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HPHP 4019 - (Level 4 - 20 credits)
The Nature of Objects: Why matter matters
2022-2023 Block Three (Lampeter)
Teaching commences: Monday 21st November 2022
2pm-5pm Room: Arts 5
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		  	Tutors: Quentin Drew; Janek Gryta;
Rebekah Humphries; Lester Mason
AIM 
 
• 	To introduce students to key debates concerning objects, their value, and why and how things matter. 
 
 
LEARNING OUTCOMES 
 
Upon the successful completion of this module, the student should be able to:  
· Demonstrate a basic knowledge and understanding of some core issues related to the social, environmental and individual significance of objects; 
· Demonstrate an informed awareness of how the meaning and value of objects, things, artefacts and stuffs shift over their lifetime; 
· Demonstrate the ability to organise relevant ideas in a coherent way paying due regard to scholarly conventions in the presentation of assessment material.  
 
INDICATIVE CONTENT 
· The social life of things and the making of commodities  
· Object biographies and categorisations 
· The shifting meanings and value of objects  
· Sustainability, environmental ethics and the production of waste  
· Agency and vibrancy of objects 
· Objectification 
· Hoarding and collecting 
· Experiencing objects: tangible and intangible things 
· The importance of authenticity and heritage  
 
 

 
 
 
Study Time Allocation 

 
The study time for the module is divided as follows: 
	Activity type 
	Hours 
	Percentage 

	Scheduled learning 
	48 
	24% 

	Independent learning 
	152 
	76% 

	Placement learning 
	 
	 

	TOTAL 
	200 
	100% 


 





ASSESSMENT 

Assessment Component 1 (see below for details) 


☐ 	Written exam 	☒ 	Coursework 	☐ 	Practical 
 
	Mode of assessment 
	Volume 
	Weighting 

	Portfolio  
	Equivalent to 4000 words 
	100% 


 
Assessment Summary 
	Activity type 
	Percentage 

	Written exam 
	 

	Coursework 
	100% 

	Practical 
	 

	TOTAL 
	100% 


 

















Teaching sessions:
Week 1  - w/c 21 November: What things matter, morally, and why? with Rebekah. Environmental philosophy emerged as a sub-discipline of philosophy that questioned the assumed moral superiority of humans to members of other species. Many (what could be called) ‘environmental philosophers’ enquired into the domain of morality. There emerged theories in environmental ethics– theories about what sorts of things have moral standing. Environmental philosophy also provided arguments for assigning intrinsic value to the natural environment and nonhuman beings (intrinsic value being non-derivative value, distinct from instrumental value). 
This week we too will be enquiring into the domain of morality, asking the question, 'Which things matter, in a moral sense?' To which 'things' do we have obligations and why? 
Reading for this week:
[bookmark: _Hlk117601207]Essential: 
-    Kenneth Goodpaster, ‘On Being Morally Considerable’, in Journal of Philosophy, 75, 1978, pp.308-25. Do a Google search for this. Freely available. 
- John Benson, Environmental Ethics: an introduction with readings (London and NY: Routledge, 2000), pp.9-16.
Recommended
- Humphreys, Rebekah, 'Biocentrism', Springer, Encyclopedia of Bioethics, 2014. Accessible at: (PDF) Biocentrism (researchgate.net)
Further
- Attfield, ‘The Good of Trees’, in Environmental Philosophy: Principles and Prospects(Aldershot: Averbury, 1994). Accessible at: (PDF) The Good of Trees (researchgate.net)


 
Week 2 – w/c 28th November 'The Loud Silence' of Monuments with Lester 

  In this part of the module we will be exploring the changing meaning given to, and taken from, a specific set of objects evident in the environment, namely Monuments. 
The choice available to us is varied - from the ubiquitous war memorial evident in Church and Chapel, in the workplace or school, on the village green, in the town centre, city thoroughfare, to monuments commemorating important historic events, to those marking the lives of significant individuals, or groups of individuals. As recent events suggest, these are not inert or 'silent' objects, but have the potential to court controversy or contesting interpretations. Through a plethora of examples, these controversies will be examined, while also exploring the aesthetic significance, location and setting, the intended audience, and of course, changing and evolving interpretations overtime.

 Se below for readings







Week 3 - w/c 5th December with Quentin. This week will focus on the archaeological / heritage approaches to 'objects'.

See the Archaeology/Heritage tile on the HPHP 4019 Moodle site for details of power point presentations and the associated assignment 


















Week 4 – w/c 12th December Objects in History with Janek

This week we will look at objects from the perspective of students of the past.
 For generations, historians valued texts leaving objects to archaeologists. Only relatively recently we have acknowledged that studying objects can also be a source of knowledge about the past.
For example, for some of us technology matters. We recognise that the invention of a plane, a tank or a machine gun changed the way we fight. For some of us, it is the architecture and built environment that is the key to unlocking the secrets of the past. We can understand how people lived if we know where they have lived. There are also those of us who are interested in everyday objects and the fashions that shaped what we wear and how we shop.
This week we will test some of those approaches. We will explore some useful methods and try to embed objects in our own historical investigation. Finally, we will also ask if objects have agency over our lives. 

Readings for this week: (links available on the moodle site) 
For Monday:
Pitter N. Miller, History and Its Objects: Antiquarianism and Material Culture since 1500 (Ithaca: Cornell University Press 2017). Please read chapter 1 ‘History and Things in the Twentieth Century’
For Thursday:
Georg Castillo, ‘History and Its Objects: Antiquarianism and Material Culture since 1500’, in Journal of Contemporary History Vol. 40, No. 2, Domestic Dreamworlds: Notions of Home in Post-1945 Europe (Apr., 2005), pp. 261-288
























ASSESSMENT DETAIL:

Assignment One - Rebekah’s Assignment – 1000 words or equivalent
Deadline:  23.59hrs Sunday 28th November 2022.
Essay Questions - choose one of the following:
1. What things have moral standing and why?
2. Do species have moral standing over and above individuals?
3. Outline and assess either biocentrism or sentientism. 


Assessment Two - Lester’s Assignment - 1000 words or equivalent

 Deadline:  23.59hrs Sunday 4th December 2022.

Choose a war memorial or monument you are familiar with or have easy access to. The status of the monument could be local, regional, national, or international. 
Assess the memorial/monument’s historical significance and context, while also commenting on the setting and social significance of the memorial/monument and the site.
Other points to consider:
· The type of monument – artistic and aesthetic significance

· The location - site and setting of the monument

· The language – inscription used and message conveyed

· The intended audience

· With due reference to recent controversies concerning memorials/monuments, do you think the meaning given to or taken from the it has changed and evolved overtime? Is there any element of the memorial/monument that can be viewed as dated or even controversial today, taking into consideration contemporary values? 
  
Assessment Three – Quentin’s Assignment - 1000 words or equivalent

Deadline:  23.59hrs Sunday 11th  December 2022.

Your task is to identify an object that is significant to you and to place it within an imaginary museum display with accompanying description. Consider the display case setting, possible contextual connections, audience and the detail in which you are willing to impart (personal / social / emotional / value).  

Assessment Four – Janek’s Assignment - 1000 words or equivalent
Your task is quite simple. Pick a historical object important for your discipline and answer the question: What does this object tell us about the past?
As you see the question is quite broad. You’ll need to decide what ‘past’ are you talking about. Are you interested in the moment of the creation of the object? Or maybe you want to explore how it was used 10, 50, 100 years after its creation? Decide on your own!
In your essay briefly describe the object. Spend some time researching the history of the object, the people who used it and the times in which it was used. Select only the information that is important for your own answer!  

Deadline:  23.59hrs Sunday 18th December 2022.



SELECT BIBLIOGRAPHY

Rebekah’s week 

 
Essential: 
-    Kenneth Goodpaster, ‘On Being Morally Considerable’, in Journal of Philosophy, 75, 1978, pp.308-25. Do a Google search for this. Freely available. 
- John Benson, Environmental Ethics: an introduction with readings (London and NY: Routledge, 2000), pp.9-16.
Recommended
- Humphreys, Rebekah, 'Biocentrism', Springer, Encyclopedia of Bioethics, 2014. Accessible at: (PDF) Biocentrism (researchgate.net)
Further
- Attfield, ‘The Good of Trees’, in Environmental Philosophy: Principles and Prospects(Aldershot: Averbury, 1994). Accessible at: (PDF) The Good of Trees (researchgate.net)

SELECT BIBLIOGRAPHY

Lester’s week


Recommended for Assignment No 2 :


L.J. Mason, ‘Communities in Mourning: Commemoration and Memorialisation in west Wales following the Great War’ (PhD: University of Wales, Lampeter, 2009)

· Chapter 4 NATIONAL MEMORIALS 
· Chapter 8 - THE MEMORIAL PROJECTS IN THE TOWNS OF CARMARTHENSHIRE AND CARDIGANSHIRE

Available on HPHP 4019 Moodle site 

Also: 

· Bartlett, J. and Ellis, K.M., ‘Remembering the Dead in Northop: First World War Memorials in a Welsh Parish’, Journal of Contemporary History, Vol. 34, No. 2, (1999), pp.231-42.  On-line access

· Gaffney, Angela, Aftermath: Remembering the Great War in Wales (Cardiff: University of Wales Press, 1998). In library 

· Gaffney, Angela, ‘The Great War in Wales: Memory and Monuments in Ceredigion’, Ceredigion, XIV, No. 1, (2001), pp.137-56. On-line access

· Mansfield, Nick, ‘Class Conflict and the Village War Memorial 1914-1924’, Rural History, VI, No. 1, (1995), pp.67-87. On-line access

· Moriaty, Catherine, ‘The Material Culture of Great War Remembrance’, Journal of Contemporary History, Vol. 34, No. 4, (1999), pp.653-62. On-line access



SELECT BIBLIOGRAPHY

Quentin’s week     TBA




SELECT BIBLIOGRAPHY

Janek’s week     

Readings for this week: (links available on the moodle site) 
For Monday:
Pitter N. Miller, History and Its Objects: Antiquarianism and Material Culture since 1500 (Ithaca: Cornell University Press 2017). Please read chapter 1 ‘History and Things in the Twentieth Century’
For Thursday:
Georg Castillo, ‘History and Its Objects: Antiquarianism and Material Culture since 1500’, in Journal of Contemporary History Vol. 40, No. 2, Domestic Dreamworlds: Notions of Home in Post-1945 Europe (Apr., 2005), pp. 261-288

























OTHER INDICATIVE GENERAL READING LIST YOU MAY WISH TO REFER TO – SEE SPECIFIC SELECT BIBLIOGRAPHIC LISTS ABOVE FOR WEEK-BY-WEEK ADVICE ON READING
	Module Code 
	HPHP4019 
	

	Module Title 
	The Nature of Objects: why matter matters 
	

	Classification 
	Reading List entry 
	Electronic* 

	Further
	Appadurai, A (ed.) 1988. The Social Life of Things: 
Commodities in Cultural Perspectives Cambridge University Press 
	☐ 

	Further
	Attfield, R. 1994. ‘The Good of Trees’, in Environmental Philosophy: Principles and Prospects. Aldershot: 
Averbury. 
	☐ 
 

	Further
	Benson, J 2000. Environmental Ethics: An Introduction with Readings. London: Routledge (ch.1).  
	☐ 
 

	Further
	
	☐ 

	Further
	Ingold, T. 2013 Making: anthropology, archaeology, art and architecture, London: Routledge. 
	☐ 
 

	Further
	Miller, D. 2009 Stuff Cambridge: Polity Press 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Bennett, J 2010 Vibrant Matter a political ecology of things, Durham and London: Duke University Press. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Coole, D., and Frost, C. 2010 New Materialisms: ontology, agency and politics, Durham, London: 
Duke University Press Books.  
	☐ 

	Further 
	Drazin, A., and Kuchler, S. (eds.) 2015 The Social 
Life of Materials: studies in materials and society London, New Delhi, New York, Sydney: 
Bloomsbury.  
	☐ 

	 
Further 
	Ingold, T. 2000 Perceptions of the Environment: essays on livelihood, dwelling and skill, London: 
Routledge. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Ingold, T. 2013 Making: anthropology, archaeology, art and architecture, London: Routledge. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Ingold, T. 2011 Being Alive: essays on movement, knowledge and description, London: Routledge. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Ingold, T., and Palsson, G. 2013 Biosocial Becomings: integrating Social and Biological Anthropology. Cambridge: CUP. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Kohn, E. 2013 How Forests Think: towards an anthropology beyond the human, California: 
University of California Press. 
	☐ 

	 
Further 
	Morton, T. 2010 The Ecological Thought, Cambridge (MA) & London: Harvard University Press. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Morton, T. 2013 Hyperobjects: philosophy and ecology after the end of the world, Minneapolis (MN): University of Minnesota Press. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Pamuk, O. 2012. The Innocence of Objects. New York: Abrams. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Thomas, N. 2016. The Return of Curiosity: What museums are good for in the 21st century. London: 
Reaktion Books 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Olsen, B. 2010. In Defense of Things: Archaeology and the Ontology of Objects. New York: Altamira. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	Ulrich, L.T. et al. 2015. Tangible Things: Making history through objects. Oxford: OUP. 
	☐ 

	Further 
	G. J. Warnock, 1971. The Object of Morality. New York: Methuen. 
	☐ 


 
 	




































MARKING CRITERIA FOR THE ASSESSMENT OF WRITTEN WORK

With all assessment, judgments will include an element of subjectivity. However, the School is able to offer you the following indicators, which will help you to assess your performance and progress.

HIGH FIRST CLASS (marks of 80 and above)

High First class work is of an outstanding standard. It will display all, of the following attributes:
•	a clear and sharp focus upon the question of arguably publishable quality
•	a sophisticated awareness of the historiographical dimensions of historical debate
•	a broad, sophisticated and deep knowledge of the relevant topic 
•	a highly cogent and structured argument, with traces of originality
•	a subtle and highly perceptive analysis, perhaps with glimpses of originality
•	based upon a wide and thorough reading of secondary source materials
•	written with exceptional fluency, clarity and accuracy 
•	presentation to an outstanding scholarly standard, including a full bibliography and clear referencing

FIRST CLASS (marks of between 70 and 80 and above)
First class work is of an excellent standard. It will display some, but not necessarily all, of the following attributes:
•	a clear and sharp focus upon the question
•	a sophisticated awareness of the historiographical dimensions of historical debate
•	a broad and deep knowledge of the relevant topic 
•	a highly cogent and structured argument
•	a subtle and highly perceptive analysis, perhaps with glimpses of originality
•	based upon a wide and thorough reading of secondary source materials
•	written with fluency, clarity and accuracy 
•	presentation to a high scholarly standard, including a full bibliography and clear referencing

UPPER SECOND CLASS (marks between 60 and 69)
Upper Second Class work is of a very good standard. It may show some of the qualities of First Class work, but not in a sustained way. Work of the Upper Second Class is characterised by some, but not necessarily all, of the following attributes:

•	a clear focus upon the question
•	an awareness of the historiographical dimensions of historical debate
•	a broad knowledge of the relevant topic, though with some gaps
•	a well developed and solidly structured argument
•	a good and thoughtful analysis 
•	based upon a wide reading of secondary source materials
•	written with clarity and accuracy.
•	presented to a scholarly standard, with bibliography and referencing.

LOWER SECOND CLASS (marks of between 50 and 59)
Lower Second Class work is of a good standard. It is work that may show some of the qualities of work in a higher class, but not in a sustained way.  Lower Second Class work displays some, but not necessarily all, of the following features:

•	some focus on the question, though not sustained or always clearly focused
•	some grasp of the historiographical dimensions of historical debate 
•	a sound knowledge of the relevant topic, with some limitations
•	a reasonable level of argument 
•	some analysis but not sustained and mixed with description/ narrative
•	some reading of the secondary source materials but significant gaps in the bibliography
•	written in a satisfactory style, with some accuracy.
•	presented to a reasonable scholarly standard, but with problems in the bibliography and/ or referencing.
THIRD CLASS (marks of between 40 and 49)
Third Class work is of an adequate/fair standard for an honours degree. It may show some of the qualities of work in a higher class, but not in a sustained way. Work in this class is marked by some, but not necessarily all, of the following qualities:

•	limited understanding of and focus upon the question 
•	lacks structure and a sustained argument
•	some knowledge of the relevant topic but with significant limitations
•	tends towards description, with glimpses perhaps of analysis
•	limited range of reading or familiarity with the secondary literature
•	some attempt at following scholarly standards of presentation, though problems with referencing and/or bibliography
•	limited attention to writing style, clarity or accuracy

FAIL CLASS (marks of 39 and below)
Fail class work is unsatisfactory. It is work that may display some of the characteristics of the Third Class standard but not in a sustained or significant amount. 

· Very limited understanding of the question or focus upon it
· Lacks structure and argument
· Limited knowledge of the relevant topic
· Descriptive and narrative in structure
· Little evidence of sustained reading or familiarity with the secondary literature
· Fails to meet accepted norms of scholarly standards of presentation, including both referencing and bibliography.
· Weak writing style.
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