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I have nothing to disclose



How I came to catalogue O’s books



How I came to know Oliver Sacks (sort of)



How I got interested in the problem

• Patients frequently present with problems that have 
apparently no significant lever grounded in a 
mechanism of biology that can be pulled to solve 
their problem. 

• “Do you think I can’t walk because my persona hurts?” 
• What if she said “soul?”

• We are studying attributes like ‘criminality,’ and ‘orthodox’ 
vs ‘ mystical’ experience now, what if I put her the 
machine, and found the network for where her soul hurts? 
Would we feel comfortable with that interpretation, and if 
not, why? More interesting, if yes, why?

• Patients frequently present with remarkable 
“culturally salient” abilities and capacities because 
of, in reaction to, or despite their neurological 
accident

• Art, music, performance
• Do the same models and methods for studying mechanisms 

at one level of aggregation hold true for these? In other 
words, is it fair to ignore the fact that I am trying to study a 
planet with a microscope when what I really need is a 
telescope.

• I think we do in fact have the tool by the wrong end, as it 
were. And I think the question of Art-Science or Romantic 
Science as a discipline says a lot about our difficulties with 
finding the right methodologies for these problems

• Is the paradigm not unfamiliar to us
• The brain might teach us much about 

aphasia, but how much can it teach us 
about language? 
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