“Planetary Web” piece
1) Intro.  Webster? Failures of analysis of “cyberspace” – this paper proposes it is due to a lack of clarity of methodology, epistemology, ontology – in other words, rigour? 


Other essay suggested need for holistic appreciation of roles information plays in our construction of reality.

2) Turkle. 


By end – T. sees link to “pomo” but only because she is working at such an individualised level that everything seems fragmented

3) Jordan.


Better- but too concerned to be “new” – not recognising continuities, the way the construction and defence of sites of discourse has always been a central problem for democratic theory

4) A better view?


Environments, quality of life, have noosphere aspects; this was true before cyberspaces emergence, and it still is. 


Fragmented views, whether because of parochialism, or a narrow “postmodernist” view, can lead to practical problems, or academic absurdities.


“proper” postmodernity like Lyotard and Bauman is valuable – it is holistic, and draws attention to the way conflict can inhere in different interpretations of reality – but these do not mean that there is no underlying reality – the filtering aspect of information, and the vast scale of the bios/noos which we have to deal with, are real facts


Combinatory theories, like Habermas, also useful, but these ideals


Somewhere in the middle, possibly Bakhtin – interactions bring new possibilities – this true throughout evolution of bios & noos.

