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BUILDING BODY:
TWO BRIEF TREATMENT ON
LANDING SITE THEORY

BY ALAN PROHM

When the social body is wired by techno-linguistic automatisms,
it acts as a swarm: a collective organism whose behavior

is automatically directed by connective interfaces.

Franco Berardi'

The variable that in the end prevents happening, defined as the
swarm on-rush of events through presence, from collapsing totally
into automaticity, destiny, is landing, the surface and voluming of it,
and the voluming full of tentativity and potential that flowers in its
wake, imaging along. The degree and mode of awareness (reflexiv-
ity, imaging) on the landing as it happens, or you/we have it happen
as. And world becomes:

- Perceptual landing site:

visual, tactile, kinaesthetic, auditory, gustatory, olfactory.
- Imaging landing site:

visual, tactile, kinaesthetic, auditory, gustatory, olfactory.
- Dimensionalizing landing site:

perceptual to imaging, imaging to imaging.?

Landing Site Theory (a) — Subcession of Phenomenology, or
Some on-the-fly Theory of Everything Happening ///

Landing site theory, thinking the landing and imaging constituting
world, is the (more than just a) theory of perception at the core of
what artist-theorist-architects Madeline Gins and Arakawa call bioto-
pology, an “art-science” defined as less a field of knowledge than a
“meadow of knowing,” knowing about/in/as sited awareness, archi-

1 Franco "Bifo” Berardi, The Uprising: on Poetry and Finance, Los Angeles: Semiotext(e)
(Intervention Series 14), 2012.

2 Chapter 2: “Landing Sites,” in Madeline Gins and Arakawa, Architectural Body, Tusca-
loosa: University of Alabama Press, 2002.

Ubiquitous Site Zen lake by Arakawa & Gins (1987) / Courtesy of Reversible Destiny Foundation
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tectural body, life in sapient-sentience plus the diagramming.® Bio-
topology establishes itself as a way of thinking for doing that can
address the eventning that is/decides life, and inform the urgent and
speculative practice of a procedural architecture, designed to extend
it:

If you study hard and always strive to know the full range of the
body’s capabilities, you will in all probability not have to die.*

Landing site theory, at the core of these efforts, staying alive through
living as an architectural body, amounts then both to an epistemol-
ogy, a theory of first-person knowledge building, and to a conscious-
ness practice, a discipline for firming and loosening our hold on
landing, happening. Both as epistemology and as consciousness
practice, landing site theory is essential for building body. And most
probably for not dying. The study of the body, the organism that per-
sons, landing, is the study of how the body can land further, inner,
wider, longer, also.

Where its promise seems greatest, landing site theory offers keys
to the secret of holding the tentativeness of events and everything
open. Not to stop time, but at least to not die, now, or at any point.
As oneself always the core of one’s events, how not to be had by
the collapse that happening just passes off as just happening? Not
sacrificing active landing to the automatic. Not excluding a single
chance or possibility. Holding as many horizons open as far around
as necessary, or expedient. Fine insight on/into the acts of fixing and
settling that the deciding of events in the end comes down to. Up at
the tip of the formation of facts, landing fielding landing into events,
we can study the collapse of wide to tight in slowed time with our
own eyes and find the points/joints where fate may be made to take
the different turn, and as-if Destiny reverse. Help it happen that way.
It’s all yours.

Reversible Destiny as a project(ile) looks to the extension of con-
sciousness (or sapient-sentience) outward and in every direction, into
a more, into a further that is inherent/implicit/potential in the embod-
ied happening of landing and imaging and building. The body has it
within it. Everywhere that isn’t disinhabited and lost to the automatic,
is living. Bios is the cleaving. The topology is a system or knack for
keeping track. Procedural architecture is the vision of building for the
body in bios cleaving, with a topology for staying and staying alive.

Through(out) the body, architectural, cast wide, informed by the theo-
rying of its own landing sites, sapient-sentience’s complicity in the

3 “Meadow of Knowing” is a phrase used by Madeline Gins and Arakawa in Making Dy-
ing lllegal (New York: Roof Books, 2006, 56).

4 |bid., cover.

infinite visceral intricacy of all the things happening, at once, inline, is
strengthened, dispersed and intensified. It is with us, and also within.
Everything is more, there is less less. Here all reductions and auto-
maticities run for the hills and hide. Maybe including dying.

—— e = Ny

Perceptual Landing Sites () by Arakawa and Madeline Gins (1981-84)

Body, a having membrane and holding organs, is architectural, is in
Bioscleaving the cleaving that most supports us being a we, or me
being the | | says | am. Body claims its space as sapient sentience
shaping personing out of places, and takes, a container containing,
life lived out into every eventning as limbs or patches of skin, all of it
her, or him, happening. Body is what we have of it, and what we take
as us. Like each other. Grow.

So, body is among other things its channels of intake — the more
hardwired the more | — what intervenes in the channeling costs and
charges - fields collapse from fences and fences grow tight to wire —
what does the wiring wins — win the wiring, ladies & gentlemen, that
is the only way — and the only way is from within - Out — you are the
wiring, ladies & gentlemen, win from within — cast wide. Field. And
the fences go flying:

The spreading of the connective modality in social life (the network)
creates the conditions of an anthropological shift that we cannot yet
fully understand. This shift involves a mutation of the conscious or-
ganism: in order to make the conscious organism compatible with
the connective machine, its cognitive system has to be reformatted.
Conscious and sensitive organisms are thus being subjected to a
process of mutation that involves the faculties of attention, process-
ing, decision, and expression.®

Landing site theory. Allow it to introduce you to the receptive/reflexive
texture (landing channeled but untrammeled) “this texture that is a
distance,” “this as-if-woven breathing web of landing sites,” through
which we/you enter ourselves as the events that seem to contain us,
when in reality it is we that field them into place. Beware: the infra-
structure that interfaces us is us, Ladies & Gentlemen, including the
channels and the diagramming, and currently they, who?, those who
own, own a disturbingly large portion of this, us. There is a problem
here. Our bios. Their power. Unless ours.

5 Franco “Bifo” Berardi, The Uprising: on Poetry and Finance, Los Angeles: Semiotext(e)
(Intervention Series 14), 2012, 122.
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What would it take to grow a body that could stop dying?
Madeline tried.®

Landing Site Theory (b) — A Supramodal Science of Active
Happening ///

Landing site theory, core concern of the art/science biotopology,
takes the stage of phenomenology and just stands up and starts
talking, all in its own accord, at first as a team of two (A+G), using
new language with little stop to reference or correlate, new words
and ways with words emerging convergent with meeting all the new
challenges of this happening actively, that actively. How we happen.
How to happen. What and how to happen as. This, ladies & gentle-
men, is the challenges. And facing such challenges the conscious
body wins.

[

Detail from Critical Holder Chart 2 by Arakawa (1985-91)

With Arakawa and Gins, landing site theory suddenly comes along
in seed form offering to articulate the whole soft interfacing between
person as organism and as environment. It provides, rule-of-thumb-
like, a science of how the happening that's happening appears to
happen and how it can be brought to happen actively. It is supramo-
dal in that its base articulations are primordial to the separation of
senses and sensory modes, in a dimension of the world-construct-
ing going on within consciousness that all senses draw from and
feed into.

Landing locates the initial thinking/eventning, the first of its first phi-
losophy, infra- to the physio-chemico-electric differentiation of sense
modalities, in the impact/impulse of anything happening at all in a
sensorium, to an awareness. Even the notion of imaging, it must
be noted, is supraordinate to the individual modes of imaging as
differentiated within the sensory net — and here the word image’s
general immediate association with visual image, in fact just one of

6 Madeline Gins died on January 8 2014, and continues.

its many sub-varieties, must be overcome. Imaging, too, as a term
and a force, is beyond the distinction between senses, and points us
beyond that, or better infra, near-side, en-deca of that, to simply the
aftering of an impact/impulse of anything happening. What gets built
up from there is another story.

The fact of an impact/impulse/tacting/landing/act of happening after-
ing at all is of course of great importance in the history of conscious-
ness. This is in fact its birth crisis, as some see it.” The capture and
seconding of an intake, this, more than just the channeling of physio-
chemical-electric impulses along the specialized nerve and organ
pathways, is the functionality that really makes mind, including body,
a quantum leap within the un-foldment of bioscleave through organ-
isming. Imaging is the retain function that allows for forwarding of any
kind and all. So, life, imaging along.

ARCHITECTURAL LANDING SITES
One finds how one's body is situated in the world through contrasting positionings of focal
areas of perceptual awareness. Dashed lines show approximations of distances and dimen-
sions, architectural landing sites.

B g st landing site B g sie = nonanding s
kinaesthetic-maging tactieimaging [ Viswakinaging
landing site landing site landing site

Visualization of Landing Sites by Arakawa and Madeline Gins (1997)

As a phenomenology or the supercession of phenomenology, land-
ing site theory is rigorous about anchoring its construction in the now
of current landing, assuring maintenance of the phenomenological
reduction, epoche, a permanent disclaimer at the basis of any ap-
proximative-rigorous thinking practice, holding the world as posited
real off in brackets from the alone knowable, the world-in-constitu-
tion-as/within-sapient-imaging-along.? In phenomenological terms

7 See Zoltan Torey, The Crucible of Consciousness: An Integrated Theory of Mind and
Brain, Cambridge: MIT Press, 2009. The notion of “reflexive awareness,” as what dis-
tinguishes human conscious thought from animal modes, is based in a mechanism of
impression-retention and recallability, permitting “the endogram’s accessibility to itself.”
This conception provides a very important link between Arakawa and Gin’s landing site
theory and academic neuroscience and theory of mind. See Chapter 6, “Reflection: The
Key to Human Awareness,” in Madeline Gins and Arakawa'’s Architectural Bodyy.

8 This thinking, on world-constituting, sapient-sentience, imaging along, is articulated
fullest in Madeline Gins and Arakawa'’s still unpublished manuscript, Alive Forever: Not
If but When.
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the point is keeping the needle on noeisis. In landing site theory
terms, it is sapient imaging along that never gives up on the landing.®

The strange flavor of this theory, as some may sense it, is | believe a
by-product of it targeting traction on a complexity of within, as Mad-
eline and Arakawa call it, rather than mastery of one from without.

Phenomenology: EGO — NOEISIS - NOEMA
Biotopology: ORGANISM THAT PERSONS - SAPIENT IMAGING
ALONG - BIOSCLEAVE/-ING

What landing site theory lets go of to go forward is the disinterest-
ed and hands-off stance in this older mode of thought, and what
must be acknowledged as a lethargy common to philosophy quite
generally. Phenomenology as a style/profession of theory shows no
particular need of going further, toward the realization, becoming
lived world, of the better knowing it promotes. Biotopology, as the
art-philosophical-scientific project outer-lying landing site theory and
underlying Reversible Destiny, arises from and carries within it the
need to go further, urgently, to actively happening. More. As more
architectural bodies. Wider. As organisms-that-person-not-dying.

Landing site theory, which you must build, promises to put this, this
short-hand, rule-of-thumb, intuitive, fresh (re-)start phenomenology
in your hand, supramodally speaking, of course; so, to undo this
reductive metaphor and start over with that sentence we could say:
landing site theory puts this less reductive, more more-adducing and
acuter mode of knowing in your hand, chest, foot, shoulder, forearm,
small of the back, thigh, cheek, liver, tongue, abdomen, base of the
skull, left hip, metatarsal tissue, cartilege of the right inner ear, eyeball
muscles, soft grey matter, heart, hair, etc., all there, free of charge,
ready for you to use. For what? Worlding. That’s your job. Where else
is it going to come from?

Sapient/purposive imaging takes impressions everywhere of the
various parts of the whole it encounters and, in so doing, delivers
up world.™

Landing site theory equips us as worlders, thinkers with a simple set
of terms for articulating the worlding we do that way anyway, and for
becoming conscious agents within it:

[...] an organism that persons organizes, transforms and redirects
bioscleave, countless bioscleavings, step-by-step, by degrees, to
constitute world, her world of each moment as imaged."

9 A helpful, simple text of reference here is Experimental Phenomenology: an Introduction
by Arakawa and Madeline Gins’ good friend, Don Ihde (New York, SUNY, 1986).

10 Madeline Gins and Arakawa, Alive Forever, Not If, But When (unpublished manuscript).
11 Ibid.

To catch landing and land on purpose, knowingly, aim. Sapience in
the sensing. Sentience as the active intelligence of perceiving. Per-
ceiving to world. A theory of perception will allow you to explain how
impressions are taken in. A theory of landing sites empowers the
knower/thinker/body to create the world more consciously by em-
bodying it into place. Procedurally. Because the difference between
a world happening as it happens and a world happening as you have
it happen, better, forever, is procedurality.

And the difference between a world built to happen, and one built to
support you from every angle and at every step in having it happen,
happening it more, is procedural architecture:

Architecture will come into its own when it becomes thoroughly asso-
ciated and aligned with the body, that active other tentative construct-
ing towards a holding in place, the ever-on-the-move body.

[...] an architectural surround that is procedural, a tactically posed
surround, fills an organism that persons with questions by enabling it
to move within and between its own modes of sensing.

The body must either escape or “reenter” habitual patterns of action
— habitual actions that have customized life into only a few standard
patterns. Upon the body’s mastering new patterns of action, bioscle-
ave emerges reconfigured.'?

Procedurality as an enterprise and a tool involves architecture tak-
ing this challenge to build for bodies’ ability/agility to catch landing
and imaging as they land, and handle the happening that landing
that way advances. It is using this handy/leggy/torsoey/etc., jargon
to think then build the happening of the world in event/acts of landing
and imaging in the full range of modalities. And to make more life.
The premise/promise of this art-science — behind procedural archi-
tecture biotopology, and behind biotopology landing site theory — is
that procedurality in the activity of happening, supported architectur-
ally, activates the body to greater life and longer. In landing and imag-
ing actively, in constituting world on purpose. Building world by being
a body architecturally. Fill it out, and be. More.

So, let’s. Yes thank you.™

//] Published on May 5, 2014

12 Madeline Gins and Arakawa, Architectural Body, Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama
Press, 2002, 49; 52; 62.

13 For the extended version of this text, in hommage to Madeline Gins at the time of her
passing, see the online version on thefunambulist.net.
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