Conference on Cybersemiotics and other Transdisciplinary Studies of Distributed Cognition and Communication
(In celebration of Søren Brier’s 60th birthday)
Friday the 23rd of September at CBS, Dalgas Have 15, 2000 Frederiksberg
1. 8.30-35 Welcome by CBS President, Alan Irwin
2. 8.35-40 Introduction Søren Brier: Transdisciplinary ruminations
3. 8.40-9.10 Steen Nepper Larsen: Cybersemiotics and Critical Enlightenment
4. 9.10-9.40 Per Durst-Andersen: The inherent properties of the symbol as external functions of grammemes. 
9.40-10.00 Coffee in blue court yard
Parallel session DH SØ.020 10.00–12.30 Chair: Per Durst-Andersen 

5. 10.00-10.30 Katrine Anker: A cybersemiotic approach to Hylozoic Ground: Creative speculations on dry, artificial texts and wet biotexts
6. 10.30-11.00 Ole Nedergaard Thomsen: A Functional Discourse Pragmatic contribution to the Cybersemiotic Star
7. 11.00- 11.30 Jesper Tække: Structural Coupling and Translation – Twitter observed as Communication Medium and Non-human Actor.

8. 11.30-12.00 Gorm Harste: The long and the short history of systems theory
Lunch 12.30-13.30 
Parallel session DH SØ.065  10.00–12.30  Chair:  Søren Brier
9. 10.00.-10.30 Gordana Dodig-Crnkovic: Info-Computational Philosophy Of Nature: An Informational Universe With Computational Dynamics 

10. 10.30-11.00 Elisabeth Sørup: Can we cybersemiotize systems development?
11. 11.00-11.30 Mia Trolle Borup: Approaching biological aging from a semiotic perspective
12. 11.30-12.00 Thomas Presskorn: Do brains interpret?: The mereological fallacy in cognitive science and how to deal with it
Lunch 12.30-13.30 
Grand Auditorium DH SC.033  13.30–17.30 on the ground floor of the central hall
13. 13.30-14.00 Donald Favareau: Rethinking the Concept of First Person Experience
14. 14.00-14.30 Kalevi Kull: Semiotics continues to astonish
15. 14.30-15.00 Paul Cobley: Observership: the view from semiotics

15.00-15.30 Coffee (in central hall)
16. 15.30-16.00  Göran Sonesson: Taking your stand in phenomenology: Peirce with Husserl or Husserl with Peirce?
17. 16.00-16.30 Jordan Zlatev: On The evolution of human intersubjectivity (and its possible devolution)

18. 16.30-17.00 Torkild Thellefsen: The Knowledge profile - a pragmatic inspired knowledge organization method
Titles and Abstracts.

Per Durst-Andersen, The inherent properties of the symbol as external functions of grammemes

According to Peirce, three sign types obtain when the expression side of a sign is related to its dynamical object, i.e.  icon, index and symbol. As is well-known, Peirce considers icons to be firstness, indexes to be secondness and symbols to be thirdness. This means that symbols presuppose indexes and indexes presuppose icons. In that way any symbol is built upon an index and this index is built upon an icon. All this ensures that all symbols in principle are anchored in the body and linked to the human senses and their neural network. But since a symbol is an abstract and simple sign, it is impotent, i.e. it is not capable of referring by itself. It needs a vehicle that can carry it to its goal. This vehicle is grammar. Without grammemes all lexical symbols would be static and mute. I shall argue that the inherent properties of a symbol, i.e. that it incorporates an index as well as an icon, are repeated when it functions in an utterance that is to be decoded by the hearer, but in the order of a mirror image: 

[[(Icon (Index (symbol))) Index] Icon] 
The indexical and iconic roles of grammar are necessary for language to function as a means of communication, but they are not identical to the indexical and iconic properties of the symbol. This also appears from the fact that something is added to the noun, e.g., either the definite or the indefinite article. But the fact that any symbol needs a vehicle (an indexical sign) to point to the semiotic direction taken by the symbol and the fact that any symbol being carried from a starting point in a certain direction needs an indication of whether the goal is reached or not (an iconic sign or its negation) is no coincidence. I see this as a kind of recapitulation: the inherent properties of a symbol are repeated as external functions. This is because a symbol is an extrapolation of something concrete or an abstractization whereby the symbol loses all its ties to concrete objects or situation-bound elements. In order to become omnipotent nothing in its expression must be bound to or completely mirror its original basis – that is why it is arbitrary. The omnipotence of any symbol makes it, however, a potential powerful communication tool. In order to function in communication the symbol has to be taken out of its isolated and abstract world and be brought back to “real life”. This restoration process is handled by grammar.
Steen Nepper Larsen, Cybersemiotics and Critical Enlightenment: Cybersemiotics – Why Information is not enough! is the title of Søren Brier’s original contribution to philosophy and academia. Besides this oeuvre his active and critical voice is present in the public sphere when it comes to questions concerning science, truth, politics and Bildung in the conflictual modern society. 
This talk will raise a few critical philosophical remarks to Brier’s book and emphasize the necessity of intellectual interventions in the medias.    

 
Jesper Tække,  Structural Coupling and Translation – Twitter observed as Communication Medium and Non-human Actor
 The paper address one of the major theoretical questions, namely the question of how otherwise differentiated forms of being interact and continuously adapt to each other. It presents two theories, Niklas Luhmann’s systems theory and Bruno Latour’s actor-network theory in regard to the question. They are outlined as theories that in two very different ways present a transformation position to the question, and not a transmission position. Both can be used, as analytical strategies for analysing how otherwise differentiated forms of beings continuously adapt to each other through transformations and become each other’s possibility/limitation for new formations. After presenting the two theories the article put forward Twitter as an example making it possible to compare the two theories. Hereby the article also provides two analysis of how Twitter changes the communication milieu of modern society. 
Bent Sørensen, Metaphor and abduction in a Peircean perspective
In this presentation we will suggest a possible relation between C. S. Peirce`s (1837-1914) concepts of metaphor and abduction. Abduction to Peirce: “…is the only logical operation which introduces any new idea” (CP: 5.172), and it encompasses: “…all the operations by which…conceptions are engendered” (CP: 5.590). To our knowledge Peirce never did analyze nor even mention the concepts of metaphor and abduction in the same context. But we understand the hypoiconic metaphor as rooted in the abductive mode of inference; the hypoiconic metaphor is part of a  intricate relation between experience, body, inference, and guessing instinct as a semeiotic mechanism which can convey novel ideas.
Kathrine Elizabeth Anker,  A cybersemiotic approach to Hylozoic Ground: Creative speculations on dry, artificial texts and wet biotexts
In this talk, I will seek to demonstrate the relevance of Søren Brier's theory of Cybersemiotics (2008) to the study of technology assisted art. Hylozoic Ground is a kinetic sculpture that has been developing as a “work in progress” (2007-2010). It is made by Architect Phillip Beesley and an international collaborative group, situated in Toronto, Canada. It has been exhibited in four cities around the globe. The sculpture integrates engineering practices, creative scientific approaches, new electronic, computational and biological technologies (synthetic biology), and philosophical and spiritual ideas in an overall aesthetic expression. The sculpture represents a cybernetic system with internal and external responsiveness, and demonstrates a user dependent emergent behaviour. With Kalevi Kull (Sign Systems Studies 30.1, 2002) we could see Hylozoic Ground as a semiotic “model” and a “text” that refers to relational and dynamic principles of communication. Sensors, actuators, microprocessors and synthetic cells in sub-sculptural wet environments (the latter of which are connected to the Venice canal) all contribute to the overall responsive behaviour of the sculpture, and its semi-ecological symbolism.


In this talk I will demonstrate a way to creatively and philosophically enter the question “what is life” by juxtaposing characteristics of Hylozoic Ground's interface (an artificial text), which I approach hermeneutically, with a characteristic of properties of life and communication in a so-called Ideal User (a biotext). I will relate ideas of “cognition”, “communication” and “consciousness” as they are symbolically, phenomenologically and mechanically staged in Hylozoic Ground, with similar ideas related to autopoietic, functional and semiotic processes that could characterize my Ideal User.


I have thus placed myself in two subjective positions: that of the Ideal user, and that of myself as the research subject, taking the pre-paradigmatic, transdisciplinary, semiotic “point of view” (Deely, 2005). To be able to operate with semiotic processes in a more overall perspective, as I connect Hylozoic Ground and Ideal User, I will make use of Brier's cybersemiotic terms.


The overall aim of my work, and of this talk, is to point to the necessity of forming new transdisciplinary (Nicolescu, 2004) narratives of human subjectivity, and to point towards the methodological importance of creative, forward directed conceptualization as part of both using and overcoming old models and concepts of the human subject. My work takes an overall semiotic “point of view” (Deely, 2005), it is transdisciplinary, speculative, and creative.
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Hylozoic Soil (3rd generation), Ars Electronica Museum, Linz, Austria, 2009

Göran Sonesson, Taking your stand in phenomenology: Peirce with Husserl or Husserl with Peirce?

Centre for cognitive semiotics,

Lund University

Personal web page: http://person.ht.lu.se/index.php?id=1541

There are clear similarities between Peirce and Husserl, notably in the idea of a phenomenological method, which is also an aspect of their respective conceptions that is of cardinal importance for an empirical turn in semiotics. That is, a clarification of the very terms that we are putting to trial is more important than ever. Nevertheless, there also seems to be irreconcilable differences. It will be argued here that, while we may exploit the themes handed down to us by both tinkers, we have to decide which of the conceptions, if any, is to form the foundation of our semiotic theory. In this contribution, I will argue that a semiotic theory on a Husserlean foundation is more enlightening than one following in the steps of Peirce.

Gorm Harste, The Long and Short History of Systems Theory
Department of Political Science, Aarhus University

While the normal history of systems theory begins around the Second World War and ends with Niklas Luhmann, the paper presents this “beginning” in perspective of a much longer history that tracks the roots back to the secularisations of theological corporal thought in an early modern history from Jean Bodin, Thomas Hobbes and Samuel Pufendorff  to Leibniz, d’Holbach and especially Kant. The second take-off evolves after the transformation of neo-kantianism during the First World War and follows a track from Ernst Cassirer and to the huge number of German  scholars that fled to United States after 1933. Modern systems theory was born in this combination of reconstructed advanced Kantianism with American pragmatism and positivism. At the same time, it displaced attention from philosophy into different sciences and empirical as well as theoretical social research. The paper penetrates here into scholars as Karl Deutsch, Talcott Parsons but also less philosophically founded use of systems theory. With von Glazersfeld, Watzlawick’s, von Foerster’s, Maturana’s and especially Luhmann’s reconstruction of theory of self-referential systems, the self-description of systems theory reestablishes its interpretation of communication, forms and systems in direct connection to the classics themes and their culmination in Immanuel Kant’s Critique of Judgement (1790). 

Kalevi Kull, Semiotics continues to astonish

Department of Semiotics, University of Tartu, Estonia

In 1970s and 1980s, there was a semiotic program taught in Brown University, USA. Paul Greenberg has described its atmosphere:

“[...] the thing that appealed most to students of semiotics was the idea that they had acquired a superhero-like power. "It was as if you had these, like, magic lenses that you could put on," [...] "It really had the feeling of ‘We've cracked the code, other people don't know’, and ‘Oh my God, what are we going to do with this powerful information?’”.

But there was also an aspect in the method that played a role in the ending of the program: “Every day, and in every way, we're getting meta and meta". Semiotics became globalised and almost lost its clear limits. Some decades have passed, and we may learn from our own history. 

Semiotics is still the theory for cracking codes. Codes are correspondences that are created by life. However, code is not just a correspondence, but a correspondence that is kept via a mechanism of copying. Code is memory itself. It includes all types of memories — genetic inheritance, a short-time memory, cultural memory, etc etc. But both the appearance of a new code, and the development of already existing codes requires the process of semiosis — i.e., interpretation. 

Thus, semiotics has recently developed models that make it possible to scientifically enter into the machinery of code processes, into semiosis itself. This particularly results from the understanding of living body as a semiosic system. 

Semiotics, again, may clearly feel its limits, being the field that studies the mechanisms of various kinds knowing and knowing-like phenomena (of which many are non-conscious)
 and is based on qualitative methods, the field that explicitly studies meaning-making, the sign action, both for self and others.

Ole Nedergaard Thomsen, A Functional Discourse Pragmatic contribution to the Cybersemiotic Star

In the present paper I offer some functional pragmatic revisions to the current version of Cybersemiotics (Brier 2008 ff) as a sign of gratitude to the impressive contributions to the arts and sciences that Søren has made for the scientific world. I mainly focus on the low level phenomenon of the physiology of speech and the lofty levels of ‘total’ integrative evolutionary communication that is multimodal and multimedial. An understanding of the multimodality of the language game level is crucial to be able to characterize the biosemiotics of human language and its evolution. As a side effect, I give a Peircean semiotic revision of the Cybersemiotic concept of individual vs. cultural ‘signification sphere’, i.e. the world of semiotic objects “we live by”.

Jordan Zlatev, On The evolution of human intersubjectivity (and its possible devolution)

Centre for Languages and Literature, Lund University, Box 201
Lund, 221 00, Sweden
Language is primarily about sharing – meanings, grammatical rules/constructions, conventions of use (different aspects of “knowing a language”), and putting these to use for sharing factual knowledge and fictive beliefs. Thus, human languages are essentially “socially shared symbolic systems” (Nelson and Shaw 2002). At the same time, “the cooperative sharing of information … remains a central puzzle in language evolution” (Fitch 2010: 417). Proposals to resolve this puzzle on the basis of factors such as reciprocal altruism, prestige, or kin selection have remained at best incomplete. The puzzle is not only to explain the evolution of “honest cheap signals”, but of a way of life characterized by intentional mimesis (Donald 1991) and joint attention/action/commitment (Tomasello 2008), arguably serving as the “biocultural niche” for the evolution of language (Sinha 2010). Such a niche lacks parallels in the animal kingdom. This claim does not deny the existence of “social learning” and even “culture” in non-human animals, but points out that there are nevertheless key species differences. All attested cases of social learning in animals involve patterns of behavior that directly satisfy a biological need (e.g. nut cracking), while human cultures imply conformity to rules and practices that relate to individual or group survival only indirectly. From such perspective, the key hurdle to explaining the evolution of language is to account for the uniquely human propensity for (symbolic) culture, a puzzle just as great as that of language. 

Paul Cobley, Observership: the view from semiotics

Contemporary and future semiotic research, particularly with a biosemiotic orientation, needs to incorporate a theory of observership. This has been clear from the 1980 New York Academy of Sciences conference on the ‘Clever Hans’ phenomenon (Sebeok and Rosenthal 1981). Although semiotics has not consistently and explicitly developed such a theory, constructivism, particularly in its radical form (see, for example, Watzlawick 2008, Poerksen 2004), has; yet it envisages a theory of the observer which amounts to a form of nominalism. Semiotics, I would argue, necessitates a theory of observership which differs from that of constructivism while, in fact, having a constructivist tinge akin to Peirce’s suggestion of the affinity between realism and an extreme form of nominalism. In particular, this paper will take its cue from Sebeok’s (1986, 1991) comments on John Archibald Wheeler’s conception of the ‘participatory universe’ and will try to explicate the relevance of Wheeler’s (1994, with Ford 1998) philosophy of science for semiotics. The paper will contribute to recent key debates in the field on ‘knowing’ sciences (Kull 2009) and on relation. As an example of how observership might be foregrounded in empirical semiotic work, the straightforward, but theoretically astute, work of Bouissac (2010) will be reviewed.
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