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Letter to the Tditor of LICTARTIC. 4

Sir: The article by Gottfried Jaeger on '"Generative DPhotozraniy', anpearing
in your Vol. 1%, Mo. 1, is dense, and it containes several Zandamental ideas, to
two ¢of which I should like to comment.

(a) Renroduction versus production: This ancient distinction between "mimesis"

and ”pqiesis”vis, as Jaeger's worl shows, no longer valid. ''hen =mtography was
invented, rveonle believed that it would permit an even more faitinful reproduction
of the objective world than the most "realistic' of vaintingse. TZecause apparent-
17 the objects impress themselves upon the sensitive surface of the film, like they
"do in fingervrints or footprints. Thus photos seem tc be not "symbols'" of objects,
{conventional signs which mean them), but "symptoms" of objects, (signs caused by
the objects themselves). AS one began to consider photogravhy more closely, hows
ever, it became chvious that 2 very complex codifying process zoes on vetween ob-
ject and »nhoio: the rays raflected by obJects are sumbitted to ccmnlex processes
befere thev become an image. The non~objective, symbolical ch-racter of the dho-

t05 becante avar more consciocus. Thus it oecame obvious c3, even nore
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evidently than in »ainting, a codyfying, ''sensé-giving", inten

tveen image and otject. Thix re i3 no such thing as a »nursl:y renrcducing, mi-
netic image, and that there is a §roducing, voetic guality to avaery image. Jaeger

e of this theoretical insight, and 2e attempts to accentuate the po-

sus man: asvparatus seem to be ccuplex machiles, which again
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{b) .oparatus ve
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seem to Ye complex tools, sSo that there seems to ve no essential Ziffersnce Yetween
using a brush and using a computer. Zoth are %ools at the service of those who use
theme Thais i3 not sce The relaticn tueen man and tocl i3 diffsrent from the

e
the one bhetween man aad atiarztus. ith tools,
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one between man and wmachine, ans

man i3 the constsnt, a2nd the tool the variable: mea is surrcunlad 37 tools and
he may exch~nge cne tool for another. with machines, tihe machine i35 the constant
and man iz the variable: the machine is surrounded oy men whicn 2a7 Ve substituted
one for another. ith apparatus there is an intricated co-relation of functions:

the amparatus does what man wants it te do, and man can only vunt to do what the

anmaratus can dee Tn fact: aprmaratus and man form a single functisnal unite dJae=
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these who understand this. e concentrata:
as much on annaratus function as on his own intenticne e kncws that the probdlem
iz not so nuch of man ''‘sovarning' apvaratus, or apraratus "governiag" man, tut of
a creative man-adparatus interaction. In this he centribdutes teo the aveidance of
the danger that automatic annaratus take over, and relegate men %c mere apparatus
functions.
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Jaeger's worl, (and his theoretical consideraiions)

the way toward thne emergzing culture of images gemejrate

Sincerely




