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of relevance. In line with Dewey and Lippmann, Marres points out that it should not be
expected of a public to solve the issue that is in-the-making. The problem of relevance
is a distributed problem, for the public, institutions, and others to care for. This is not
simply done through talk or debate in political forums, but also through everyday
practices such as when to turn on a washing machine or turn down the temperature in
the house, what Marres (2012) describes as “material participation.” What characterizes
this participation is that material entanglements in issues and public engagement can-
not be separated. In other words, Marres argues that use, and other ways of living with
technologies, are potentially modes of participation in public affairs. This argument
also implies that we cannot simply position the political in certain spheres, separated
from the private or activities such as making or doing. It also invites us to think of the
everyday as an environment for participation.

We align with Marres’ argument that we become materially entangled, and possibly
implicated in a range of issues, through mundane usage of technologies. What these
issues are and who might be implicated in them is, however, not a given. Through the
concept of publics-in-the-making, we want to explore and propose making as a means
for co-articulations of issues. This means to acknowledge that issues are not just there,
but always in-the-making as a joint effort between those humans and nonhumans who
have the capacity to act in the given situation.

Source: Lindstrém, Kristina, and Asa Stahl. 2014. ‘Publics-in-the-Making: Crafting Issues in a Mobile Sewing Circle’.

In Making Futures: Marginal Notes on Innovation, Design, and Democracy, edited by Pelle Ehn, Elisabet M. Nilsson, and
Richard Topgaard, 303—22. Cambridge, MA:The MIT Press. page 308.
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What we say versus what we do:
Ideology versus practice

Fablab Amsterdam, the Netherlands, July 2012
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What we say

democratizing ability to build,
production disassemble,
empowering reassemble,
communities repair
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meet their own and only
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MATERIAL ECO-EFFICIENCY, DEMATERIALIZATION



What we do

Protospace, Ut_reck? the Netherlands, Nov 2014 Aalto Fablab, Helsinki, Finland, 2012
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VISIBLE:

PEER LEARNING
DOES HAPPEN,
DIVERSITY OF
PARTICIPANTS
APPEARS TO
ENCOURAGE
INVENTION
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Fab. Amsterdam, Dec 2014
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First of all, it highlights, as already pointed out, how sharing a
hammer is very different from sharing a piece of code on the net.
Consequently, it further shows how open-access commons may
present serious issues when it comes to ensuring the sustainability
and preservation of tangible commons. Commoning at Fabriken has
revealed how traditional commons practices and approaches can only
partially respond to the issues raised by commons-based, peer-to-
peer production going tangible, as spaces for opening production are
often characterized by transient participation and they often gather
participants with diverse interests. This means that boundaries are
difficult to define and a consensus-model might be difficult to apply.
Fabriken brings up the solution of the partner-producer as a way to
manage transient and non-consensus based commons, showing both
the advantages and limits of this way of operating.

What strongly emerges from Fabriken is that managing commons
in the opening of production is a very complex (and located) question
that requires articulating openness in relation to the practices and
context, as well as developing ad-hoc ways of ensuring and preserving

Source: Seravalli,Anna. 2014.‘Making Commons: Attempts at Composing Prospects in the Opening of Production’.
Doctoral Dissertation, Malmo, Sweden: Malmo University. page 153.



W Trashlab repair event, Helsinki, Finland, Oct 2014
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Source: Hess, Charlotte, and Elinor Ostrom, eds. 2006. Understanding Knowledge as a Commons:
From Theory to Practice. Cambridge, MA:The MIT Press. page 9.
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