical thought on sight versus touch, or whether he was making his own judgement on the relative superiority of one sense over another, without reference to the thinkers that you have quoted above,	Comment by JJ: You need a citation here	Comment by JJ: You need to say when this was, give dates rather than just saying Renaissance. This will help readers orient themselves.	Comment by JJ: Is the intended meaning here “textbook”?	Comment by JJ: Your footnote needs to include a citation showing where this specific information is taken from. [30:  McKie, 1934. ]  [31:  Quoted in Kambaskovic-Sawers & Wolfe, 2014, p. 109
]  [32:  I will also note that the worldview that disparages handiwork also appears in Thorstein Veblen’s work, The Theory of the Leisure Class (1899). This book is a cynical treatise on the behavior of the upper classes who were extremely careful not to undertake work that left traces on their hands. One way the “leisure classes” displayed their social status at the time was to demonstrate their ability to spend money without income from productive work.] 

 . The  products of the scientific revolution that took place at that time also made their contributed ion to the rise of the status of vision in rational thinking. The invention of opticalvision-based technologies such as the microscope and the telescope contributed to themade its contribution to decline the of the status of  touch in a world that was thrilled by the breakthrough into a new visual  world of sights. Historian Martin Jay states that "“it can be said with some certainty that the vision aided by the new technologies has become the dominant sense in the modern world.”[footnoteRef:33]	Comment by JJ: Which time?	Comment by JJ: Provide dates for when these were invented, to help readers orient themselves	Comment by JJ: I think you can delete the text highlighted in yellow and simply use your footnote in which you refer to Martin Jay to support the previous sentence.  [33:  Jay, 1993, p. 45. ] 

The institutional organization of the European medical world, which did not change at the time, also contributed to the supreme superior status of the sense of sightt.. Two people took part inin the act of medical surgery: the surgeon himself and one of the members of the book guild - the surgeons: people with no formal education in medicine who excelled with a steady hand.  These were entrusted for years with performing a variety of treatments on the human body: hair cutting, tooth extraction, bloodletting,  and even full surgeries. Their steady and skilled hand , comments Elizabeth Harvey, was seen as nothing more than the "“executive contractor"” of the doctor'sphysician’s eye.[footnoteRef:34] The doctors physicians themselves, who preferred to teach at the academy or treat members of the aristocracy, tried to avoid  direct contact with patients the body and contented themselves with distant advice whichmerely advising they gave to those who performed the bloody actual wwork.  	Comment by JJ: Which time?	Comment by JJ: The intended meaning of this fragment is not clear.

As it is written, the meaning appears to be that  that two categories of people performed surgery – surgeons, and “members of the book guild” who were “the surgeons.” This is confusing.

Is the intended meaning here something like:

“trained physicians and members of the book guild, who had no formal medical training but had a steady hand and performed various treatments including bloodletting and tooth extraction.”

Also consider explaining what you mean by “members of the book guild” – this is not clear. It would also be helpful to be more specific about where and when this took place, as Europe is a continent with many different countries.
	Comment by JJ: Please include page numbers when you cite a specific argument or quote by someone else – it is not enough to cite just the book or article where the quote appears. [34:  Harvey 2003] 

On the other hand,However, already in ancient times t, therehere were many who claimed that touch is was not only a performance tool but also played a key role in helping people acquire has an essential contribution to deep insights.  The famous Roman writer Pliny claimed that when it comes to smell, taste, or sight, there are animals perform better than that overtake humans. W, but when it comes to touch, however, humans have an the greatest advantage, because they can mobilize it for diverse needs.  Aristotle also argued thate, contrary to his other words, claimed that we know the world around us because through contatouch, which allows ct the mind can to perceive the shape of things, and we and we can mobilize it to be precise and distinguish. [footnoteRef:35] 	Comment by JJ: Please specify dates, so readers can know what you mean by “ancient times”--this will help them orient themselves	Comment by JJ: Please provide a citation for this information	Comment by JJ: what do you mean by “it” here – the mind?	Comment by JJ: I think some text is missing here -- “distinguish between [something]”? [35:  (Harvey, 2003, p. 11-12  ] 

These ideas resonated already in early medicine. The Greek surgeon and philosopher Claudius GalanusGalen (Claudius Galenus), a man from Pergamon who is considered one of the fathers of modern anatomy, claimed that in order to reach the truth in medical diagnosis, a combination of vision and touch is required, mainly through the fingertips.. [footnoteRef:36]	Comment by JJ: Consider adding a date for when this was said (and then ordering this section chronologically) so that readers can understand the flow of ideas here. Perhaps you could consider dividing this section into different themes, e.g. this could be part of a theme about touch in medicine and anatomy, which you could then order chronologically. [36:  1970Siegel, ] 

In the 16th century, while alongside the tendency of Descartes and , his environment and his successors followers believed in the supremacy of to prefer sight, other thinkers raised pointed to the value of empirical observation based d also on touch.  William Harvey, the the esteemed influential English philosopher physicianand anatomical researcher of the time, miraculously claimedwrote of the "“powerful authority"” of sensory integration, which he said was the  and spoke of it being "“the master of anatomy."” He Harvey saw believed that the diagnostic experience, which combines sight and touchthe eye with the hand, as was the right way to know the "“truth".” T.  According to him, touch is was an important and powerful  source of authority that with a powerful importance, which cannot be replaced by the abstract laws of probability. [footnoteRef:37] This position ese words werewas also supported by the 18th century French scholar philosopher Dani Denis Diderot, who asked his readers to ponder "“how much the eyes can deceive, if the interpretation of reality based on them is not accompanied by touch."” [footnoteRef:38] Diderot backed up his claim by quoting  by quoting the blind British English scientist Nicholas Saunderson, who is credited with saying that if a person wants to believe in God (or in other words know with more certainty that God does exist), he must touch him.[footnoteRef:39]. 	Comment by JJ: Please be careful with the spellings of people’s names. A good idea is to always Google the name to ensure that you have the correct spelling in English.	Comment by JJ: Please check your citations to ensure they are all correct – the way this is written makes it seem that you are directly quoting something that Diderot said. This quote does not appear in the paper you cited though?

The Senses in Philosophy and Science: From the Nobility of Sight to the Materialism of Touch (hal.science) 
	Comment by JJ: Please be careful here – Saunderson didn’t say this – Diderot wrote an imaginary conversation between Saunderson and a priest, where he imagined Saunderson saying, “if you want me to believe in God, you must make me touch him.”  Consider finding the original source of the imaginary conversation and adapting the highlighted text accordingly, and then also providing a citation from the original work by Descartes in which he published this imaginary conversation. [37:  Kosolosky & Provijn, 2012  ]  [38:  P. 114  Quoted in Kambaskovic-Sawers & Wolfe, 2014,.  
]  [39:  SEP, 2019.  
] 
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