
The idea behind the event framework for 1:1 was to create a group of distinct 
or concentrated reference points through specific actions made for this time 
and space – anchors or nodes from which to generate a system of relations to 
explore a complex idea. This was my way of trying to get beyond the confines 
of a language by adopting a pseudo “mathematical” structure.  
 
I’m mainly a writer – definitely not an events organizer – but lately in dealing 
with material like network politics, online identity, and transparency as a tool 
of control – I feel myself bumping up against certain hard and fast terminology 
that has both a historical lineage and a highly contemporary set of 
connotations. The singular meanings of the terms I want to use are pinned 
down before I can even open my mouth. I’ve been wondering recently why 
“critical” language has begun to seem so confining. 
 
As an example – I was just in London during Frieze…actually, we were all 
there, and while I was there there was a panel discussion at the ICA called 
“post-net aesthetics” that revolved around the term “post-internet.” That term 
in particular seems to cause things to hit a real snag. Rather than being a 
generative launching point for speculation, it tends to shut discussion down – 
not because of any of the things the term wants to do, or the really 
interesting/relevant/new ideas it brings up, but because of the texture of the 
term itself, its ease of use as a warm blanket over any other more specific or 
spiky words. So even the exceptionally articulate panelists had to spend a lot 
of time either 1. Grappling with the term on a theoretical linguistic level, 2. 
Trying to situate it within historical trajectory (a la post modernism), or 3.  
Proposing alternative, equally problematic terms that don’t stick at all rather 
than sticking too hard.  
 
It’s almost impossible not to situate a discussion of body-based subjectivity 
within the lineage of posthumanism or cybernetic feminism – and it’s true that 
I really love cyborg theory, but I want to figure out how to re-activate concepts 
like the cyborg or the avatar without having to pin down one particular lineage 
of that term. That’s one of the things that Jenna’s project that she’s continuing 
here touches on; expressing the idea of avatar with respect to the 
contemporary moment, neither future-obsessed nor nostalgic ; neither 
technophilic nor technophobic.  
 
As time goes on and ideas get stacked on top of each other in the wobbly 
tower of postmodernism, we’re starting to get trapped under the weight of our 
terms. A system of ratios is an approach that tries not to rely on “one term to 
rule them all” but focus instead on the relational qualities between specific 
actions, spaces, and people. One ratio that deserves recalibrating is the ratio 
between Text to Contextual Meaning.  
 
Specificity is inherent in use of language, but language is not math or code, 
and the relationship between word and meaning – just as between reality and 
represenation – has never been one-to-one.  
 
	  


