

In the 20th century, as I will showdemonstrate in this book, there was respect for the combination of sight and touch in rational thinking.  According to the concept of embodied cognition", the human body plays an active and significant role in the shaping of cognition. Unlike a computer program, the human brain does not function without reference to what is around it, but is dependent on its environment. Human cognition is an inseparable part of physical and social interaction, and touch is an active and even necessary part of thought processes. 	Comment by JJ: maybe tell the reader where you will do this – e.g. “in this chapter” or “in Chapter 2” to help orientate them	Comment by JJ: Consider adding some context here e.g.

“that developed in [when exactly it developed] with the thought of [add who were its main proponents], the human body plays an active...	Comment by JJ: Please add a citation here to support these statements.
In 2018, a team of neuroscientists from Germany and the United Kingdom conducted a study on the function of the sensory system in judging ambiguous information.[footnoteRef:1] The study used a well-known perceptual illusion that affects how people see and feel shapes. Participants were shown two matchsticks that formed an inverted T-shape: when both matches are of equal length, the vertical match both looks and feels longer than the horizontal match. Participants were tested on a range of lengths: in some cases, the matches seemed close similar in length, and in others, one seemed longer than the other. Participants were better at judging the length of the matches by sight than by touch. However, when the lengths were hard to judge, they made more confident guesses when they touched the matches than when they just looked at them. According to one of the study’s co-authorscoauthors, Prof. Ophelia Deroy, these results did not show that touch is better or more accurate than sight – but that it makes us feel better. “Descartes was right,” Deroy quipped, “when he said that touch was the most difficult sense to doubt.”[footnoteRef:2] [1:  Fairhurst, M.T., Travers, E., Hayward, V. et al. Confidence is higher in touch than in vision in cases of perceptual ambiguity. Sci Rep 8, 15604 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-34052-z]  [2:  Neuroscience News. “Philosophy of the Mind: In Touch with Reality.” Neuroscience News, October 23, 2018. https://neurosciencenews.com/reality-philosophy-touch-10080/. 
] 

And perhaps most of all, in order to learn about the centrality of touch in rational thinking as well, we must go back and listen to the language of humans. In: In English, the knowledge of "“truth"” is linked to the experience of touch. : in order toTo ask, "“Do you understand the meaning? Peoplepeople ask: "“Dodo you grasp the meaning"?”	Comment by JJ: This fragment feels like it is just “floating” here and does not relate to the previous or next sections. Perhaps some text has been lost here.

I would remove this fragment, or cut it from here and move it somewhere else to improve the flow of ideas here. 
Divine 
power, efficiency, and the post-digital movement
Technological affordances theory draws from the concept of affordances in the broadest sense, but focuses on the properties and meaning of human actions with objects and technologies.   TheWhen it comes to such artefacts, the process of imparting meaning is more complex regarding such artifacts. We must consider the interaction between creators, audiences, and various active actors, such as educators, religious leaders, and media figures and more. All  of these share the same ""“sociotechnical imaginary” – a term for the emotional and educational ways in which people imagine and plan their lives while considering the values and identities that define them as a group.[footnoteRef:3]. When we adapt activities and objects to meet our needs, we are not necessarily conscious of thetheir values they represent, but our bodies and our daily habits express our obedience to them.[footnoteRef:4] In contrastOn the other hand, those who are in charge of the sociotechnological production of meaning consciously interpret the cultural environment. They are aware of what is desirable to, and shared by the group, and sometimes also of what might counterrun counter to its hegemony.[footnoteRef:5]	Comment by JJ: The meaning here is not clear. Consider unpacking this a bit by including an example that readers will understand and can relate to.
Also, is “obedience” the word you are looking for?	Comment by JJ: It this is what is meant here? The meaning of the source text was not completely clear to me.

Perhaps it is worth giving an example of someone who is “in charge of the sociotechnological production of meaning”? [3:   Jewitt et al., 2021, p. 104]  [4:  Bartmanski, & Woodward, 2015 47   ]  [5:  Jewitt et al., 2021, p. 104.    ] 

Now, I discuss the social meaning of “tactile” technologies using three examples – touch as an expression of supernatural or state power, a means to sanctify the capitalist ideology of efficiency, and as a way to support “post-digital” concepts.
Touch, objects, and superior power 	Comment by JJ: This subsection is overly long and gets repetitive. Consider shortening it--I don’t think you need to list so many examples of touching holy books or objects to make your point here. 
In many cultures, supernatural power was (and still is) conveyed through physical contact with special people or objects. The unique ability of the experience of touch that I discussed earlier to create emotional intimacy is reflected in the special meanings we give to physical contact with high-statushigh status individuals and sacred artifactsartefacts.  In the Bible, many examples existthere are many examples of how touch is used to punish, harm, bless, or convey power. God himself is described in it as the one who creates and destroys through touch. For example, the Book of Amos warns that:
 And the Lord GOD of hosts is he that toucheth the land, and it shall melt, and all that dwell therein shall mourn: and it shall rise up wholly like a flood; and shall be drowned, as by the flood of Egypt.".[footnoteRef:6]  [6:  9 Amos 5] 

Sometimes, God transfers this power to a specially chosenspecially-chosen person. : thus, Moses authorizes confers authority upon Joshua by laying his hands on him, imbuing him with his wisdom and authority, and later to the seventy elders who will lead the people Israelites after him.  The prophet Samuel anoints first Saul and then David as king. Christianity also often used personal contact as a physical means of expressing spirituality. The story of Doubting Thomas, who touches the wounds of Christ, illustrates the Christian dialectic between the physical and spiritual thought. [footnoteRef:7] In Even later, in Christianity, touch the laying on of hands – associated in the New Testament with Christ’s healing of the sick – invokes the Holy Spirit during ceremonies such as baptism, blessings, and the ordination of priests.[footnoteRef:8]	Comment by JJ: Please provide a reference for this from the Bible.

To make this point stronger, as well as providing the reference, consider noting that God instructs Moses to do this. [7:  Harvey 2003, p. 1  ]  [8:  Village 2005  ] 

Human cultures imbue ritual objects with divine power. Such objects are given the status of an agent, as faithful representatives of the divine that is empowered to act "on God’s behalf." In the Hebrew Bible, God charged imbues Moses’ ' staff with miraculous powers: when Moses strikes a rock with it, God makes water come out of the stone.[footnoteRef:9]  Later, in The EuropeanEurope, the custom of kissing the monarch’s hand or ring was as a sign of respect forto the divine authority of kings, symbolized by and invested in these objects. In Britain, the king confers knighthood on a worthy individual by “dubbing” him[footnoteRef:10] with a bare sword on his shoulders, as the knight-elect kneels on a special knighting stool.[footnoteRef:11] These objects symbolize divinely granteddivinely-granted royal power. Holy books like the Torah, the Bible, and the Quran, are considered to a technological product that represent s God’'s power, since this is revealed through them. When a believer touches a book holy book, he or she is touching this power. Sometimes, the wrath of God erupts when a holy book is touched without permission, [footnoteRef:12], and sometimes, touching a holy book protects people from harm ((among other things, there are plenty of tales about Bibles that stopped bullets).. People , for their part, are supposed to the respectrespect holy books, which are often made from the best finest materials, and displayed in religious ceremonies, holy temples, or places of pilgrimage. [footnoteRef:13] [9:  17 Exodus 5-7 ]  [10:  Women are not dubbed with the sword in this way.]  [11:  Knighthoods and damehoods (no date) The Royal Family. Available at: https://www.royal.uk/knighthoods-and-damehoods (Accessed: 21 August 2024). ]  [12:  2 Samuel describes the failed journey to bring the Ark of the Covenant to Jerusalem, which was interrupted by an irresponsible touch: “When they came to the threshing floor of Nakon, Uzzah reached out and took hold of the ark of God, because the oxen stumbled. The Lord’s anger burned against Uzzah because of his irreverent act; therefore God struck him down, and he died there beside the ark of God.” (2 Samuel 6:6-7). The Ark is a divine object endowed with mystical abilities. In touching it, Uzzah violates God’s property. From that moment, no one dares to touch the Ark. David, shocked by the incident, moves the Ark back and waits for the news that it is again blessed so that he can bring it to Jerusalem.]  [13:  Watts, 2019  55] 

The British historian Brian Cummings argues that symbolic power began to be granted to holy scriptures in the Near East, especially in ancient Egypt. Books were consecrated by local priests whose status increased when they touched these objects, whose power was transferred to them.  In Judaism, Islam, and Christianity, holy books were consecrated, and mythological stories were associated with them. The symbolic power of the written word is reflected in the many events of biblioclasm – the burning and destruction of books – perpetrated by many different cultures throughout history. China’s Qin dynasty burned philosophical treatises it considered a threat during in 213 and 212 BCE, the Mongols torched the Grand Library of Baghdad, a major Islamic cultural center, during their siege of that city in 1258, the Spanish Franciscan bishop Diego de Landa ordered the burning of Maya codices in 1562 as part of his “campaign against idolatry,” the Nazis burned Jewish books in Germany and Austria in the 1930s as part of an anti-Semitic pogrom. In, and in 1981, a Sinhalese mob in Sri Lanka torched the entire Public Library in Jaffna as part of an anti-Tamil pogrom. All these book burnings were intended to destroy the symbolic power of people deemed by a ruling elite, invading force, or rival ethnic group, as unbelievers, heretics, political rivals, or just some sort form of threat. 	Comment by JJ: If you include this sentence, consider giving an example.

Also I would avoid saying “even in monotheistic religions” because in English, the “even” makes it sounds as if these religions are somehow superior to other religions.	Comment by JJ: You can add more examples, but book burnings didn’t just happen in Europe.
One of the interesting reflections of the power attributed to holy books is the common practice that has endured from ancieent times to our present daofy s - swearing an oath by kissing a book or laying a hand on itthe book. From the early days of Christianity, the book Bible has been used to for swearingr an oaths., and Hthere is evidence that holding the Bible  a book and kissing it became the main means of swearing oaths in the court of Pope Nicholas I in the ninth century AD.. [footnoteRef:14] Since then, many different oath-swearinga series of swearing ceremonies centered involvingon  physical contact with a holy bbook have developed, starting with the oath of the harems to their masters to the oaths made by and to monarchs (the coronation ceremonies of the kings monarchs of England, most recently King Charles III,including Elizabeth II, swore involved swearing an oath bby holding y holding a holy book and kissing ita Bible).  	Comment by JJ: I think you don’t need this sentence because you then explain this again in the next sentence.	Comment by JJ: Is there a reference for this? Where did this take place? I would give a specific example or specific details or remove it. [14:  Jonassen, 2011, p. 919.  58] 

In n the Christianity religion, swearing an oath on the book Bible has a great symbolic meaning. : Ffor the oath takerswearer, the book Holy Bible represents the most sacred thing for the a Christian person – the belief that Jesus Christ is the Son of God who sacrificed himself to save them- the hope of salvation. ByThrough the swearing an oath on the Bible, he book a believer the swearers declares that they they are placinge their salvation in God's hands at risk if their promise is broken. Frederick Johnson, from Barry University in the United States, cites extensive documentation from a 19th-century British book: before giving evidence in court, the witnesses had to take the holy book in their hands while the clerk of the court declared: "“The testimony you bear is between God, the king, and the defendant who stands here. You must tell the truth, the whole truth, and only nothing but the truth,  and mayso help you God help you."” After Following thisat, they were supposed to kiss the Bible.[footnoteRef:15] Johnsen adds that, in order to avoid swearing falsely, the oath givers sometimes tried to kiss their thumb instead of the book, knowing that any deviation, even the smallest, from the course of the ceremony (disruption of the text, removing the hand from the book, or avoiding kissing it) was to invalidated the entire validity of the oath.	Comment by JJ: There is a lot of controversy over whether it is permitted in Christianity to swear oaths at all including on the Bible. It is not that Christians believe they will not be “saved” if they break their oath, but rather that they would be desecrating their most sacred object i.e. the book of God.	Comment by JJ: Please provide the correct spelling for the name of this author (here and below in the same graf, and in the footnote – there are three different spellings).	Comment by JJ: Please provide the name of this book. [15:   Ibid  p, 921] 

Get more done
People tend nature does not to likeencourage us to change. WeIt is true that through it we experience birth, aginggrowth, and death, but we also know that certain things there are things in it that will never repeat themselves. After winter will comes spring, summer, and fall, and then  we will again find ourselves in winter again. After the day will come the night, and again we will find ourselves in the dayNight follows day, and day follows night. If  Even if we look at the circle of life and disconnect for a moment from the our ambition to leave a mark on the world, or look back with satisfaction at ourand sum up achievements, we can live more peacefully. There are those who say that those who recognize accept the cyclical element nature in of the world or live the life of the circle are indeed happier and more peaceful people. But we do not really live like that. In fact, we cannot could not live like this that even if we wanted to. 	Comment by JJ: Please clarify the intended meaning of this sentence – is the intended meaning here either:

If we disconnect from our ambition to leave a mark on the world, and if we look back with satisfaction at our achievements, then we will be able to live more peacefully.

OR
If we disconnect from our ambition to leave a mark on the world and if we disconnect from looking back with satisfaction at our achievements, then we will be able to live more peacefully.	Comment by JJ: Who says this?

It is better to avoid saying “people say” because when authors do this, they are using the “appeal to common belief fallacy” rather than just expressing your own opinion.

Instead, you might choose to give a reference here, e.g. you could refer to a popular commentator or group who make this argument. Otherwise you could rephrase this e.g.

“Perhaps if we were able to accept the cyclical nature of the world, we might be happier and more at peace”
Our culture does not encourage us to stagnateo "freeze on the yeast" but urges us to try to achieve e more and more, as much as possible in during that our limited time period in which we were allowedlifespans to be in the world.  The monotheistic religions encourage their followers to accumulate as many events as possible where we "did what was good in the eyes of God" iaccumulate good deeds in order to ascend to some sort of eternal paradise order to have the right to live in an idyllic environment after death. The Our education systems require us to progress each year and markmarks the path of this progress through by marking the class or year of study we are in as well as marking important milestones, like graduation ceremonies,  with degrees,  and certificates. Time. Due to this, time becomes one of a person's most important resourcesthe most important resources a person has in his world – even . In fact, time is even more important tthan money. Money can be accumulated indefinitely (and in the digital age, even the wealthiest person has nothere is no problem storing it, since the storage options are now  in themselves are endless).  On the other side, althoughDespite all the our technological developments, our lifetimes are the allotted time we have to live on Earth is not finite, and within it this short time we still need  must allocate periods of time to devote ourselves to activities like sself-maintenance (sleep, foodeating, and personal cleaninghygiene, health and .more).  	Comment by JJ: Consider saying just “religions” or “many religions” here --  Buddhism for example teaches that Nirvana can be reached if one devotes oneself to understanding the universe, and acting, speaking, and living in the right manner and with the right intentions. (There are plenty of Buddhists in Europe and North America).
Thus, in order to sustain our life's journey, we must put up with all the limitations. The only way we can achieve challenges our and goals is by doing  more things in less time. Historical observation shows how, over the generations, the principle of power and efficiency has has become so dominant that a claim for doubling accompanies every successful realization of itevery successful realization of it is accompanied by a claim for doubling. ForThus, for every increase in the processing speed of a mobile device, there is the hope that this will increase. in the next version.	Comment by JJ: I am not sure of the intended meaning here, in particular of the last part of this sentence – what is the meaning of “every successful realization of it” (i.e., what does “it” refer to, and what is mean by “a claim for doubling”?
TAs can be understood from the lines, throughout the generations, technologies appeared that were shaped their creators'the "“social imagination"” of their creators to serve this increasingly dominant idea. Historian of the senses Martin Jay sees a connection between the invention of vision-based surveillance technologies and the rise of capitalism, - a system that sanctifiesd the idea concept of efficiency.[footnoteRef:16]  The hus, the efficiency of workers on the production line was monitored by means of remotely,  observation that enablinged their bosses to assess their capabilities and performance.[footnoteRef:17] AlthoughA similar approach, although in a different area of social activity, a similar approach led Jeremy Bentham to conceive the ideal prison, based on a panopticon ("everything can be seen") structure. Each of its cell s has a window that , which allows guards to optimally observe within them and in this way to optimize their the monitoring of of prisoners.	Comment by JJ: Consider giving some context for this – is the intended meaning here “throughout history”?	Comment by JJ: Consider adding a date for this here, to help readers orient themselves within the text. [16:  60 Jay, 1993.]  [17:  Sohn-Rethel & Sohn-Rethel, 1978  61] 

The sameAs mentioned, the technologies that man people use for leisure also realize the ideal of efficiency. The futurists Jay Butler and David Grosin argue that, in the Renaissance, realistic paintings was used to fulfilled people’s  the desires  of people to experience distant places  far from them without having to actually travelto bother and move their bodies far away. Later, photography made the experience of participation without presence a quotidian matter. C and even predates cinema and television , which only intensified this concept.   In the 2020sthird decade of the 21st century, providing a powerful experience of "“here and now"” is also theat goal the center of virtual realitydevelopers of virtual reality technologies developments. 	Comment by JJ: Do you mean Jay David Bolter and Richard Grusin? Please be careful with the correct spellings of names.

Remediation: Understanding New Media (monoskop.org) 
If we go back a little and examine again - then even looking at how the book developed as a technology, demonstrates thiswe can see this same principle at work. First, someone invented the idea of binding several pieces of paper together in a cover, by means of which a bundle of loose pages became a book that was easy to shake. Over time, b After that, the paper books became  were smaller and easier to transport. Eventually, people Later, the pages of the books were even smaller and were began binding books bound in thin, flexible coversa thin cover, tos easily omething that could easily be fit into put into a pocket or handbag to facilitate reading on-the-goime on the road.  Although books shrank in size,  That reduction they did not contain lessdid not result in a decrease in the text. On, on the contrary –: lengthyong masterpieces were compressed into thin, poor-quality and small books, causing some authors to protest and even ban the publication of paperback editions of their books, feeling that these shoddy products harmed their reputations.  	Comment by JJ: What is the intended meaning here?	Comment by JJ: This would be far more powerful, i.e., it would resonate emotionally with readers if you gave an example to support this information. It would also help anchor this information chronologically, because the text does not currently give an indication of when this occurred.
TheAlso the development of technologies  with which the interaction is basedthat rely on touch-based interaction has long incorporated the involved for many years the ideaconcept of efficiency, even though, as we have seen, gh, as mentioned, touch is less "“efficient"” than sight.  Hundreds of years ago, new technologies with efficient keyboard interfaces – like harpsichords and typewriters – were invented. Now, appearedPeople could press buttons or keys to  that mechanically and efficiently activated remote mechanisms and produce music or documents.such as the piano keys or those of typewriters. [footnoteRef:18]At the end of the 19th century, another breakthrough occurred.  when the Ddevices that were could be remotely operated by an electric button appeared for the first time. Suddenly, by simply: pressing, turning or pushing a button or turning a dial, people could closed an electric circuit and instantly y create a magical show in which lights turned on, sounds are were heard, or  and huge machines are were activated.[footnoteRef:19]	Comment by JJ: Consider giving an example of such a device to support this statement – doing so will also help readers to relate to the story you are telling them here [18:  Plotnick, 2012.   2012   ]  [19:  Ibid pp  818-819/  ] 

 The combination of all these ideas –s: the reduction and compression of content, the ability to have experiences anywhere and at any time, and the activation of technologiesy based on pushinga buttons or flipping s or an electric switches – allowed led to the development of one of the greatest inventions of the 20th century: the “content box.”  In the history of the media, this was a real revolutiorevolution. Pn: reviouslyuntil the beginning of the 20th century, each media artifactartefact was a discrete entity: each copy of a newspaper was printed on a separate paper, and each photo  - on a separate photo paper. The appearance of radio and television at the beginning of the 20th century and their gradual integration into the fabric of life over the next few decadesuntil the middle of that century, drastically changed how we interact with media content. A single “box” or container was used to receive and display multiple pieces of content. Moreover, this same “box” could be used to receive and display an unlimited amount of additional content. The way in which people interacted with this technology was also new. The device was activated "by pressing a button" (or turning a dial, or clicking on a mouse), that is, through a light touch – very different than, for example, holding a book and turning its pages. Later, the invention of the remote control allowed people to control their television sets and decide which piece ofwhat content to display on it without even having to touch themit.	Comment by JJ: I think that “content box” works better than message box in English to describe the phenomenon that you are referring to. The idea is that new digital technologies, like the smartphone, are containers that hold multiple different items of content (WhatsApp messages, emails, videos, photos). You can fill the smartphone or kindle with lots of different types of content and change that content (Kindles can display more than just books) while old media like books or records contain just a single item – a book is a specific book – and you cannot add to it or change it. The difference is the concept of “content” which is “stuff” that fills the content container (or “box”) whereas a specific record is that record and isn’t “content”. A TV is a “content box” in the sense that it is a single container that can display an unlimited stream of various types of content. The screen changes all the time depending on what content is shown, but the pages of a book are always the same.

Either way, this seems to be a term that that you have coined. So you should explain this here, particularly since “Message box” already has a meaning in English –  “a small box that appears on a computer screen, in which instructions to or from a user are displayed”-- it is a synonym of dialog box. 

Message box - Wikipedia 

You can use message box (but I would consider “content box” as being more descriptive) but in either case, you should explain it.	Comment by JJ: I don’t think this is the point you are seeking to make here though. Perhaps the point is more that a TV is a container that is used to show different content, as is a smartphone. The container is the same, but it can show many different items of content. Whereas a book is always just that book, a newspaper is always that newspaper, and cannot show different content. It’s not that the newspaper is printed on separate paper. It’s that it is only ever that newspaper, whereas even though you could have several copies of a Kindle, the Kindles are all just containers that can show lots of different newspapers.	Comment by JJ: Consider being a bit more specific here and providing some dates to help provide some context for readers. Radio, as something the public listened to, didn’t take off until the mid-late 1920s
The History of the Radio Industry in the United States to 1940 – EH.net 

Full scale commercial TV broadcasting in the US didn’t start until 1947 and it was only in the 1950s that TV started to take off as something that the public had access to and watched.

History of Television - Mitchell Stephens (nyu.edu) 	Comment by JJ: This is confusing because this graf seems to be referring to television, which is not controlled by a mouse. Later in this same graf, you talk about the TV remote control, which also suggests that this graf is about television and not computers.

the communication researcher YehoshuaJoshua Meyirowitz summed up the differences between the interactingon with a television set and a book. With a television set, the characteristics of the electronic medium do not vary with changes in the characteristics of the message. A long book is bigger and heavier than a short book, but a television set stays the same size regardless of whether it projects a ten-second advertisement or a ten-hour version of War and Peace.[footnoteRef:20]” To illustrate his point, Elsewhere in his book, Meyerowitz quotes d the ironic reply of movie star Jean Harlow, who told her friend not to gift her a book because she already had one: . She was aske‘’Don’t buy me a book; I gotta book.’ Harlow’s quip is absurd, because – of course – all books are different. Had Harlow said the same thing about a television set, however, however, she would have made perfect sense. These [footnoteRef:21]." The example could have been continued, adds Meyerowitz and the same question could have been asked regarding a TV set, radio or computer. In such cases, Harlow's request, "Don't buy me a TV because I already have one," made perfect sense. These  [20:   Meyrowitz 1985  p. 81]  [21:   Meyrowitz 1985  p. 83 ] 

This illustrates the difference between the affordances of books and televisionsthe two media. While the books as an object "encourage" us tto consider each tome as distinct from the all the others, while television sets device encourage us to considerthink of the variety of books as contained within one content box.
Subsequent innovations continued to implement the principles of reduction and compression. As technology advanced, an ever-increasing amountamount of content could be compressed into devices.: The radio receiver was replaced by the portable radio-transistor radio. In 1979, Japanese company Sony introduced the Walkman, a portable audio player that allowed people to listen to music on the move. The As an alternative to a cumbersome large homedesktop PC, computer was parpeople can now buy atially converted into a laptop or tablet and work from coffee shops, or on trains. The portable disk-on-key has replaced the home storage driveThe cumbersome home storage drive has been replaced by portable storage (disk-on-key). Current versions can store exponentially more data than those available just a decade ago. Technologies like the radio,, television, and even e-book reader -s have also coalesced into one a single, small content box –- the smartphone. The smartphone, in contrast to earlier cellthe previous editions of the cell phones, changed and considered the touch experience in the box. Buttons have been The operation using buttons was replaced by a multi-touchscreenfocal touchs (which I discusswill refer to in detail in the last chapter), a development that improved the  and this to allow the degree of accuracy and immediacy ofin how people access and manipulate the thousands of items of content stored on the device.  SThe smartwatches,  which include an integratedin which a cellular device,  is integrated optimize this process even more, via a series of vibrations that transmit information  by sending types of vibration directly to the humanthe wearer’s skin.  Apple watches can transmit already produces those that allow fifteen types of messages this wayto be sent. [footnoteRef:22]. At the same time, tattempts are being made to develop a contact language for such smartwatches to that can transmit entire communication messages at a speed hitherto unknown.  A future in which a person’'s status is measured through the ownership of technologies that allow him him or her to respond quickly to information he he or she receivess throughout the day seems inevitable.  	Comment by JJ: I removed “digital” as a qualifier for “devices” because the technologies you mention in the next sentence are not digital technologies.	Comment by JJ: What is the intended meaning here?	Comment by JJ: Consider adding a reference to support this statement. [22:  Parisi & Farman, 2019] 

The content box revolution thus supported in its way the capitalist principle of efficiency. Countless pieces of content can now be in that at the price of a minimal interaction controlled and managed with minimal interaction. However, But in its way a side effect has been it created "“sensory hunger"” or "“lack of touch.” Smartphones, smartwatches, and e-book readers do not allow people to e" of the old type - one that makes it possible to experience through a deep and meaningful sense of touch deep emotion and feelings of ownership through meaningful tactile experiences, or even to usemake use of touch to  as a tool for human exploreation of the world. The tactileotal experience nce of touch in itself has been taken away from us. As a reaction to this, Due to this, in we can see recent yvarious examplesears one can see various instances  of the desire to return to meaningful touch tactile experience with the an object or the surface of the a message as and this as part of the development of the postdigital idea..	Comment by JJ: This sentence is somewhat ambiguous.

Is the intended meaning this:

In reaction to these developments, the desire to return to meaningful tactile experiences with an object or surface of a message has manifested itself in numerous ways, some of which are expressed in postdigital ideas.

Although, you do not define postdigital until much later (and it has multiple meanings, including in art), so perhaps it is better to define it first here, then go into your description of the Grey’s Anatomy episode (which you can then describe as illustrating one aspect of this)

Postdigital 	Comment by JJ: Consider defining what you mean by postdigital before this section on Grey’s Anatomy (which is not really about postdigital but about your critique of “efficiency”.

The reader will not know what you mean by postdigital.

There are different definitions of postdigital, including this general one from PCMagazine:

Definition of post-digital era | PCMag 

“(1) Since the advent of the digital age. Today's time frame. See post-PC era.

(2) Beyond the digital age. In this context, the postdigital era (often sans dash) refers to a humanistic approach to solving problems (discourse, cooperation, etc.) with less emphasis on numerical analysis and computerized solutions for everything. See post-PC era.”

This paper describes it as “as a term that can be used to describe either a contemporary disenchantment with digital information systems and media gadgets, or a period in which our fascination with these systems and gadgets has become historical.”

Within this, postdigital is also an art movement...

Post-Digitalism: A Manifesto (postdigital.tech) 
In theAt the center of the ninth season of the popular American TV drama Grey’s's Anatomy, the (fictional)  is the potential sale of the fictional Seattle Grace University Hospital runs , which has run into financialbudget difficulties. A management company, Pegasus, threatens to , to a hospital buy it outmanagement company called Pegasus. T In order to move forward to the decision, in the fourteenth episode "The Face of Change" two of the doctors, Dr. Weber and Dr. Torres, decide to test the competency of another hospital managed by Pegasus., visit the Portland General Hospital that the They attend its emergency room, where Pegasus company manages. Weber - the general surgeon - feigns chest pains, and Torres pretends to be his concerned wifegeon, presents him as her husband "Hulio". Weber is laid in a bed in an emergencyA  room and a short time later a young doctor  comes to them arrives to take a history and make an and conducts a check-up and initial assessment. Although Weber complains of pain in his internal organs, theHe  doctor does not touch physically examine him or approach himWeber, but instead pulls out a tablet device – a “content box” – from which he , reads a from it pre-formulated written words of thankstatement thanking Webers for choosing the hospital.  and fills in the information that Weber gives him in designated lines. He He then reads asks a series of generic questions generated by an app from the device and taps the answers onto the tabletin his hand. . Among other things, he asks Weber how he feels today and corrects "What brought you here"?. When Torres wonders about changing the wording of the question, the doctor explains that the first wording can lead the patient to give unfocused answers and waste time (each patient is allotted 15 minutes), and hence - to a loss of revenue for the institution. Weber comments in the answer that in his view, an accurate diagnosis also comes from apparently "irrelevant" information.  In another scene in the continuation of the same episode, the doctors from Portland tell Weber and Torres (whose identity has been revealed in the meantime) that for financial reasons the hospital prefers easy and profitable surgeries, and it even takes public relations actions (providing healthy lifestyle lectures and medically adopting a basketball team) that do not save lives. They also say that in this hospital the eye of the owner sees everything. The doctors say that they do not feel comfortable making independent decisions, since all the conduct in the institution is recorded using microphones and security cameras attached to the walls of the rooms and corridors and transmitting to a control room from which other doctors remotely monitor the actions of their colleagues. The shocked doctors return to their Seattle hospital and lead the uprising of their friends against the sale of the institution to Pegasus. 	Comment by JJ:  I have cut this description down as it was too detailed, which makes it harder to read. We don’t need so many details of the plot here, just a precis of the main points.

For example, I deleted this:

including asking Weber how he feels today, which he corrects to “what brought you here?” When Torres asks why he changed the wording of the question, the doctor explains that the initial wording might cause a patient to give unfocused answers and waste time (doctors are allotted 15 minutes per patient), and to a loss of revenue. Weber comments that in his view, accurate diagnoses also come from apparently “irrelevant” information.  

As this fine detail is not directly related to your main argument about touch and tactile experiences so feels like a bit of a digression.	Comment by JJ: I don’t think you need this section, since it is not about the computerization of health screening and electronic health records, which is the main point you are making. This section is more about the debate over public health and disease prevention as a way to save health costs, and about corporate surveillance, which doesn’t relate to your book’s main thesis about touch and tactile experiences.

The danger is that including material that digresses quite a bit from your main argument, you lose the thread of your book, make the chapter too long and less focussed, and risk losing your readers’ attention.
Theis chapterepisode, which is part of a very popular series in Western countries over two decades in the 21st century, contains centers on a critical discussion of the idea of  " Get more done and be efficient" .around the absurdity of corporate efficiency.  Instead of  In this, the meaning of  physically replacing personal touchexamining with the uniquea patient, a doctor uses  body with contact with a this case the tablet computer. The tablet stores , where dozens of electronic recordsdocuments are store, includingd: the knowledge about the patient, the patient’s notes and instructions for his treatment, th. e documentation of the treatments and the hospital procedures. The From the course of the scene it is clear that the hospital, concerned withwhich is interested in financial profit even at the expense of the patients’' well-being, instructs the doctors not to waste time and examinexamining pe the patients , with their own hands but to move from screen to screenfollow instructions on a screen. The argument being made here byposition of Shonda Rhimes, the creator of Grey’s Anatomythe series who makes very active use of the television medium to convey social criticism, is that rationality and utilitarianism in pursuit of  functioning in light of the principle of efficiency is not always worthwhiley way of life, neither from the a moral pperspective oint of view nor from that of providing the point of view of the product: adequate medical care.

 The skeptical worldview expressed in the series episode towards replacing human touch with instructions from a “content box” echoes some ideas of  can be summed up in the emerging postdigita"l movement. . ThisAccording to the definition of the term, shared as used by academics, journalists,  and cultural commentators, itdescribes is the "“return of the analog"” or a "“historic phase of technological development that takes place after the digital revolution"” or a "“means to escape the fetishization of the new and the culture of upgrades.” [footnoteRef:23] The British culture and art researchers Almost a quarter of a century ago, Robert Pepperelll and Michael Pont defined this phenomenon  already at the beginning of the millennium as "“the rejection of the perceptual change implied by the expression of the digital revolution, which means a logic of off/on or zero/one".”. [footnoteRef:24] That is, the postdigital movement it is essentially a protest against the notion that digital technologies digital means will sooner or later eliminate everything that preceded them –  and that this is a good thingit is appropriate that this should be done. 	Comment by JJ: It would be better to paraphrase these quotes so that they flow better as part of the text, which would include noting who said them. 

I can’t edit this because your footnote is incomplete and so it is not possible to understand where these quotes came from. [23:  2016, p. 325  ]  [24:  p. 2. Pepperell & Punt, 2000,  ] 

What these thinkers have in common, as well as artists and social activists, and even people people who do not engage in social thinking in everyday life, is a lack of understanding of man's the role of place humans in the digital world and as an inseparable part of it – the total way in which the new technologies "“disappeared"” their predecessors without providing a proper replacement for some of their features. It is possible to define this set of critics as proponents of the "“post-digital"” idea. This concept unites all those who shy away from the value and ideological world that these new technologies brought with them, including the sanctification of efficiency. Everyone is interested in more balance between digital and non-digital aspects of people's lives, and they strive for more balance in the world of values that the technologies of the 21st century represent.	Comment by JJ: I am not sure what the intended meaning is here or of the highlighted graf.

As it is presented, the meaning here seems to be those cited in the preceding paragraph (i.e., those espousing a “post digital worldview”) do not understand the “role of humans in the digital world” and in particular how new technologies have rendered their predecessors obsolete, even though they do not completely replace all of the features of those old technologies. Why does this mean that those quoted in the preceding graf have a “lack of understanding of the role of humans in the digital world”?

Or is the term “lack of understanding” a mistranslation? 

Also: perhaps it is worth qualifying some of the terms here. You refer to “artists and social activists” but do all artists think the same way? There are lots of artists who use digital technologies in their work. And “social activists” is a very wide term in English – e.g. it could mean someone who is campaigning against homelessness. 

What is the intended meaning of “people who do not engage in social thinking”-- perhaps just something like “ordinary people, as opposed to intellectuals”?

Also: When what is the intended meaning of the last sentence starting “everyone is interested in more balance….” -- is this your own view i.e. you believe that every single person wants more balance between digital and non-digital in their lives? (if so, you can of course make this argument but you might want to give some indication of how you came to the conclusion that *everyone* wants this?). Or is the intended meaning that the hallmark of ALL proponents of the post-digital worldview is that THEY ALL seek more balance...?
 It is no coincidence thatot for nothing that the term the prefix "“post"” was chosen included to in characterize the term used to describe these ideasis mindset. To understand the essence of the definition, one must start with  go down to the linguistic root.  The word prefix "“post"” has can have two meanings in the dictionary of researchers and philosophers. The first : one meansimplies something new, which is  canceling superseding or canceling the what came beforeprevious one. The most prominent example of this is the use of the Pterminology "the post-modernism, situation" for example, , which refers to the complete transformation of the world of content and social relations that took place in industrialized Western societies that replaced “modernity.” in a recent alternative to it. The claim of postmodernism in this context means the cancellation of "modernity".  The "“modern"” social world contains was characterized by fixed and stable values, clear  with social divisions, and binaryreliance on concepts such as "“good"” and "“bad".”, "quality" and "non-quality".  In the social reality of the "postmodern world,t-modern" world, the assertion prevails that everything is in the eye of the beholder,  and every values are or criterion is nothing more than a "personal truth or stories.story". However,  	Comment by JJ: I don’t think you need this paragraph. It feels like a digression into semantics that doesn’t really help you describe or define what you mean by post-digital. It also risks getting bogged down in details of unrelated movements, like post-feminism (which has several different definitions, not just the one you provide) which interrupts your flow of ideas. I think you could just explain what YOU mean by post digital, and give some discussion of what others have said about it, particularly given that postdigital has several definitions or expressions including in art.

The chapter is also rather long, so trimming out some paragraphs that are digressions will help improve the flow of ideas and make them more digestible.

As noted in a comment above, there are different definitions of postdigital, including this general one from PCMagazine:

Definition of post-digital era | PCMag 

“(1) Since the advent of the digital age. Today's time frame. See post-PC era.

(2) Beyond the digital age. In this context, the postdigital era (often sans dash) refers to a humanistic approach to solving problems (discourse, cooperation, etc.) with less emphasis on numerical analysis and computerized solutions for everything. See post-PC era.”

This paper describes it as “as a term that can be used to describe either a contemporary disenchantment with digital information systems and media gadgets, or a period in which our fascination with these systems and gadgets has become historical.”

Within this, postdigital is also an art movement...
On the other hand, sometimes, the phrase prefix "“post"” iappears to indicates  a new social phenomenon that is more akin to a dialectical development or shift than a clean historical break touches more "softly" on its predecessors.  Thus, when it comes to the expression "post-feminismPost-feminist"s, for example, , it refers to the attitude adopted by those who do not believe that feminism is obsolete has passed away, but wish to express thoughts and reflections regarding the range of definitions used by those who consider themselves “feminists.”	Comment by JJ: There are different definitions for postfeminism, so I would be careful here. Sometimes it has been used to suggest a clean historical break with feminism, and sometimes in the way described here. E.g., see

Feminism, Ethics, and History, or What Is the "Post" in Postfeminism? on JSTOR 
define a woman as "liberated".  
Those Even those who consider themselves part of the "post-digital" movement do not call for think about the a "post-digital" world, but consider abouthow best  the way to live with contemporary new technologies. Being “post-digital” does not mean subscribing to In other words, we are not talking about those who have a utopian social vision of aaccording to which a mass return to a world free of digital technologies is possible. The crux of post-digitalism is an , but in opposition to the absolute dedication devotion to them such technologies and a demand plea that those to voice things without earning looks of disdain or pity as those who choose not do not to adopt or be in thrall to, every new technology should not be considered “Luddites.”follow the "pace of the times". 	Comment by JJ: Is this the intended meaning here.
Indeed, in contemporary reality it is not always easy to claim that old communication technologies can, in some cases, withstand the test of time, at least as long as the digital world does not offer them suitable alternatives.  Moreover, in today's reality there is an increasing need to examine thethe need to wonder about the meaning of efficiency and speed in people’s's lives, values that digital technologies promote, is increasing. Recent years have seen a rising number of A series of social movements that call phenomena are related to the call for  to live a reduction in the pace of modern life, and urge people to and even to avoid overloading themselves with activities and  flooding the agenda with activities and overloading the head with information. TheProminent in this regard is the global slow movement that discusses calls for people to slow down slow consumption is prominent in this regard. This movement has expressed ideas about “, slow cities” and “slow food.”[footnoteRef:25].  Even those of those who are not adherents of the concept slow movement might choose tostill make sure to disconnect switch off their smartphones in the evenings, on weekends, from the mobile device in the afternoon or at least during family dinnersdinner. Also, the network is full of An increasing number of magazine and news articles extolling the benefits of not warnings about continuing to answering emails on weekends, or offeringand recommendations for digital detoxesgoing on a screen-free vacation. 	Comment by JJ: What is the intended meaning here?

Why is this claim not easy to make, if the “digital world does not offer suitable alternatives”? Surely if there is no digital alternative to an old technology, is it easier to argue that this old technology has “withstood the test of time”?

Perhaps the intended meaning is:

It is not always easy to argue that analog technologies can sometimes withstand the test of time (in cases where digital technologies do not offer suitable replacements, such as EXAMPLE)”

However if so, consider giving an example of a technology that fits this description and explain why it is not easy to make this argument. 	Comment by JJ: Consider adding some citations to back up your argument. [25:  Osbaldiston, 2013 ] 

The postdigital context movement has producedresulted in a variety of feelings and reactions towards old media.  The American researcher and writer Jessica Pressman claimed in her book " Bookishness
Loving Books in a Digital Age " that she recognizespoints to in popular culture a series of references and quotes in popular culture that she believes express our longing for print culture.  There might beAccording to her, even if  you can find fewer print books in stores, but you can actually find references to and quotes of  from and aboutthe  books  culture throughout permeate the digital culture. E-books and online publications have adopted the look and features of print books, including the illustration of shapes using letterpress signs. At the same time, collecting and reading print books can be interpreted as a postdigital statement against the technological changes that have merged into the totality of our 21st century experiences. Since the ownership of books and its externalization are a means of projecting an identity, print book collectors are attempting to indicate the existence of another entity in their possession alongside that of the digital world..[footnoteRef:26] Among other things, she mentions the adoption of the look of the book and its features specifically in the digital books, various web ventures that include the illustration of shapes using letterpress signs, and even newspaper magazines that embarrass the "end of the book".  [26:  Jessica Pressman, Bookishness: Loving Books in a Digital Age (New York: Columbia, 2020).] 

According to her, those who nevertheless collect and read printed books express a "post-digital" statement against the technological changes that have merged into the totality of experiences of the citizens of the 21st century. Since the ownership of books and its externalization are a means of projecting an identity, those collectors are trying to indicate the existence of another entity in their possession alongside that of the digital world.  
The materiality of analog media technologies like books and records, where interaction is based on distinct touch with the surface of each and every one of the messages, means that they do not promote will not meet the criterion of efficiency. All   On the other hand, what all these technologies sharehave in common are three essential features that can be interpreted in a post-digital spirit: stability, distinctiveness, and uniquenessone-time performance. The starting point for the experience of stability is that each message is related to the its medium in a way that allows you to touch it physicallyto feel it with your hand.  The stability of the material includes two guarantees: t.  One is hat it willto persistsurvive over time (. This is in contrast to the transience and temporality of the digital bits, whose validity existence beyond the here- and- now is never guaranteed), and that .  The second - thatit is impossible to add to the content of the message without the addition without being noticed. EThe outer limits of each of these textsobjects – discrete  - copies of books, records, and newspapers – containscontain a definitive and sealed fixed set of ideas and opinions that are difficult to or impossible to updatechange. Distinctiveness 	Comment by JJ: Consider unpacking this concept and explaining exactly what you mean here. Providing an example to illustrate this would really help the reader understand and connect with your meaning.	Comment by JJ: discrete? Unique? Individual?
Differentiated means that through the use of two sensory systems (the eye and the hand) it it is possiblepossible, through sight and touch, to distinguish one object from another. One of the most important and significant human skills is the ability to sort objects into classes, either according to the a set of common characteristics of all the items belonging to that class or according to the common functionsfunction of a group of items. [footnoteRef:27] This is how we distinguish between chairs and tables, and or between proper content and inappropriate content. [footnoteRef:28] This skill, which is actively supported by touch, is essential and even critical since  because it allows us to project implications beyond our unique experience of an with each and every object. W, and without touch, we cannot  is not possible to perceive each an object of them as unique or special, special and standing on its own.[footnoteRef:29]  “Content boxes” do not have this feature: t. There is no difference between one piece of content and another that can be felt discerned by touching a screen. Finally, our 	Comment by JJ: Since you make this argument that touch is used to distinguish classes of objects, I consider replacing “proper and inappropriate content” in the previous sentence with another directly related example, as people do not decide between “proper and inappropriate content” based on touch, it is a cultural and social division. [27:  Rosch, 1977
]  [28:  Trafton, 2011.  
]  [29:  Kadlaskar et al., 2020. ] 

The one-time characteristic is also characterizes the variety of products discussed here.. Tability to physically touching a surface (paper or plastic) with the human hand makesis what makes a particular document, book copy, record, or photograph unique,  even if other copies of it exist, and this is because each person  of us has a unique fingerprint. 
These three essential features correspond in the spirit of the technological affordances approach theory with the "“social imagination"” of producers and audiences,  and also with aspects of the postdigital ideasworldview.. 
The solidity and fixity of thanalog technology  in the print press is a source of comfort to many. Print newspapers also help them people be certain know for sure that the news information they are reading in their possession is not differentiate from fake news. Special photos are still printed out on paper, framed, and hung on the walls, because no one wants to see them lost in the vastness of the netso that they are not lost in the vastness of cyberspace.  Reading printed newspapers and arranging pasting photos in leatherboundan albums  might not be are not everyday actions in an age of digital  where the demand to act in the spirit of the value of efficiency is so determined, but they are still with us. I intend to show that the presence of old analog technologies in our lives, although while not as dominant at the beginning of the third decade of the 21sttoday  century as in the past, is here to stay. In some cases, there seems to be acceptance that in the visible reality an analog technology will continue to operate alongside its digital “replacement.” Although both are based originate on touch-based interaction, but each of them operates according to a different social imaginary. 	Comment by JJ: Consider providing a reference here to support this statement	Comment by JJ: Consider providing an example to illustrate this for readers
According to The famous Italian philosopher Umberto Eco, the idea that new technology simply supplants the old is “much too simplistic.” It has never been the case that one idea or technology “simply killed something else,” but rather that “something has profoundly changed something else.."” [footnoteRef:30] The papyrus, the scroll, and the paper book coexisted for centuries. The same may happen to the olanalog technologies.  These will be available to people to those who do not want to spend all their time interacting with “content boxes” and absorb the personal and social implications of living in the shadow of the values that these spread. The chapters of this book explore different aspects of these phenomena.	Comment by JJ: It is better to find an official English translation or original English text for quotations rather than back-translating them from Hebrew, as it is never possible to do so accurately.

I have paraphrased this quote here to try to help this graf flow better and avoid quoting chunks of text but the full quote is

“in the history of culture it has never happened that something has simply killed something else. Something has profoundly changed something else”

Microsoft Word - Dokument2 (muni.cz) 

In the footnote, you should put a citation from the English book, not the Hebrew version	Comment by JJ: The intended meaning here is unclear, do you mean “alongside each other”? [30:  Eco, 1996, p. 304] 
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