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INTRODUCTION 
 

TECHNOLOGY, MIND AND CONTINGENCY: 
MATTER, MODELS AND METAPHORS 

 
 
During the academic session 2008/2009 researchers at Transtechnology 
Research conducted a series of eight public research seminars under the title 
Technology, Mind and Contingency: Matter, Models and Metaphors. 
Reflecting on these at the end of the session and planning for the next series 
it was decided that one of the most single unifying themes of the seminars 
was a scepticism about the nature of reality and what might be called a 
constructivist response to that scepticism drawn from a number of quite 
different research positions. While there was much that joined the various 
positions that were taken, there was also much that seemed unformed and 
only partially addressed. As a consequence 2009/2010 saw a nine seminar 
series entitle “Realism and its Discontents”. During the course of 2009/2010 
participants also produced as number of essays for a Transtechnology 
Research Reader. It is these essays that are bound together here to offer a 
dynamic profile of the research that is ongoing among its constituents. They 
reflect an ongoing intellectual process that is both individual and collective; 
identifying and challenging themes and models of thought presented in the 
first series in parallel to the new concerns of the second series. As a 
consequence they neither replicate nor directly refer to much that was 
presented and discussed but can be regarded as a third text providing 
commentary and insight into the unfolding research agenda of the community 
who participate in Transtechnology Research. 
   
Originally the concept of this Reader was a little more familiar. It was 
intended to be a conventional collection of published and well-known texts 
that we as researchers felt, most represented our intellectual allegiances and 
methodological paradigms. As editor I was privileged to witness the 
progressive substitution of one voice with another. In each instance there was 
a significant addition to the individual reading of the canon brought about 
through a process of individual and collective testing of basic assumptions 
and received wisdom. I was also privileged to witness the collective 
responsibility that the contributors took for the Reader as a whole and the 
generosity of authors in reading, re-reading and ultimately reviewing each 
other’s work. As a consequence, although we established an editor and an 
editorial board, there was a culture of distributed responsibility that made the 
job relative painless and the title of editor rather more of an honour than a 
burden. The interaction of these two dynamics; reaction and reflection to an 
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ongoing seminar series and an unusually serious sense of collective 
responsibility and intellectual collaboration have produced a fascinating and 
provocative anthology which does add up to more than the sum of its parts. 
  
The extent of this generative aggregation became clear in the final stages of 
production as the table of contents was being prepared. Originally intended to 
be strictly alphabetical in the time honoured tradition of the most arbitrary of 
all organising systems, once the essay were laid out it seemed that there 
appeared to be affiliations and connections that were the inevitable 
consequence of the process of production and review. The sequence of essays 
now reflects a narrative born of the process which provides access to the 
shared network of references and intellectual positions that exist across the 
collection as a whole. In the style of an orthodox introduction it is tempting 
to outline a narrative and the key points of connection and interconnection. 
However, the great danger at this stage is that in doing so the full potential 
for the generation of significant new insight might be curtailed or ossified. In 
the context of Transtechnology Research and especially that, even as the 
volume is being put to bed, a new seminar series is in preparation for 
2011/2011, and undoubtedly in all our minds is the next set of essays and the 
next Reader. What is not out of the question is that one, or two, of the 
contributors may in the future pick up some of the dominant themes and 
methods in an anthology which draws on a much wider constituency. 
  
In this sense this collection might be approached as a semi-finished product 
in much the same way that a Hollywood movie, on-line game, a personal 
play-list or a personal network. As a collection it demands, if not more work, 
then different kinds of work than most of us are used to if we are to follow 
the logic and extract a personal benefit. It exemplifies a transdisciplinary 
approach to research and knowledge in that it provokes new questions, 
identifies new concerns and proposes new academic tactics in the form of its 
inquiry, its methodology and mode of address. Transtechnology Research is 
self evidently committed to transdisciplinary research methods and in this 
Reader the contributing researchers’ intellectual allegiances and 
methodological paradigms are most elegantly represented in the very form of 
the collection and the incipient academic restlessness to be found in the 
essays. They are (as is the collection as a whole) a wilfully provisional 
product in the best sense of the term: as each iteration unfolds other possible 
alternatives - other possible worlds are made visible and attainable. 
  
While most of the essays in this collection are newly commissioned for this 
Reader however, a few have been published previously elsewhere. Where 
this is the case we have retained the original style which will make future 
referencing easier for further research. Finally, although this project is 
fundamentally a collaborative project between the authors and some other 
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members of Transtechnology Research who are not included in this 
collection, special thanks are due to the reviewers, Martha Blassnigg, Hannah 
Drayson, John Vines and Brigitta Zics who worked with the authors in the 
final stages. Special thanks also to Brigitta Zics and John Vines who have 
taken the final responsibility for this particular iteration of the ongoing 
Transtechnology research project. Thanks are also due to The University of 
Plymouth, The Faculty of Arts, and the Centre for Media Art and Design 
Research who, in their various ways, provide essential support for our 
research to be undertaken at the highest level. 
 
 
Michael Punt 
June 2010 


	AcrC863.tmp.pdf



