Luiz , Bruce , Martin , 
I wonder if I’m allowed to seek kind of relationship between a thread of CYBERNETICS /AUTOMATONS and another of IF VYGOTSKY AS A MARXIST PSYCHOLOGIST IS RELEVANT TODAY ? especially when I read “it is the idea that agents need not be persons , …[adding] , being person is a sufficient, thought not necessary, condition for being an agent. If that is the point, I must say I am inclined to agree. … [and] , so there is no absolute, view-from-nowhere distinction between reality and fiction.” And ESPECIALLY when I read Bruce’s doubts about this being the case projected onto Martin’s understanding of the problematic points “the concept of 'actant' and the abandonment of the distinction between human agency and material causality is one of the things I find most problematic about Latour. …This seems to me to succumb to reification and fetishism (see e.g. his description of the agency of the Berlin Wall in 'We Have Never Been Modern'). …I think there is something distinct about human agency, namely consciousness and as part of it self-aware goal directedness. …I am not 
sure - though I don't think they have anything comparable to human agency. Perhaps we have to go back to the longstanding debates about the philosophy of articificial intelligence and try and see how they fit with a CHAT perspective.” 
And I don’t know how to make another relationship : We all recall how much denunciations were pouring on poor Leontyev because of his disregard of the “subjectivity” phenomenon “ while he , all through the book “ACP” repeatedly refers to the idea of an “ACTIVE SUBJECT” , that is AGENT PROPER  ; and now we are accepting sort of agent which apparently at its most revered sublimation acts but as some STIMULUS and we cannot divorce cybernetics whatever from philosophy or theoretical thought . However , all respect and good wishes for Luiz and her pleasant rejoicing times in Paris !
As I’ve been and am concentrating on Leontyev , Ilyenko , El’konin etc. I wanted to know if what I quote from L’s “activity , consciousness , personality” could be relevant to the contents of this thread and how ? “I mean CYBERNETICS” in general : 

It is not difficult to see that ascribing to machines the intellectual capabilities of man expresses once again the same alienation of thinking from sensory activity only in a new form: Now the operations of thought in their exteriorized forms are separated from human activity and transferred to machines. But the operations in essence are only ways and means of thinking, and not thinking itself. …
…

 The problem, however, is not whether one can approach the psychological image as a model but whether this approach encompasses its essential specific features, its nature. …
...

But this forms only one side of the characterization of psychic reflections; the other side consists of the fact that psychic reflection, as distinct from mirror and other forms of passive reflection, is subjective, and this means that it is not passive, not dead, but active, that into its definition enters human life and practice, and that it is characterized by the movement of a constant flow, objective into subjective. …
...

The position that the psychic reflection of reality is its subjective image means that the image belongs to the real subject of life. But the concept of subjectivity of the image in the sense of its belonging to the subject of life includes in itself an indication of its being active. …
…

It is this feature of relation of the subjective image to reflected reality that is not included in the relationship “model- modeled.”  …
…

Even so the concept of subjectivity of the image includes the concept of partiality of the subject. Psychology has for a long time described and studied the dependence of perception, representation, and thought on “what is necessary to man” - on his needs, motives, settings, emotions. …
…

The psychic image is the product of living, practical ties and relations of the subject with the object world; these are incomparably wider and richer than any model relationship. For this reason the description of the image reproduced in the language of sensory modalities (in a sensory “code”), the parameters of the object acting on the sense organs of the subject, represents in essence the result of analysis on the physical level. It is exactly on this level that the sensory image discloses itself as poorer in comparison with the possible mathematical or physical model of the object; [all the more that we should know that-added] The situation is different when we consider the image on the psychological level - as a psychic reflection. In this capacity it appears, on the contrary, in all its riches, as taking into itself that system of objective relations in which only the content reflected by them actually exists. All the more , does what has been said [modeling-added] , refer to the conscious [psychic-added] sensory image, to the image at the level of a conscious reflection of the world ?
