The Body Archive

Why this desire for a body archive, for an assembly of
history’s traces deposited in me? (I worry over how to
describe it, how to frame it without sounding banal or
bafflingly idiosyncratic.) The body archive is an attune-
ment, a hopeful gathering, an act of Iove against the fore-
closures of reason. It is a way of knowing the body-self as
a becoming and unbecoming thing, of scrambling time
and matter, of turning tcz_\ygg_c_i_;ather than against one-
self. And vitally, it is a way of thinking-feeling the body’s
unbounded relation to other bodies.
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I begin then to compile an archive of my body, an activity
that from the start feels discomfortingly intimate. Too
intimate and too bewildering an undertaking, because
like all other bodies mine has become so many things
over time, has changed dramatically through forces both
natural and social. I am also, it must be noted, a person
whose body has been broken and maimed many times
over — a fact that I cannot yet entirely account for.

How, then, to undertake this desired body archlve'.i(Télfs
are, of course, those obvious places that are ma{) emed
the body, places where the body has been cut, orth :Se in-'
or broken. I could begin simply by catalogmélghind S
flictions through the traces they have left be .
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THE BODY ARCHIVg

e notonlya material problem for my body archive,
This is 1 n affective one. In the end, we are not bounded,
but 31;,063 subjects, but ones filled up with foreign feel-
-Cont and vibes that linger and cifculate in space, that en-
g%;}s we move through our lives. We likewise leave
(races of ourse ves and our own gffective states (which
are Freally ] en we go. Af-
or all the discipline we have endured to teach us that
we are self-governing and self-contained, responsible for
how we feel, Teresa Brennan insists that “the taken-for-

rantedness of the emotionally contained subject is a re-
sidual bastion of Eurocentrism in critical thinking.”? How
we think about ourselves as material and emotional be-
ings turns out to be a style of thought, one that emerges
from a specific place (Europe) at a specific time (moder-
nity). Against this historically imposing style of thought,
I am fully invested in the conviction that our bodies and
minds are less discrete than we have been led to believe.
Bodies and minds: I confess, I have already lost the differ-

ence between them.
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There is something haunting to me about the fact that I
lean on contemporary feminist new materialist discourse
to account for the fact that the body is not and has never
been singular. Something haunting about the fact that
the non-singularity of the body, its vital entanglements
with other kinds of bodies, was once so obvious across
cultures, geographies, and histories that it didn't need to
be argued. Something changed, something was changed.
A monumental worldview swept in and tried — with brute
force, with discipline, with pedagogy — to make us each
one self. But there is a prolific past that tells a diffgrent
story of the body as an infinite collection of bosiylngs-
And the grand historical force of producing the singular

2 Teresa Brennan, The Transmission of Affect (Ithaca: Cornell University

Press, 2004), 2.
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self has made these pasts difficult t gather difﬁcult
archive. b
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