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Introduction: 
Socio-Techno-Environmental 
Entanglements

Robert A. Gorny, Stavros Kousoulas, Dulmini Perera 
and Andrej Radman, editors

Our present condition urges those critically and creatively engaged with it, to 
address the transformative potentials that are brought about by a highly inter-
twined triad of changes. As the posthuman philosopher Rosi Braidotti notes, these 
three changes can no longer be addressed in isolation or in the context of singular 
disciplines. At an environmental level, we are entangled within deteriorating 
ecological systems, global changes in climate that affect areas and populations 
in vastly divergent ways, and massive species extinction that disrupts a variety of 
symbiotic relationships. At a social level, we are entangled in increasing structural 
injustices brought about by economic and political systems going increasingly 
haywire. Finally, at a technological level, we are entangled in new techno-log-
ical developments mostly related to developments in cybernetic-informational 
systems redefining the human and life in general, (design) intelligence, and 
related systems of bio- and necro-political governance and control, that accel-
erate in their longstanding dehumanizing and disindividuating logics and effects.1 
Given its urgent multi-layered social, psychological, and environmental dimen-
sions, this latter technological condition in particular cannot be answered through 
technology alone. It requires a compound view that ought to be not just multi-, 
cross-, or inter-disciplinary, but fundamentally trans-disciplinary, in order to 
address issues in a transversal manner.

This book is an attempt to cut across some of the multifarious relations 
between the three – environmentally, socially, and technologically – changing 
dimensions of reality with the aim of opening such a transversal path. Its ambition is 
to re-think these changes relationally as “analytically reducible” but “ontologically 
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inseparable” relata that co-emerge from primary relationships. We are not just 
entangled in the fields of forces and powers, but the very entanglements make us 
who we are and determine what we can do. Such a radical relational theorization of 
socio-techno-environmental entanglements presents itself as an urgent endeavor, 
to the extent that the Western threefold binaries between nature/culture, culture/
technology, and technology/nature can be said to have contributed to many of the 
present predicaments by having reduced these relationships to different things. 
The Space of Technicity is therefore positioned within a wider ongoing endeavor 
across the natural sciences, humanities, and arts to re-theorize them as aspects 
of co-constitutive dynamics in order to mitigate the pernicious problem of binary 
thinking. In their entailment of related form/matter, structure/agency or subject/
object divides, these binaries have fostered discriminations based on hierarchical 
ontologies, speciesism, anthropocentrism, and human exceptionalism, all of which 
have been reiterated (and are being reiterated as we write) through discursive and 
disciplinary divisions.

Due to long-lingering container conceptions of space, both theoretical and 
designerly, spatial discourses have discussed the environmental, the social, and 
the technological rather reductively. Space is commonly thought of as something 
external or extensive, meaning as a background material environment, which is 
made up of inanimate and passive objects or formations that space contains, and 
in which living and active bodies and forms of life act. In this figure/ground dialec-
tics only humans supposedly have a special status thanks to the wider role of 
technologies that distinguish them in their capacity of transforming the world into 
objects. In the case of architecture, history, and spatial sociology, social space 
is more specifically understood as a construct: a product of social and spatial 
practices.2 In this formulation architecture is but one of many other relational ecol-
ogies, economies, and technologies of creative practices.3 Thus any question of 
the production of space or place cannot be addressed in isolation, as it located 
at the intersection of social, technical, and environmental realities, including the 
many displacements and forms of othering that characterize the present. Spatial 
production must be studied in conjunction with the multiple ecologies of social 
production and technical knowledge systems that are middling with it in the first 
place.

Regarding this middling, neo-materialist scholars such as Braidotti have 
radically rethought space in intensive terms as an embodied, embedded, rela-
tional and affective milieu from which living systems emerge. In contrast to simple 
Darwinian ideas of evolution, space enables and shapes certain forms of life that 
do more than passively adapt to ecological niches, which they inhabit in more 
or less mutual relationships. Rather, most life-forms actively adapt and re-shape 
their environments through niche construction processes, which fundamentally 
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change evolutionary dynamics to the point where forms of life – like humans – 
mutually adapt to their own adaptations and artificial conditions of adaptation in a 
recursive loop.4 Machines everywhere; assemblages all the way down. This recur-
sive notion of feedback and systemic operations is not only relevant to understand 
the ongoing formations between architecture, cybernetics, and ecology.5 It also 
lies at the core of a wider endeavor across many fields – from quantum field theory 
to evolutionary biology to cognitive sciences – to underscore the technical func-
tions that material environments bear as enabling constraints within processes 
of self-organization – from ontogenesis to path-dependent evolutions – in which 
certain lifeforms arise among (and at the expense of) other possible ones.6

Based on this radical critique of container conceptions of space, the title 
of this book is not to be understood as looking for a “space for technology,” nor 
does it aim to offer answers on how to use space as some technophilic instru-
ment for or against something according to some dictum like Cedric Price’s “if 
technology is the answer, then what was the question?” Instead, it begs the ques-
tion what space actually does in its “produced yet further productive” nature as 
a transformative material environment.7 It problematizes how architecture and 
environmental design in the widest sense engender and operate by means of 
technicities. Yet, problems never sit neatly within a single discipline, nor do they 
lend themselves to principles of general equivalence. This anthology recognizes 
the general reluctance to tackle the irreducibility and non-entailment that comes 
with this dispositional dimension. The disposition of problematization has always 
been to open up new (and better) questions by reframing the problem. This book 
project revolves (and has evolved) around a shared problem of how to make sense 
of ongoing environmental, social, and technological developments. One ecolog-
ical way, we suggest, lies in a new apprehension of the space of technicity.

When Technicities are not Technological
Technicity is not technology. Coined in the ground-breaking work of French histo-
rian and philosopher of technology Gilbert Simondon, the ontogenetic notion of 
technicity has been used to move beyond the study of mere technical objects and 
instead approach their genesis in terms of “modes of relation” between beings 
and their world;8 be it humans and technical objects, or ensembles, or living and 
non-living systems in general. In this account, technicity describes an emergent 
aspect in the formation and organization of assemblages. It concerns the moment 
where these transform at the point where the workings of certain objects that are 
constitutive for these assemblages, having initially remained in a “magical” mode, 
become part of a new form of technical consciousness with which these work-
ings come to be tooled for certain ends.9 Francophone scholars have tended to 
distinguished technics from technology as a certain scientific logic or progressivist 
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rationale for using technics. Overshadowed by the modern understanding of tech-
nology, Simondon reserved the notion technology for the critical study (logos) of 
how technics operate. This way, technologists (or “mechanologists” as Simondon 
called them), more than psychologists, can help cultivate a new awareness of the 
working of all sorts of machines and how they affect self-organization processes 
and evolving systems. In the case of architectural technicities, this calls for a new 
philosophy of architecture that intuits the space of technicity in a non-reductive 
manner,10 and thereby comes to terms with – and makes sense of – the wickedness 
and messiness of the workings of such systems.11 

In this mechanological aim, The Space of Technicity investigates how or 
where the space of technicity arises from generative environmental, social, and 
technical relationships, how they come to be environmentally constructed and 
embodied, how they might be employed for engendering transformative becom-
ings, and all in ways that are not readily reducible to the relata these relations 
establish, such as humans interacting with technology. This is effectively an exer-
cise in revaluating space. In deconstructing the res extensa relation, technicity 
inverts the underlying logic to one of intensity and immanence. It suggests that 
certain things, life-forms, and life-worlds come to be, “become-together-with,” 
and co-evolve through systemic relationalities and constitutive entanglements 
to emerging technicities.12 They “crystallize” (to use Simondon’s vocabulary) into 
particular socio-techno-environmental formations, and “concretize” into technical 
objects and larger ensembles that configure these processes further and dispose 
in particular directions. 

To revisit this emergent aspect of technicity in its configurative dimen-
sion, the target of this conceptual inversion lies in the second aspect: space, as 
a problematic and yet often mysterious “black box,” but whose production, and 
productive and configurative nature, is the shared individuating knowledge par 
excellence of many contributors to this book. Configuring or organizing space 
is precisely what architecture supposedly does. Therein it presents an interface 
lying at the intersection of three ecologies (environmental, social, and psycholog-
ical) described by Félix Guattari;13 one of the many “ghost writers” of this book. 
Through Simondon and more recently Stiegler, Yuk Hui, and Karen Barad’s work, 
among many others, especially the dimension of subjectivation and psycho-social 
becomings has since been much de-psychologized to help start from the process 
of individuation and not from already constituted individuals as products. In the 
same vein, Foucault long suggested that architecture ought to be subsumed to 
an aspect of technics.14 This us helps reconsider the processes of individuation 
architecture engenders in much more machinic terms how the “what” (technicity) 
determines the “who” (subjectivity). Concerning this “how”, technicity avoids 
“mono-technological thought” and calls instead for a multi-logic of worlding 
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practices, in accounting for the different metaphysical spaces that are recursively 
created by means of cultural techniques or cosmotechnics.15 

This way, The Space of Technicity introduces the strange machinic ecol-
ogies of architecture as a crucial interface between environmental and social 
arrangements and the forms of knowledge that reciprocally shape their production. 
From this machinic angle, the configurative aspect of architecture as a dispositif 
must not to be sought in its actual form or plan. Rather, its generative forces and 
potentials reside in virtual intensive relations that are better thought of as a phase 
space diagram. Within emergent systems, differential relations like intensity and 
proximity are key drivers in the production and actualization of particular relation-
ships to the exclusion of other possible ones. Beyond the still extrinsic conception 
of a production of specific socio-techno-environmental assemblages with their 
heterogeneous and spatialized constituents, technicity arises from (and is thus 
intrinsically connected to) the production of a more abstract space of possi-
bilities generated by and associated with different assemblages and how they 
work.16 It implies that any evolving system has, within its constitutive constraints, 
a built-in transformative elbow room for things to unfold. This is no actual space, 
but a virtual one; a space of immanent forces and powers, of intensities. It is a 
product of immanence. Once understood, this elbow room can be tapped into and 
manipulated.

This is where the question of “design” kicks in; not just problematizing who 
is charged with creating and modifying spaces of possibility, but addressing the 
question in reverse by asking who is created by it.17 What subjectivities, collec-
tivities, and assemblages are created by the how of modulating what is related 
to what? For example, elevating a portion of the ground by eighty-odd centime-
ters will have profound ethological and hence ethical consequences. Labelling 
it a table merely amounts to pigeonholing a number of generative relationships 
that work their magic in affording certain actions. Next time you enter into such 
an assemblage, please pay attention to the actual arrangement and its virtual 
effect-cum-cause; focus on the production of sense, which is never given, but 
always made. An oval table is very different from an elongated orthogonal one, 
not simply in dimensional, but in technological terms. One could argue that the 
oval table fashions a different social body than the rectangular one. Any table 
assemblage is more or less sit-around-able, more or less lean-against-able, more 
or less hide-underneath-able, more or less own-able, more or less jump-on-able, 
more or less knock-down-able, and so on. The emphasis on the “more or less” – as 
indeterminate yet capable of determination through activity – is crucial. And this 
activity is, on the most elementary level, motivated by value. As a spatial assem-
blage, it affords different possibilities that depend on the actual relations that it 
enables and individuates. Yet such spaces of possibilities for future evolutions are 
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always themselves “designed” depending on the system’s past evolution. As such, 
any spatial formation can be understood as an enabling constraint opening up 
auto-affective systems to emerge in path-dependent ways. 

Locating both the elbow room that enables change and the constraining 
concatenations through which systems stabilize and regularize themselves 
and their constitutive dynamics, helps us see individuation in a richer way: as 
a transindividuation in which technical individuation is deeply entangled with 
psycho-social individuation. The social and mental dimensions of individuation 
are dependent on a kind of spatialization: a spatial or built arrangement of a 
tertiary layer that couples the becomings of individuals and groups into a partic-
ular co-constitutive relation.18 We argue that situating knowledge production at the 
very production sites of transindividuation, by mapping out and diagramming such 
couplings, facilitates ongoing efforts of intuiting the mechanisms for bringing forth 
other futures and worlds, literally breaking open limited possibilities.19 Crucially, 
this approach avoids techno-determinism without replacing it with the relativist 
anything-goes attitude. The truth of the relative, which is not to be confused with 
the relativity of truth; for one cannot know what a body can do before intervening 
into the causal fabric of reality. Enabling action becomes ethical. 

As such The Space of Technicity is a critical and creative intervention that 
cuts across a wider turn in contemporary theories. The book cross-connects a 
set of ongoing socio-environmental debates in posthuman and neo-materialist 
discourses that use heavy doses of monism and affect theory in their assem-
blage-theoretic and (counter)cartographic approaches. Further on, the book links 
such discussions with socio-technological questions addressed in parallel by 
many scholars that engage with the increasing social effects and decoherence 
fostered by environmental and technological changes, as well as a series of social 
and technological considerations in the expanded field of spatial/environmental 
design.

Structure of the book
This anthology brings together a small cohort of thinkers who dare to traverse and 
transgress disciplinary boundaries. What brings them together, in a joint deterri-
torialisation, is the shared problem concerning the various technicities involved 
in making spaces. Instead of giving facile answers on what those technicities are, 
their writing makes space for conversation about different perspectives of over-
lapping and complementary planes of analysis that create new starting points 
for theorizing the social, technical, and environmental entanglements from which 
technicity arises. The argument cuts three ways in inquiring what technicity could 
mean from three co-constitutive perspectives. More than absolute categories, we 
like to think of these three layers as navigational tools, as they cluster around 
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several concepts and lines of further investigation, while moving the reader 
through and across to the other levels.

Part One sets out from the question of “Dis/Empowering Technicities.” In 
an initial move from the social, through technical and to environmental registers, 
the three chapters in this vector explore ways to decolonize the space of possi-
bilities. On a formal-methodological level, this part is made up of three expository 
case studies (see Protevi in this volume), which outline various cartographies of 
cumulative worlding processes.

The first contribution is by architecture theorist Heidi Sohn, whose 
work attends to how political economy affects territorial, spatial, and material 
phenomena, and promotes related posthuman and neo-materialist theoretical and 
philosophical lenses to revisit architectural culture.20 In Chapter 1, “Ode to Chaos: 
Neotropical Entanglements and Other Narrative Fictions from the Pluriverse,” 
Sohn takes us to the Mayab, the intoxicating universe of Maya culture, where she 
investigates and interweaves several sites and storylines in an onto-cartographic 
account of the viscous liquids honey and crude oil, contested sites of extraction, 
competing human political agendas and quite literally nonhuman, otherworldly 
desires or intentions of specific naturalist deities. A line of inquiry binding the 
many stories traces the complex cosmological and symbiotic relations between 
the indigenous Maya and an endemic honeybee, and the collapse of these rela-
tions after the introduction of European honeybees and sugar cane plantations as 
models that paved the way for the assemblage of modern agribusinesses fuelled 
by oil and high technologies. Addressing the nested scales of these assemblages, 
and what kind of world they promote, the chapter critically places this process 
within a framework of a “world of many worlds.” Sohn’s pluriversal inquiry is one 
that seeks to engage chaos, the realms of Xa’ak’, that in the Mayan universe has 
less to do with absurdity and disorder, but rather indicates a cosmic source prior 
to all life that engenders creation and destruction, but carries potential within it. 
Using the very entanglements between the bees, humans, forests, honey and 
crude oil, and their potential for ordering and disordering that brings the reader 
closer to the realms of Xa’ak’, Sohn’s cartography raises the question of ontological 
design and world-making technicities. The chapter is an invitation to reframe the 
ongoing environmental collapse as the collapse of an impossible one-world world 
model, so as to engage in its urgent transformation towards ontologically manifold 
models. 

The processes of colonial transmutation that recursively return in the 
history of designed systems, are further explored by Lila Athanasiadou, a writer 
and researcher with an interest in understanding architecture and urbanism – and 
the increasing use of digital tools within its production – as a complex instrument 
of subjectification.21 Chapter 2, her contribution, titled “Gentrification, Colonialism, 
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and Urban Echo Chambers,” offers a fervent and lucid critique (a counter-car-
tography) of somewhat naturalized conceptions of (and discourses about) 
gentrification as a ubiquitous force shaping urban life. Through the work of post-
colonial critics like Brena Bhandar and Frantz Fanon, Athanasiadou exposes the 
broader processes of gentrification as a socio-political construct fundamentally 
shaped by (settler) colonial, racial, and commodity logics, and by capitalist ideol-
ogies. This exposition begins with a concise review of the longer history of those 
ideologies, long hidden behind legal questions concerning property, ownership, 
territory, or land value, and modernist narratives of “development” and “improve-
ment” of unproductive land or areas through economic investment, as they hide 
constitutive processes of disinvestment that initially lead to dispossession and 
displacement. Turning to the recent past where these ideologies – or better, noolo-
gies – are increasingly obfuscated by forms of algorithmic abstraction, the chapter 
presents a critical analysis of fifteen years of urban and social housing policies in 
Rotterdam, their not-so-hidden discriminatory agendas, and their social cleansing 
rhetoric. In thinking with media-theorist Wendy Chun, the chapter traces how 
such disguising markers of racial discrimination by naturalized proxies came to 
be further entrenched into statistics and algorithmic sets of “discriminating data.” 
This “smart” marketing of cities and residential areas as homogenized lifestyle 
options, the chapter warns in conclusion, erodes the constitutive characteristic 
of cities as cosmopolitan places of encountering and negotiating difference and 
heterogeneity. In this regard, the urban echo chamber is used as a conceptual 
tool to make links to design at the level of law, policy, and planning technicities. 
This connection points to the frictions between individual possibilities (such as 
housing ownership) and how they come to be restricted by constraints put forth 
within a historically-constructed system.

The linkage between gentrification and the colonization of land resonates 
closely with the geological reading in Chapter 3 by Alina Da Porciuncula Paias. 
“Ghosts of the Rio Doce: Tracing the Ethical Grounds for A Hauntological Practice 
of Architecture at the Site of Disaster” frames a mining site as an event in its 
entangled social, technical and political complexity. Kathryn Yusuf’s geology as a 
way of seeing (and changing) accompanies the unpacking and making present of 
the colonial transmutation process at work in the mining site.22 The complex rela-
tions between mining, erasure and purity are further problematized, resonating 
with Athanasiadou’s concerns about development, displacement and the social 
cleansing rhetoric. Paias questions the possibility and necessity of engaging the 
presence of the past in ways that care for “problematic ghosts” such as colo-
nialism. Through a thread of inquiry that connects different discourses, from 
Bergson’s theorizations of memory and time at a psycho-social level all the way 
to Karen Barad’s conceptualization of indeterminacy at the quantum level, the 
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“hauntological investigation” emerges as central to making present the repressed 
or unresolved violence of the mining event. By opening the site to multiple stories, 
Paias’s mobilizations of hauntological investigation not only informs her writing 
but also shows that there is room for potentializing the unactualized “virtual” of the 
material traces that colonial logic has backgrounded. Therein the chapter helps to 
further destratify the first discourses on what may be thought of as primarily social 
aspects “in space”. The more-than-human and posthuman direction it suggests, 
instead accounts for environmental-material conditions within such self-organiza-
tional processes to which we move in the second part.

Part Two centers on questions around “In/Formational Technicities.” In a 
move that starts from the technical, leads to the environmental and then back 
to social registers, the four contributions to this part examine information not as 
data, but as the production, consumption, and dissemination of meaning (what is 
affectively relevant and significant), so as to postulate that the space of technicity 
is fundamentally informational. In the form of two discourse-analyses and two 
more synthetic accounts, this part suggests that, if information is the only thing 
that escapes natural laws and allows the cosmos to individuate further, designing 
ought to be reconceived sensibly in terms of modes of relationality.

The discussion opens with a contribution by the architect and architec-
ture theorist Gökhan Kodalak, whose research is marked by its longstanding 
engagement with the philosophies of Spinoza and Simondon, their conception of 
how environments affect psycho-social life, and the implications these concep-
tions have for architecture.23 In Chapter 4, “Gregory Bateson, Distributed Mind, 
and Cybernetic Ecology,” Kodalak guides us through a critique of Western modes 
of representationalist thinking consolidated within Descartes’s division of mind 
and matter, and the way they haunt current discussions on informational systems. 
Based on this critique, he elaborates on the radical epistemological operation 
that led Bateson to understand such diverse entities as thermostats, cities, and 
redwood forests as a “distributed mind” (an immanent continuum), eventually 
reframing how design stands in relation to technology and current limitations. The 
author does so by the reframing of “information,” scaffolded by the unwitting reso-
nances between Bateson and the Spinozian ethics of immanence. Accordingly, 
the mind is not just a biological feature possessed by living things. Rather, it ought 
to be seen as an emergent becoming inherent in the self-organization of systems 
that are fundamentally made up from organized but non-living matter; the mind 
then emerges when these systems process “significance.’’ Asking about the rele-
vance of this conception for architectural modes of thinking through matter, the 
chapter suggests substituting res extensa visions in which the world is chunked 
into pre-existing components and elements to form a new Batesonian “minimum 
unit,” namely the “organism plus environment,” or “being plus milieu,” whereby 
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the emerging mental dimension is enmeshed with material environments. The 
chapter’s second half generalizes Bateson’s epistemology and cybernetic ecology 
within a heterarchical framework, a notion systematically explored in Kodalak’s 
work, which helps foster a more Spinozist, immanent conception of affective 
self-organizing matter. The chapter concludes by stressing the ethical impli-
cations (and potentials) of such a conception in light of our current ecological 
entanglements. 

This invitation to rethink the term “(design) intelligence” in ways different to 
the common usage in design’s computational theories, is extended in Chapter 5 
by Bruce Clarke, whose research on the wider relation between literature, space, 
and cybernetics has since the mid-2000s repeatedly engaged with posthuman 
and Gaian systems theory.24 The chapter, “Gaian Technics: Lynn Margulis, Natural 
Technicity, and the Technosphere,” approaches Margulis’s work as a somewhat 
inverse and complementary reading to Simondon’s ontology of the technical, and 
his account of its ontogenesis. With a Gaian inflection, Clarke attends to an emer-
gent technical capacity built into natural organic development, which he calls 
“natural technicity.” Based on Margulis’s distinction between autogenic organisms 
(that shape environments via their physical structures) and allogenic organisms 
(that shape their environments by non-organic means), the chapter highlights 
Margulis’s seminal steps towards a wider history of allopoietic life.25 In its various 
natural technicities, which emerge in its ontogenetic form – which biologists call 
adaptive niche construction – allopoietic life is highlighted as a geological force 
that arose long before the appearance of humans and their increasingly impactful 
technologies shaping the planet. In this longer natural history, in which “machines” 
have always been part of evolving systems, the Anthropocene might be revisited 
as a “new regime of natural technicity,” where previous forms of niche construction 
have progressively become forms of niche destruction. In connecting niches more 
explicitly to design theory, Clarke calls for a renewed understanding of the recur-
sive function of “waste” as a resource for change, and recycling processes in life’s 
co-constitutive technosphere.

This investigation of autogenic organisms as engineers and niche construc-
tors is complemented by the subsequent elaborations of Sha Xin Wei, whose 
transdisciplinary and experimental art, technical research, and scholarship shares 
a wider interest in topological approaches to poiesis, play, and process.26 In line 
with The Space of Technicity’s general problematization of the way that technology 
functions as a mediator between social and environmental formations, Chapter 6 
strategically stresses the processual aspect of our world. It considers “how tech-
nologies and techniques mediate between human, biosemiotics, and physical 
processes,” and introduces – as the title designates – “A Metabolic Approach to 
Designing Space.” Sha critiques a number of limited ways in which design and 
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architecture have formally mimicked metabolism, in notions of biomimicry, meta-
bolic design, or biophilic design. Instead, he redefines metabolism via the use of 
biological systems theory, particularly the mathematics of phase space in biology 
as opposed to mere mathematical readings of phase space. Terms like open-end-
edness, dense metastability, metastable politics, instability, and non-prestatability 
form the central conceptual angles for the proposed metabolic theory. This theory 
is exemplified in the context of a piece of software, called the SC State Engine 
Project, for composing responsive media environments. In its elaboration of this 
approach, and how evolution is not guided by laws, Sha’s chapter not only harks 
back and retroactively informs Kodalak’s reading of more-than-cybernetic ecolo-
gies, but it also anticipates various strands in the subsequent chapters. All focusing 
on evolving technical objects from the planetary scale (like those of Clarke and 
Kodalak) to interior spaces (Sha), these three chapters critically revisit the ways in 
which design’s politics and ethics are redefined across different scales within the 
more-than-human complexity of living systems. Through their shared assumption 
that life operates by means of technologically mediated forms of co-evolution and 
sympoiesis, the chapters of this vector lead us through several serious reconsid-
erations of how design itself designs our own ways of being.

The second part concludes with Stavros Kousoulas and Andrej Radman’s 
“Annotate This! Semiotization, Automation and the Recursive Causality of Images.” 
Chapter 7 challenges the inherent homogenization resulting from the uncritical 
adoption of automation technologies, commonly referred to as AI. The authors 
assert that sensibility injects heterogeneity into thought development, estab-
lishing contingency an essential thinking condition, unbound by datafication. 
Their primary focus lies in semiotization, where experience returns the body to 
a process field of exteriority. Imagi(ni)ng, as the creative force within an imagistic 
cycle, thus emerges as a transindividuating activity that modulates sense.27

Part Three offers a discussion of “Onto/Technicities.” Moving from the envi-
ronmental through the social and the technical, the three contributions to this part 
invite us to rethink subjectivity, especially in its ingrained substantive conceptions, 
adopting a post-Darwinian notion of sensibility where our receptive faculties are 
themselves the result of design. By connecting the somatic and the social, the 
subjective and the objective, through the determining power of affective indeter-
minacy, the chapters of this vector enunciate a transindividuation that avoids the 
pitfalls of genetic determinism and social constructivism. 

This last part opens with a contribution by Agnieszka Anna Wołodźko, 
whose affect-theoretical work investigates the ways in which (bio)art and design 
– using living bodies and matter as its medium – contributes to changes in the 
contemporary understanding of bodies.28 Chapter 8, “Agropleasure in Demonic 
Grounds – On Resistance Across Gardens,” attends to gardening as resistance (in 
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contrast to perhaps more hegemonic technopractices), exemplifying the move-
ment from the environmental (garden) to questions of the socio-technical (labor 
relations and their implications for the body). While concerned with the questions 
of whose worlds and worlding the gardening practice engenders, in the spirt of 
Sohn’s essay, the chapter enables a significant extension of the vegetal and its 
potential for rethinking the complex ways technicities operate at the level of affect 
and potential. For Wołodźko, the garden and its more-than-human infrastructures 
generate affects that pave the way for making present the absence of the labor of 
the many. The movements within and through the multiple layers of the garden 
become an invitation to traverse the complex terrain of labor. 

A similar sort of affective transindividuation is expressed in the contribution 
by John Protevi, known best for his various expositions of Deleuze and Guattari’s 
assemblage theory, and his numerous contributions at the intersection of political 
economy, affect-theory, and enactive cognition.29 Chapter 9, “Under the Dome: The 
Events of January 6,” provides an enactive political philosophy, outlined through 
an examination of the events that led to the storming of the US Capitol in 2021, 
and the rioters’ affective-cognitive states that led to this type of collective self-or-
ganization. After an initial clarification of the Deleuzian conception of an “event” 
and its implication for what ought to be examined in case studies, Protevi’s anal-
ysis departs from an enactivist extension of the notion of autopoiesis. Addressed 
through Ezequiel Di Paolo’s ideas of embodied cognition and enactive cognition, 
Protevi argues (in line with the central arguments detailed in Part Two) that auto-
poiesis ought to be understood as an adaptive process built into the structural 
coupling of organisms to their environment. This section takes its lead from the 
Gibsonian notion of affordances. In sharp contrast to the constraining features of 
an environment, affordances present relationships between sense-making organ-
isms and environmental structures that afford the potential for certain actions, and 
which may help incite or solicit action. Protevi then presents an affective cartog-
raphy of how the Capitol conditioned, in its in its wider political affordances and 
singular circumstances, one of the mediatized actions, namely the Q Shaman’s 
prayers on the dais of the Senate chamber. He also looks at other instances of 
defilement that refer us back (both historically and in the overall argument of this 
book) to the colonial labor processes that enabled the material architecture of the 
building.

The notion of the event in Chapter 9 resonances with the subsequent theo-
retical outlines by Marc Boumeester, whose research lies at the intersection of 
media philosophy, art and design theory, and related pedagogies, problematizing 
the relation between perception, socio-economic conditions, and affective capac-
ities.30 Chapter 10, titled “Technicity as the Montage Production of the Mundane,” 
approaches the production of perception as a fundamental part of the technicities 
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that construct urban life, especially the exceptional role of the mundane in forming 
an “exo-identity” of places as mental projections. Through a Deleuzian reading 
in which sense is never given but made, perception is understood as a cine-
matographic device through which daily life, identities, and reality come to be 
constructed immanently from an actualization of many virtual elements, whose 
relation is reciprocally determined within certain events. Harking back to Clark’s 
and Protevi’s chapters, Boumeester understand this cinematographing action 
autopoietically, and extends this conception through the notion of impredica-
tivity: as something produced by what it produces in the first place. Similar to 
psycho-geographic maps, this mechanism formalizes (and as such actualizes) 
potentials and virtualities in mental projections, at the expense of others, which 
guides a selective filtering of information. This biased perception gives further rise 
to meta-images – which Boumeester calls images by proxy – that merely reify 
already-existing expectations and significations (a common example being the 
imaginaries around certain tourist destinations such as Paris). After elaborating 
how these abstract machines come to form auto-affective systems, the chapter 
concludes – in a somewhat unexpected twist – that instead of simply re-pre-
senting reality all over again, such machines produce a completely new type of 
reality, desires, and subjectivities.

Advocating a novel technical literacy in spatial-environmental technologies 
and associated practices such as architecture and urbanism, the book inaugu-
rates the Ecologies of Architecture series. It serves as a point of departure for 
scholars examining space and its technicities from an e(thi)co-aesthetic angle. 
We hope that this collection contributes in the form of a general theory (mecha-
nology) of the “technicities of spaces” that emerge from assemblages, and at the 
same time as a population of specific theories that allow us to strategically inter-
vene in situated processes, where the technicity of (concrete) spaces arises from 
particular socio-techno-environmental entanglements. And with it we hope that 
the scholars thinking and working through the complexities and systemic entan-
glements of our present will not only find a scaffold within these pages through 
which to individuate new knowledges but also operational ways forward to turn 
negative and disindividuating processes into affirmative becomings.
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Desperate times demand optimistic transdisciplinary measures. This volume unites 
a select group of thinkers who courageously traverse disciplinary boundaries. What 
brings them together is the least stratified ‘component’: a shared problem. It is a 
widely recognised that a problem gets the solution it merits. However, only a few 
acknowledge that a problem seldom neatly fits within a single discipline, nor does it 
conform to the principle of general equivalence. Handling its irreducibility and non-
entailment is a skill possessed by very few. Even fewer take the quasi-causal capacity 
of what we term the ‘space of technicity’ seriously.

The space of technicity, the shared problem of this volume, is a consequence of 
immanence. Each configuration of surfaces comprising the built environment 
produces an intangible effect, acting as a quasi-cause. It can be referred to as 
downward causation or the timely rediscovery of (neo)finalism. 

In this volume it is approached it from the perspective of axiology. The space of 
technicity allows us to evade techno-determinism without adopting an anything-
goes attitude. That which has become manifest could have individuated differently. 
However, the potential of a body cannot be discerned before intervening in the causal 
fabric of agential reality to extract the singular points that make certain outcomes 
more likely than others, surpassing mere probability.

When operating within the ethico-aesthetic paradigm, where sense becomes 
intricately dependent on sensibility, and vice versa, the volume’s attitude might be 
said to approximate the Spinozian third kind of knowledge that intuits design (and its 
space of technicity) beyond mere imagination or reason. 
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