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ABSTRACT
In the following critique, we attempt to engage with, reflect upon,
and problematize how we might care for the commons by open-
ing a discursive space for us as researchers to be touched by our
troubled presence in a world rapidly moving towards a number
of far-from equilibrium tipping points. We will do this in relation
to our (the three authors’) experiences with a particular area of
Copenhagen: Amager Fælled (in English ‘Amager Common’). Our
text, the result of an experimental and undisciplined collabora-
tive writing project, adopts a posthuman epistemology and is an
implicit critique of solutionist ways of conceiving participative
computing where the dichotomies between e.g. agency-structure,
body-mind and research subjects-objects can be easily identified
and used. By linking our three vignettes of personal encounters
with a specific common and its associated commoning practices, we
show our different personal and affective relationship to Amager
Fælled. Through them we interweave our private and professional
selves and reflect on our positioning with regards to immediate
and future ecological concerns towards more sustainable futures
in HCI and design. By weaving together bodily felt experiences,
technological engagements, and theoretical perspectives, we aim
towards cultivating an agenda for future research and activation
that both resonates with existing research in HCI and design and
hopefully opens new discussions and research trajectories.
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1 INTRODUCTION
The following critique is the result of an experimental and inten-
tionally undisciplined collaborative writing project which tries to
engage with, reflect upon, and problematize how we might care for
the commons by opening a discursive space for us as researchers to
be touched by our troubled presence [25] in a world rapidly moving
towards a number of far-from equilibrium tipping points [17]. We
will do this in relation to our (the three authors’) experiences with a
particular area of Copenhagen: Amager Fælled (in English ‘Amager
Common’). In writing up this critique we are inspired by Isabelle
Stenger’s Putting Problematization to the Test of our Present from
2019 [25]. In her article, Stengers provides a conceptual foundation
and a call for action for scholars and researchers to allow them-
selves to be touched by current sensible events in the present – not
least pertaining to an ongoing ecological crisis – and turning this
into a call for action to change the current state of affairs. Here,
critique cannot be carried out from the outside or at a distance; it is
situated at the frontiers “(. . .) as the cultivation of a philosophical
ethos, carrying out the work of thought under the experimental
form of a historico-practical test imposed by our present, insepa-
rable from the modes of problematization our present makes us
capable of.” [25 pp. 10f] Following this, we situate this paper as
an implicit critique of solutionist ways of conceiving participative
computing where the dichotomies between e.g. agency-structure,
body-mind, research subjects-objects can be easily identified and
used. Our work is carried out at the frontiers, in quasi real-time,
in an attempt to catalyze a sustained engagement with themes we
believe are not only important in relation to the conference theme
– participative computing for sustainable futures – but for both
human and non-human survival. Hence, the critique is emergent
and in-the-making and in search for a form; it is as much unfolding
a field of problematization as it attempts to engage with this field
from the point of view of HCI and design research in a broader
sense.

The presented work is the result of a collaboration between three
researchers coming out of different yet interrelated backgrounds
broadly within design research and HCI. We all shared an interest in
exploring the entanglements [1, 8] between commons, technology,
participation, affect and ecologies. We have different entry points
to bring this to life; one researcher adds to the mix affect theoretical
concerns in a more-than-human perspective and uses experimental
ways of listening through interactive sound design to activate these
ecological concerns when living ‘at the end of the world’ [9–11];
another has interests in Participatory Design, urban commons and
their intersections with digital commons [4], and another focuses
on commoners and commoning practices primarily from a feminist
standpoint highlighting affective entanglements and labour dimen-
sions [19–21]. Over the past few years, our research trajectories
have been interwoven through our joint engagement with Amager
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Fælled: a piece of land that stretches over 223 acres only a few kilo-
meters from the very center of Copenhagen and 500 meters from
the University we are affiliated with. We find Amager Fælled to be
a rare case of a commons - explicitly labeled and referred to as such
since “Fælled” translates into “common”. Whereas urban commons
often refer to entities like public space, shared urban gardening
etc. [7], Amager Fælled retains elements of the commons as shared
pastures, where people can bring their animals to feed on the grass.
The concept and mechanisms of commons has stood the test of
time, but at the same time Commons are fragile - they can be easily
depleted, or they can be overcome by other models that emphasize
private or publicly owned property rather than shared ownership.
This is exactly the case for Amager Fælled, where the municipal-
ity is currently in the process of building a new neighbourhood
– Fælledby – providing housing for 5000 people and comprising
12 acres of land. This has prompted a range of protests and local
practices from people concerned with what is happening and what
will happen to this shared space and the kind of “commoning” that
takes place in and around Amager Fælled. These commoning prac-
tices are to a very large extent catalyzed by affective socio-nature
encounters [18, 24], testifying to the power of nature to mobilize
action. As synthesized below, these practices often include different
kinds of technologies with a participatory aim, including fundrais-
ing initiatives, awareness events, public protests, performative and
community building initiatives, and many more.

In our attempt to carry out a critique “at the frontiers”, we also
believe it is valuable to relate to the seminal work on care by Maria
Puig de la Bellacasa [23, 24] who argues that care signifies ”(...) an
affective state, a material vital doing, and an ethico-political obliga-
tion.” [23, p. 20]. Our exploration - and we are far from bringing it
as an answer or solution of any kind - attempts at first opening our
eyes to the interplay of these dimensions in the place(s) where we
happen to be at this point in our lives, and the environment that
envelops our everyday life – in this case Amager Fælled – in rela-
tion to our research practice. Taking a step further, we look at what
people in this environment are doing, what actions they are taking
with regards to contemporary threats – how they care – because
we care and would like to extend this into a continued engagement.
We report on our individual as well as our shared experiences of
Amager Fælled in the form of written vignettes and pictures based
on explorations that have also involved a listening workshop in the
area and different kinds of technological design interventions. In
the end, our aim is to simultaneously problematize the ongoing lack
of caring for the commons in the particular case of Amager Fælled,
our own positionality as researchers in relation to this and how
we might engage with such situations more broadly as a research
community. In the following section, we will present in more de-
tail the circumstances surrounding Amager Fælled before moving
into activating our engagement with participative computing for
sustainable futures.

2 AMAGER FÆLLED’S STRUGGLE AND
HISTORY

Amager Fælled is a piece of land in the North-east area of Amager
(a large island region that borders South of Copenhagen’s city
centre. Amager Fælled came at the heart of an ongoing contestation

among local government, construction companies, environmental
organization and activists as well as regular citizens for the past six
or eight years. It is part of Nature Park Amager and is owned by
the Municipality of Copenhagen. Historically, the area of Amager
Fælled had been used as a waste dumping ground, execution ground,
and military shooting range for testing weaponry and ammunition
until 1990 when most of that area was given a special preservation
status, and thus came to be known as Amager Fælled. In fact, today,
the area is one of the richest zones of biodiversity in Denmark, and
the area hosts one of the oldest preserved natural habitats in the
country, Strandengen, which has not been touched for more than
5000 years. Also for this reason the area is now protected under the
Danish Law of Nature protections (§3 and 16).

However, during the early 90s Copenhagen municipality started
making long-term major plans for the further urban development
of the eastern side of Amager, and therefore also involving Amager
Fælled. This is when a deal was struck to support the construction
of the Copenhagen Metro through the independent development
company By & Havn (City and Harbour) which has close ties to the
municipal administration. With strong political support at the time,
it was decided to finance the construction of the metro by selling
an area of Amager Fælled to By & Havn to develop new housing in
anticipation of the needs for more apartments in a growing capital.
The large development project – Fælledby ApS – initiated in the
last few years is directly linked to those decisions.
Between 2015 and 2016, when the beginning of the project im-
plementation approached, things started escalating: protests by
local environmental organizations (mainly AFV – Amager Fælleds
Venner and DN - Danmarks Naturfredningsforening - The Danish
Union for Nature Preservation) ensued and leveraged on the Am-
ager Fælled’s status of protected area as a means to raise concerns
among citizens, and to put pressure on themunicipality for stopping
the development project. Protests succeeded and the mayor backed
down from supporting the development project at the area Stran-
dengen, which came to a halt, At the same time, and soon after, the
municipality engaged in a negotiation at state level for removing
the status of protected land at least from a part of Amager Fælled,
Lærkesletten, which also succeeded. This allowed for the develop-
ment plans to resume, although with new residential projects and
in different areas of Amager Fælled, and for more disappointment,
protests, and opposition by environmental organizations and many
citizens to build up. Currently, even if environmental organizations
manage to temporarily stop or slow down the implementation of
the new plans, these are still confirmed and planned to move for-
ward. Large parts of Amager Fælled have been fenced off and nature
cleared out, and right now, the area is one of the most contested
building sites in the country.
The biggest and most coordinated protest group, Amager Fælleds
Venner (AFV), is using different technological platforms and tools
to support commoning practices, build community and mobilize
action. AFV’s Facebook group has 33.300 members (April 2022) and
is used on a daily basis by its members to discuss issues, plan events,
to express love towards Amager Fælled and, importantly, document
the development process and what it might mean for biodiversity
and wildlife in the Fælled. To achieve this, a lot of photographs
and videos are distributed, some of which have also been recorded
by drones. Members of the group have also orchestrated listening
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events and walks in the Fælled to attune to the place and nature. In
the Autumn 2021, the group raised more than 2 mio DKK in less
than 48 hours as part of a lawsuit against the developer, testifying
to its potential to mobilize action. The group consists of quite di-
verse members who have an ongoing discussion of what means
to mobilise in the fight for Amager Fælled, e.g. whether the group
should be affiliated with Extinction Rebellion which has a more
activist orientation than some of the group members. At the same
time, both politicians and the developer of the land (By & Havn +
Fælledby ApS) contiunuously try to either ignore or discredit the
group and its members. Interestingly, many of the values pursued
in AFV are also the values the developer mention on their website
– https://f{\T1\ae}lledby.dk/ – namely that of biodiversity, sustain-
ability etc. Clearly, however, there are differences in opinion when
it comes to achieving these goals.

Figure 1: Map of Amager Fælled with, at the center of the
bottom area, the Vejlands Kvarter construction site. Copy-
right: OpenStreeMap and contributors. Available under Open
Database License.

3 THREE ENCOUNTERS WITH AMAGER
FÆLLED

The three of us work at a university located just beside the north-
eastern tip of Amager Fælled. In addition to professional interests in
the topics of commons and commoning as outlined at the beginning
of our introduction, we continuously also encounter Amager Fælled
on a relatively regular basis - we cross it by bike on the way to

and from work, or on strolls or runs. We have all joined the AFV
Facebook group and some of us have also purposefully joined some
activities organised by AFV to protest against the plans for new
construction.

During the last years, we have been trying to build up a shared
research agenda around questions that have arisen in connection
to our encounters with Amager Fælled. We have participated in
joint events, e.g. a listening walk with and without technology, to
attune to the ecological qualities of the place. And we are currently
supervising several student projects exploring Amager Fælled as a
case study for design. Even this paper is an attempt at collecting
thoughts and ideas into a somewhat coherent format for develop-
ing future projects. Somehow, we have an intuition about how the
different projects might be tied together – but we have lacked the
time or opportunity to put things together. We therefore appreciate
the critique format – as a way of inviting readers into the mak-
ing of projects and ideas in situations characterised by far-from
equilibrium wicked problems which is most often the case when
developing participatory techno-ecological engagements.

To initiate our collaboration on this paper, we each brought a
small written piece about our relationship to Amager Fælled to
trigger joint discussions and provide a contour for the exploratory
writing. The challenge to find a unifying objective, focus, or even
epistemology which would not be detrimental to other possible
ones which each of us deemed relevant, emerged clearly already at
our early meetings. Therefore, it soon became a choice of ours to
use our own personal experiences and these small written pieces
to refine shared understandings, but not necessarily for finding
syntheses or closure on what ‘caring for the commons’ might mean
or how it should be done. The experimental format of the Critique as
defined for NordiCHI, gave us the opportunity and drive to pursue
an unorthodox, or even undisciplined way of doing ‘research’ and
reporting on it.

In the following, we present the individual stories that grew out
of these initial pieces and the subsequent conversations related
to Amager Fælled. We present them in the form of three written
vignettes that are augmented by pictures and links to audiovisual
material. By saying it with Puig de la Bellacasa and Barad’s words,
in so doing we hope to account for and make visible the neglected
things: the attachments and affective entanglements that always
and inevitably are inextricably connected to how certain matters
come to matter - caring for the commons in our case.

3.1 Vignette 1: The Fence
The first time I saw the fence that would later become the wall
surrounding the development project Fælledby, I was on parental
leave but had set up a very relaxed walk’n’talk meeting at Amager
Fælled with a collaborative partner from an organization engaged
with urban nature and two potential collaborators (a landscape
architect & a data scientist). I had brought my third child, who
was around 8 months old at the time, in a pram, and he was about
to sleep when we arrived at a meeting point close to the Fælled.
We entered near the DR Metro and started walking and talking
about the projects that we would jointly like to explore, among
other things how to measure and develop metrics of affective and
emotional qualities so they could play a role in urban development
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and city planning.Wewent places that I had never seen before, more
wild, untamed than what I had normally experienced. But suddenly,
there was a fence, in the middle of all the nature, surrounding
Lærkesletten, prohibiting us from entering the area. I think it had
been up there only for a couple of days, and even though I had seen
pictures of it in the Facebook group for Amager Fælleds Venner, it
was a visceral experience to suddenly be in front of it. As we walked
along the fence, we met people carrying signs and preparing for
protests. We saw policemen patrolling the area, and we were afraid
to stand on the path too long – until the person from the urban
nature organisation intentionally tried blocking the pathway and
to obstruct the patrolling as an act of micro-resistance. The fenced
off area seemed huge. You could see construction workers engaging
in activities of land/site development; trees were being marked for
being cut down, the machines had already entered the area.

Walking around with my 8-month-old son sleeping in a pram,
witnessing the actual scope of the planned developmental area,
seeing the fence, protesters and police was an affective encounter
for me. All the theoretical questions about how we might influence
urban planning by developing affective technologies capturing data
about the positive impact on people’s wellbeing, biodiversity etc.
suddenly seemed so far away in the future when faced with this
immediate threat of destruction of an entire habitat. The story
about how the preservation of the place had been lifted by the
municipality, and all the narratives about how this building project
was necessary to pay the debt for developing the Metro started
entangling in this very lived experience of the consequences of these
actions. Being there meant feeling the impact of those decisions,
and it was a feeling of destruction, of not caring for either the
environment nor the future generations - such as my son in the
pram.

Figure 2: Pictures of the fence, the construction workers, the
police and the protestersmarchingwith signs. Photo by Jonas
Fritsch.

When Neera Singh [24] writes about the commons as sites for
affective socio-nature encounters and co-becomings, I feel that she
is writing exactly about some of the things happening in Amager
Fælled right now. I think that the politicians and urban developers
are grossly underestimating the power of nature and technologies
for mobilizing affect to fight for a better/different future - or to
create counter-narratives and initiate activist practices. The idea
that that which had been previously defined as a preserved area, a
common, suddenly becomes a site of private property development
just seems horrible in the light of the climate disasters we are facing
today – how could this even happen with knowledge we have?
What are the tactics and practices spurring out of this affective
socio-natural mobilization? How do we develop activist practices
of caring in a state of emergency with research seemingly moving
at such a slow pace compared to the world that surrounds us?
And what role might participative computing technologies and
collectives play in this context? At present, the fence has now
become a wall – painted in the same colours as the traditional
Copenhagen benches but also a canvas for protest slogans – but
the clock is ticking.

3.2 Vignette 2: Encountering the
environmentalists in the neighborhood

In mid-2020 when still in full lock-down for covid-19 pandemic,
I moved with my wife and our dog to a newly built residential
area that lies a few hundred meters south of Amager Fælled. This
was a great improvement in quality of life, because we were now
surrounded by green parks, and open natural areas, one of which
is Amager Fælled: taking strolls there made the grim and stressful
situation of the pandemic or lock-downmore bearable. Furthermore,
when corona related restrictions eased, crossing or coasting Amager
Fælled became a nearly daily routine for me, since my workplace
lies exactly at its other, Northern end.

Figure 3: Neve observing and wondering about wild horses
during one of her usual walks in Amager Fælled. Photo by
Giacomo Poderi
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It was not long after our relocation that Amager Fælled became
something more than just the green area I saw when going to work,
cycling around the area, or bringing our dog tomeet wild horses: my
Facebook feed started being populated by a lot of posts of nearby
initiatives that concerned Amager Fælled. Two of these got my
attention: a Torchlight procession, and a call for participation into
a participatory management, or participatory governance, platform
where all major urban plans get listed for public examination and
consultation, before being approved and started. I joined both. I
first took time to try understanding the development plans and the
functioning of the consultation platform raised my perplexities and
concerns against the development plans around Amager Fælled in
the platform, and I noticed that many others did the same. I was
one among many. It was therefore rather disappointing to see that
only a few days after the closing of the consultation process, and
despite the incredible number of opposing voices, the development
project was announced to move forward as nothing had happened.

Figure 4: People at the Amager Fælled Friends Torchlight
procession of 22 October 2020, joined by Giacomo. Photo and
video by Giacomo Poderi. Link to video.

Therefore, soon after, I felt motivated and eager to attend the
Torchlight procession, on a not so cold autumn evening, when again
an unexpectedly high number of young, adult, and elderly people
attended. The event was initially started by a series of brief talks
by activists who explained the endangered situation of Amager
Fælled, and what they were trying to do to stop such a destructive
development project. This was followed by the beginning of the pro-
cession which was organized as a round path in the southern part
of Amager Fælled, approximately where the construction would
take place. Few ‘stations’ for new torches were set up along the
way and nearby them a few activists or experts would be available
to chat about the struggle of Amager Fælled. Since then, I always
remained connected to the Amager Fælled Facebook group and
Amager Fælled Friends activities, with the intention to follow and
understand the development of this ongoing struggle, but also to
find ways to relate my research work on commoning practice and
commoners labour and affective relations to the commons, with
nature preservation in the context of this struggle.

Therefore, I started thinking more proactively about: possible
research and intervention projects to focus on nature preservation
and the specific struggle of Amager Fælled; to accept and invite
students’ theses or projects for design and design research that can
investigate the complexity of nature preservation in the urban con-
text; and to look for collaborations with other likeminded scholars
who would be interested in this area of research and intervention.
For instance, this is also why I gladly joined an Amager Fælled
sound walk organized by a colleague in the context of his work
on affective design explorations in nature. Together with a dozen
of colleagues we walked around in the northern part of Amager
Fælled and brought sound recording equipment with us. We per-
formed different recordings of nature sounds (wind, water streams,
footsteps on gravel. . .) while walking around and, at the same time,
we talked about the nature and biodiversity present in Amager
Fælled and the forthcoming changes that the development project
would imply for a big part of Amager Fælled.

3.3 Vignette 3: Experiencing Amager Fælled
(over the last 4 years)

I think it’s nice to have an actual, “old style” commons in a city. By
“old style” I mean open pastures. Similar commons exist all through
Denmark, but one usually encounters them in the countryside,
when suddenly there is a door in the electric fence surrounding a
field. The doors are not locked and next to them there is usually
an information board explaining whose animals are grazing there.
One is free to enter the field and walk there. There are sometimes
also picnic tables scattered here and there. The same kind of com-
mons infrastructure exists in Amager Fælled. Most of the area is
open, with well-maintained paths, but part of it is just like in the
countryside, fenced, with openable doors and little info boards, and
one can encounter cows grazing there. The cows, of the Hereford
variety, belong to the Copenhagen Kogræsserlaug volunteer-based
and citizen-run cooperative, which was founded in a collaboration
between the City of Copenhagen and the Danish Society for Nature
Conservation. I walked on several occasions in Amager Fælled:
alone, with my dog when he was still alive, with my husband, and
with colleagues. With the latter, we, on two occasions, recorded
sounds and took pictures. The soundscape is a bit disconcerting
to me. The hum of the cars is almost always present, but there are
also people, bicycles, dogs, birds, insects, and the cows when they
are there or when one’s path goes near them. In spring, frog babies
emerge from the little canals and take over at night. Some sadly
die under the wheels of cyclists in a hurry. During the spring and
summer of 2019, caterpillars had invaded a big part of the Fælled.
Walking there felt like Halloween. . .

When we went to Amager Fælled with colleagues to record
sounds, we ended up with a series of short clips. Listening back to
the short sound clips we had recorded with colleagues, we noticed
they reported the sound of wind, walking on gravel, birds, people
talking, people running or cycling, the hum of cars, police or am-
bulance sirens, and the buzz of an insect. We started wondering:
what can we do with this collected material? For me, it would be
important to give back to the community. I feel ambiguous and
uncertain about my own professional interest in an activist commu-
nity, especially that this time I am not part of this community. Some
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Figure 5: One of the fences of the grazing ground in Amager Fælled with info panels on both sides. Photo by Joanna Saad-
Sulonen.

Figure 6: Documenting and recording in Amager Fælled on two occasions. Photos by Joanna Saad-Sulonen.

years ago, when I was living in Aarhus, I became a member of the
Aarhus Organic Food Association, which was grounded in mem-
bers’ voluntary work. While being a member, I also researched how
the community self-organised and what their artifact ecology were;

inviting my colleagues into the research (they though remained
non-members; see e.g. [4]). I did not feel awkward in this double
role of member/researcher, because I was directly contributing to
the community - through my volunteer work (taking my turns to
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receiving the vegetables from the farmers and packing them). In
hindsight, the research work we did could have been better brought
back to the community. My lame excuse for eventually cutting my
interaction was that my postdoc contract ended and I left Aarhus -
more participatory research could have been developed, providing
more direct input to the community.

With Amager Fælled - even though I am interested in the area
and am troubled by the construction plans (and worry about the
frogs, birds, cows, plants, and trees) - I don’t have the drive to be
an activist for this cause. Why? I am not sure. Even if I would not
go as far as blame full blown acedia - the absence of desire to care -
what Kannabiran states in his columns for Interactions magazine,
that ecological activism is exhausting, might have something to
do with my lack of action [13, 14]. I am ashamed to say I did not
make the time nor put any effort to save Amager Fælled from
nature destroying constructions. As such, I feel uncomfortable in
approaching Amager Fælled with what might seem like a greedy,
ivory-tower, academic perspective, even if I am aware that my
research may be action-oriented rather than activist based [5].

4 DISCUSSION
The three vignettes each present a personal trajectory in relation
to Amager Fælled that resonates with larger research themes and
problematic fields which we will unpack in more detail in this dis-
cussion. The first vignette tries to unfold the situated, socio-natural
affective encounter with the transformation of Lærkesletten into a
building site, and it touches on the power of affective socio-nature
encounters to mobilise action, often supported by participatory
technologies and networks. The second vignette brings to the front
a range of serendipitous events that collectively form the contour
of what is still an emergent engagement. And the third vignette
very explicitly touches on the positionality of the researcher and
the dilemmas emerging from the gap between research and activist
practices. Here, we will take some of the themes catalyzed by these
three vignettes and by the conversations we had about them and
attempt to relate them to the overall framing of the critique. This
hopefully initiates some discussions that question participation, the
role of computing in an ecological perspective, and what we may
understand by participative computing for sustainable futures from
a commons and commoning perspective. Naturally, this is meant
more as a generative, speculative, and suggestive starting point
for future explorations than a fully exhausted reply to the lengthy
array of problematizations hinted by this critique.

Our encounters with Amager Fælled and its related practices
of commoning, such as the coming together and self-organisation
of the activists, sparked our interests and influenced how we –
as design researchers - can think, position, or critically reflect on
our role in current and potential future engagements with and in
commoning practices, potentially with each other, the activists,
decision-makers, and the various natural elements. The struggle
of Amager Fælled and the commoning practices emerging in Am-
ager Fælleds Venner emerge as a rich area for doing research, yes,
but at the same time they materialize a situation that touches us
profoundly: a situation of great despair for the humans and non-
humans inhabiting and living in or near the area. By following the
invitations for staying with the trouble [12] and approaching care as

speculative ethos [23], we got prompted to reflect on how to engage
as researchers. Where does the thin line lies which distinguishes
our research interests as a committed attempt to support, help, and
contribute to commoning (despite, or even to the potential detri-
ment of, our professional practice), from a somewhat exploitative
relation that uses the vulnerable condition of Amager Fælled and
its commoners’ affective entanglements as ‘empirical material’ to
substantiate and push forward our research agendas? If we care
for commons, how do we position ourselves but also what kind of
research or intervention work can we try to mobilize?

Through our conversations, we realized that this kind of struggle
resonated a lot with what Judith Butler terms as the bounded and
vulnerable nature of the selves. We are always socially produced
through and by the material conditions of livability we are situated
in, but since we have neither control nor ability to know in full
and anticipate such conditions, our ability to orient and (per)form
ourselves towards a specific goal is limited and opaque.

“It is not that, like Ostrom would say, we know what we want,
and the point is ‘how to get there’: our ‘bounded selves’ indicate
inability to know ‘up to what point’ we can know (our)selves and
‘where to go’. [. . .] our ability to ‘common’ is also shaped by how
we deal collectively with such constitutive relations in performing
our-selves, which are also contingent, emotional and rather opaque
processes of self-formation” [26 pp.62]

As such, Butler argues we should abandon the pursuit of ide-
alized and ideologically connoted versions of pure and perfect re-
search or pure and perfect activism. Rather, we should acknowledge
and accept our bounded nature and engage in the maintenance of
commoning (in our case) relations through mundane, every day,
and somewhat feasible acts to the extent that these enrich and not
alienate us [3].

Starting with our shared and individual engagements and disen-
gagements with Amager Fælled also brings into question our own
position as experts of “participative research” (e.g. in computing,
design, socio-technical interventions). We find it important not
to start (necessarily) from a perspective of computing first; with
the assumptions that computing that is participative (a good thing
ever since Participatory design and the likes) will help solve the
major crises of our times, like the climate catastrophe. Comput-
ing contributes pollution, energy consumption, and inequalities. A
“participative computing for futures" contains a prompt for either
escapism or cooptation [15], unless it gets grounded in a critical un-
derstanding of contemporary problems and their material, political
conditions, and implications. For instance, that certain countries,
demographic segments, and industrial practices are more devastat-
ing than others for social or ecological sustainability and nature
preservation should be an established shared understanding [6],
which does not (and, perhaps, should not) require participatory
deliberation to be reached and grasped, but rather should be the
departing point for rethinking a world where those practices, coun-
tries, demographic segments get disempowered in doing harm. For
example, do we need to, or should we, pursue a participatory ap-
proach which collectively explore and deliberate on what to do
about and for Amager Fælled by putting all the stakes that char-
acterize this struggle – nature preservation, affordable housing,
public finances,... – on the table and at the same level, even when
we know that some of the tensions are non-solvable and often
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fictitious political-ethical dilemmas? Should we take participatory
approaches to urban sustainable developments when most of those
urban sustainable developments are already set to be built on the
destruction of natural areas? And, with all that, what is/can be our
role of researchers/activists – what problems arise in this situation
of caring for the commons?

As shown in the vignettes, such questions also blur the bound-
aries between the personal and professional, since one cannot be
separated from the other. In Putting Problematization to the Test of
Our Present, Isabelle Stengers argues that we must allow ourselves
to be “touched by” sensible events in the present catastrophic times,
so that we might transform our research practices into a call for
action to change the current state of affairs [25]. This, however, is
not a straightforward affair – and it initially creates more problems
than solutions. However, it is exactly in not demanding solutions
and actively seeking to problematize that we might find new ways
of moving ourselves and research into having a positive impact
in the contexts we engage with. What then entails “positive” and
how we know when we have made an “impact” and for whom, are
questions that we must continue to ask ourselves and each other.
One such question might be whether sustainability is enough to
strive for. It is a widely accepted position in a number of ecological
theoretical approaches that while it is of course desirable to arrive
at what might be termed a (more) sustainable way of using our
resources will not get us to where we want; instead, we need to
rebuild, regenerate and add more to a world that has already seen
potentially irreparable losses in cultural and biodiversity (e.g. [27]).
Stopping the harmful practices is of course a step on the patch, but
we need more. Maybe this is one of the reasons why the proposed
development at Amager Fælled is so difficult to process for many
people, including ourselves. Here we see how agreements made
in the 90s meet the radical climate reality of the 20s – but persist
due to complicated entanglements of political and economic inter-
ests. Surely, if we look at the history of Amager Fælled, while the
decision might have been made democratically at the time, it is
definitely a different reality now. In a poll from 2021, 71% of the peo-
ple in Copenhagen think that the development should be stopped.
Only time will tell whether the protest groups will eventually be
able to subvert the decision, stop the development, and, ultimately,
preserve Amager Fælled with its rich biodiversity. Right now they
are presenting the case to the EU tribunal.

5 CONCLUSION
In this critique of solutionist ways of conceiving participative com-
puting we have adopted a posthuman epistemology and engaged
in a conceptual and practice-based exploration of commons and
commoning through our individual and joint engagement with Am-
ager Fælled. In three vignettes we have shown how our different
affective encounters with the Amager Fælled has prompted us to
ask questions that we have collectively unfolded in this critique to
reflect on our positioning with regards to immediate and future eco-
logical concerns. Writing these vignettes and this critique has been
part of an exploratory process that pushed us to articulate things
we had not previously discussed as three design and computing
researchers. Therefore, this critique serves multiple purposes that

we would like to foreground in relation to future research engage-
ments. First, we believe Amager Fælled and the case of Fælledby
is an important exemplar in itself of some of the ecological strug-
gles we are witnessing today. As such, the critique problematizes
current values and visions for urban development that we believe
are counter to ideals about sustainable and regenerative futures.
Second, we believe this critique prolematises how we as a research
community need to find more entry points for engaging with such
cases. Hopefully this critique can be used to identify areas of future
research related to e.g. existing practices concerned with participa-
tory technologies for activist mobilisation or future experiments
in interfaces for ecological attunement. This way the critique in
itself becomes a catalyst for developing projects that can more
actively engage with the currente developments. This, however,
also points to the third area of problematization, namely the gap
between research and (activist) practice. This naturally prompts
questions regarding the nature and temporaltiy of research practice
versus the urgency of the environmental crisis in general, and not
least the case of Amager Fælled where the clock is ticking every
day. We do hope, however, that this critique can serve as a starting
point for a continued, collective engagementd towards more-than
sustainable futures in HCI and design.
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