
Ethics, Art, Affectivity 
 
Present:  Steve (rapporteur); Manuela; Bill; Giovanna; Bert. 
 
The starting point for the discussion was Bill’s ‘three pillars of wisdom’:   
1. Culture as the condition of being human. 
2. Art as making meaning. 
3. We are the artists of our own lives. 
 
Manuela talked of the tension between viewing art as group activity and seeing art as the product 
of lone artists.  Technology has significantly changed art in favour of the group. 
 
Bill suggested that this is a one-off historical transition, like the change from Orality to Literacy. 
 
Giovanna described how she has been exploring extending the Clark and Chalmers ‘Extended 
Mind’ account from cognition to affect – are the ‘extended emotions?  Are the external artefacts 
that scaffold our emotions part of extended affectivity?   
 
Emotions can be seen as open forms that can be moulded by our tools.  (This connects with 
Manuela’s idea of art having been moulded by technology to become more communal?) 
 
Giovanna also raised the question of how group emotions emerge from the activity of the group.  
And for example how technologies of music change the emergence of emotion. 
 
Giovanna mentioned a colleague Tia de Nora at Exeter whose book Music in Everyday Life 
addresses why people listen to music. 
 
Steve also mentioned a book that Nikki Moran had recommended on a roughly similar theme: 
Charles Keil and Steven Feld (1994):  Music Grooves: Essays and Dialogues. 
 
Back to art and technology:  Giovanna: When you interact with a digital tool you are closer to the 
tool than you are with traditional art. 
 
Bert:  There’s a corresponding difference between doing a dance and watching a dance.   
 
Steve asked how ethics fits in with this discussion. In fact his account of interaction-oriented 
ethics is close to the 2nd and 3rd of Bill’s two pillars:  ‘art as making meaning’ and ‘we are the 
artists of our lives’.  Both are complementary to some elements of what he was saying.  In 
particular ‘making meaning’ is central to his account of ethics.   
 
[In a subsequent communication (Sept 4) Bert also spoke of the close ties between ethics and 
aesthetics, but gave a rather different enactive-style account of their commonality:  Both 
aesthetics and ethics, he writes, ‘arise initially from encounters with situations that elicit certain 
types of feeling, or more precisely, certain holistic bodily responses involving particular dynamic 
constellations of somatic sensations and tensional changes that one (the self) subsequently 
espouses and becomes actively and cognitively engaged in.’] 
 
Bill said that we could talk of other kinds of value as well – e.g. the value of money.  It has a 
coordination function – enabling exchange.  Bert raised the question of the value of love.   
 
Discussion then focused on a possible paper. Them:  What does the enactive approach bring to 
the discussion of value – in relation to art, ethics, affectivity, etc.?  Plus maybe politics? 



 
Bill:  The aim could be to weave some discussions together in different areas, via the language of 
enaction, which spans a particularly wide range of areas of enquiry, from science at the cellular 
level to meditation.  The claim: we can make a contribution  to the study of value across different 
areas. 
 
Giovanna mentioned that she has written a paper on organismic values. 
 
Plan for progress.  Future work can focus on the forthcoming workshop ‘Culture and Cognition: 
An Enactive View’ to be held in December at Bristol, organized, with  euCognition funding, by 
Bill and Fred.  Ezequiel is giving a keynote; David Vernon will be there, plus Raphael Ramirez of 
Oxford, who is writing a history of the concept of value.  Expressions of interest are invited on 
the website. 
 
We can correspond by email between now and then, and aim to reconvene at Bristol.  
 
 


