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Over the last two years, the AHRC Legal Materiality Research Network has brought together 
cross-disciplinary scholars who have examined law's relation to its constitutive materials. Network 
members analysed and discussed the meaning of matters, materials and materiality as they 
specifically relate to law.  What is a legal matter, what is material in and to law, and how do certain 
materials turn an issue into a legal matter? Such inquiries in turn lead to the question of legal 
ontology: what is 'legal' rather than a- or non-legal?  These theoretical and methodological 
considerations are relevant to many subfields of legal scholarship, as well as to scholars in other 
disciplines who study different manifestations of law.  
 
The research network’s concluding conference brings together scholars whose works examine 
law's diverse materials and who engage with legal materiality from aesthetic, ethnographic, 
historical, rhetorical and philosophical perspectives. The conference will also reflect on the works 
that the research network members undertook collectively and individually towards developing, 
refining and critiquing notions of legal materiality. One such endeavour was an experimental 
application and discussion of legal materiality in the format of a special edited issue of the journal, 
Law Text Culture Vol. 23 2019. This will be presented and launched at the conference.  
 
The Legal Materiality Research Network was a two-year (January 2018 - January 2020) project 
funded by the UK Arts and Humanities Research Council and co-convened by Dr Hyo Yoon 
Kang and Dr Sara Kendall, Kent Law School, University of Kent, UK. The international cross-
disciplinary research network has sought to formulate an understanding of materiality that takes 
into account the specific discursive and practical contexts of different legalities and the making of 
law. Please see the project webpage for more information on past activities, resources and network 
members: legalmateriality.wordpress.com  
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Programme 
 
  
 

Thursday 9 January 2020 
 
 
 
A 10:00-10:40 Introduction  
 
Hyo Yoon Kang and Sara Kendall (University of Kent, Law) 
 
 
B 10:45-12:00 Paper panel: Other legalities, other materialities of law? 
 
Mark Antaki (McGill University, Law)  
‘Material Legalities’ 
 
Daniela Gandorfer (Princeton University, Comparative Literature)  
‘Matterphorics of Law. Physical States of Legal Matters.’ 
 
Commentator: Swastee Ranjan (Sussex University, Law) 
 
 
 

LUNCH (Room MALB29, on same level as lecture theatre)  
 
 

 
C 13:00 - 14:15 Paper Panel: Material and medial formation of legality  
 
Bernard Keenan (Birkbeck College, University of London, Law)  
‘From Office Practices to Human Rights: A Media Genealogy of Interception Warrants’ 
 
Gustav Kalm (Columbia University, Anthropology)  
'Corporate Serious: Visual Rhetoric in Contemporary Law Firm Paperwork'  
 
Commentator: Matei Candea (Cambridge University, Anthropology) 
 
 
 

COFFEE & REFRESHMENTS (Room MALB29) 
 
 
 
 
 



	 3	

D 14:45 - 16:00 Paper panel: Versions of legal materiality 
 
Manuela Bragagnolo (Max Planck Institute for Legal History, Frankfurt) 	
‘Textuality and Materiality in Early Modern Legal Books. Martin de Azpilcueta’s Manual 
de Confessores’ 
 
Markus Krajewski (University of Basel, Media Studies) 	
‘Against the Power of Algorithms. Closing, Literate Programming, and Source Code 
Critique' 
 
Commentator: Wouter Werner (Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam) 
 
 

- A very short walk around the square for those inclined -  
 
 
E 16:15 - 17:30 Roundtable on the Special issue on ‘Legal Materiality’, Law Text 
Culture 
 
Matei Candea (Cambridge University, Anthropology) 
Mahmoud Keshavarz (Uppsala University, Design and Anthropology)  
James Leach (CNRS Pacific-Credo, Anthropology) 
James Martel (San Francisco State University, Political Theory) 
Amin Parsa (University of Lund, Law) 
Wouter Werner (Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam, Law) 
 
Moderation: Hyo Yoon Kang and Sara Kendall (University of Kent) 
 
 
 

~~~ 
 
 

RECEPTION  
at the Marquis Cornwallis pub, 31 Marchmont Street (5:45pm – 7pm) 
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Friday 10 January 2020 

 
 
 
F 10:00 - 11:15 Legal materiality of objects 
 
Amanda Perry Kessaris (University of Kent, Law) 	
‘Material prefiguration as legal research strategy’  
 
Tanja Aalberts (Vrije Universitaet Amsterdam, Law) 	
‘People, Rules and Objects. Transnational Legal Encounters and the Politics of 
Protection’ 
 
Commentators: Mahmoud Keshavarz (Uppsala University, Design and Anthropology) 
and Amin Parsa (University of Lund, Law)  
 
 
 

COFFEE (MALG29, on ground floor) 
 
 
 
G 11:30 - 12:00 INTERJECTION: Record, line  
 
Marie-Andree Jacob (University of Leeds, Law) & Anna Macdonald (Manchester 
Metropolitan University, Contemporary Performance) on Line and Strikethrough 
 
 
 
 
H 12:00 – 1:15 Paper Panel: Legal material shaping of futurity 
 
Nathan Moore (Birkbeck College, University of London, Law) 	
‘Making the Future Decidable: What is Foreseeability?’ 
 
Klaas Eller (Tel Aviv University, Safra Center for Ethics) 	
‘The Code of Global Supply Chains. On the Normativity of Infrastructure in the World 
Economy’ 
 
Commentator: Isobel Roele (Queen Mary University of London, Law) 
 
 

LUNCH 
 
 
I 14:15 - 15:30 Paper panel: The force of legal materials  
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Anne Bottomley (University of Kent, Law)  
'Ground Force: Cultivating Land, Law and Legacy on two ‘small islands’' 
 
Agnieszka Kubal (University College London, Sociology)  
‘The Paper Does Not Blush: Materiality in Refugee Law in Russia’ 
 
Commentator: Mark Antaki (McGill University, Law) 
 
 
 

Short Break – Refreshments served 
 
 
J 15:40 - 16:40 Keynote  
 
James Leach (Centre de Recherche et de Documentation sur l'Océanie, 
Université d'Aix-Marseille, Anthropology), ‘Documents against Knowledge’ 
  
 
K 16:45 - 17:30 Open Floor 
Looking back to the project: impressions, critique, directions 
 
 

~~~ 
 
Acknowledgments 
The event is now hosted and supported by Dr Bernard Keenan of Birkbeck Law School in 
observance with the University and College Union support of the boycott of all events held at the 
University of London Senate House, Warburg Institute and Institute of Advanced Legal Studies 
in solidarity with outsourced cleaning and security staff. 
The event was originally scheduled to take place at the Warburg Institute. More info can be 
found here: https://iwgb.org.uk/boycottsenatehouse We thank Bernard for his help.	
 
The network activities were made possible by the AHRC research networking grant and realised 
with the support of Kent Law School and our network partner, Stuart J. Murray, at Carleton 
University. Thank you. 
  
Thanks to all those who have contributed to and engaged with this theme over the past years, 
especially Matei Candea, Marianne Constable, Markus Krajewski, James Leach, James Martel, Jill 
Stauffer, and the reviewers of the special issue on legal materiality of Law Text Culture. We also 
thank the Association for Law, Culture and the Humanities and the panelists who contributed to 
the conversations over the last three years, as well as those who have hosted and provided us with 
spaces for discussion (Marianne Constable and the Townsend Center for Humanities, UC Berkeley; 
Stuart Murray; Brenna Bhandar).  
  
Special thanks to KLS Research, especially Sian Robertson, for all her tremendous help in 
organising this and previous events.  
	

Paper abstracts 
(in order of programme) 

 



	 6	

 
Panel B  
 
Mark Antaki (McGill, Law)  
'Material Legalities'   
 
The call for papers concerns “legal materiality” and inquiries that “lead to the question of legal 
ontology.” As I hear the call, it raises the question of multiple legalities – ways to conceive of and 
live law - and specifically the question of “material legalities” - perhaps, one might say, legalities of 
matter and that matter. I will attempt to relate the question of “legal materiality” and “material 
legality” to a nascent project of mine concerning “literacies and legalities.” My working hypothesis 
is that “literacies and legalities” is a fruitful re-framing of “law and literature” that captures much 
of what is at stake in the inter-disciplinary humanistic study of law while all the while remaining 
open to more recent turns in socio-legal work, such as the affective, the sensory, and the material. 
I am interested in whether and how one ‘needs’ to oppose, as the call suggests, law’s “materials” 
and its “language.”  
 
 
Daniela Gandorfer (Princeton University, Comparative Literature) 
'Matterphorics of Law. Physical States of Legal Matters.'  
 
In my talk I argue that in order for legal theory to grasp law – in its materiality and its constitution – 
we have to first of all accept that law is neither primarily language, nor exterior to the material, 
physical world. As a consequence, legal theory has to be understood as materially immanent and a 
matter (quite literally) of epistemological and ontological entanglements; it therefore cannot rely 
on transcendence, which imagines its justification beyond the embodied world, nor on the 
Cartesian cut, which meticulously separates mind from matter and subject from object. 
Importantly, however, matter is not to be understood simply as “stuff,” but, depending on its 
constitution, form, and location, has to be seen in relation to the many forces inseparable from its 
coming into being and its destruction. As I will argue with reference to legal theorists and quantum 
physicist and philosopher Karen Barad, the entanglement of matter and law, and consequently of 
legal meaning, is inextricably tied to various physical, natural, legal, social, economic, and political 
forces. Even if we hold on to the claim that legal force is an “interpretative force” – as Jacques 
Derrida and Robert Cover have each argued – our methods of thought and interpretation have to 
be rethought. Like law, legal theory is not simply a matter of words and ideas but one of 
matterphorical engagements with particular events, which is why metaphor, comparison, and 
analogy – the core tools of both liberal legal theory and humanist thought – are insufficient 
methods for thinking and understanding law. My argument is that in order for us to approach the 
complex entanglements of matter, forces and law, different methods and modes of thought are 
required.  
In order to demonstrate how legal theory can tackle law’s inherent materiality and its material 
force(s), I wish to present a matterphorical case study on the fall of Man. That it is to say, rather 
than arguing for a legal theory that relies on conceptual universality and transcendent thought, I 
will look into a man – the Austrian parachutist Felix Baumgartner, to be precise – falling, not only 
towards the ground, but towards Earth, thereby crossing, traversing, altering, pushing, and 
embodying legal spheres and jurisdictions. I will demonstrate how Baumgartner’s fall reveals, 
among other things, why certain bodies seem to naturally move freer than others, how gravitational 
and drag force cannot be disentangled from legal force, how outer space colonization is 
conceptually and monetarily linked to an energy drink containing 160g of caffeine and 54g of sugar 
per can, and why astronauts are considered to represent “humanity” while refugees are considered 
to be “flooding” Europe. I will show how the freest fall in media history exposes, if we are attentive 
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of the material-discursive practices of that event, the aggressively progressing neo-colonialist and 
neo-humanist colonization of life and how an understanding of law as inextricably entangled with 
matter and the various forces that make and break bodies is needed to challenge precisely these 
developments.  
In short, the aim of my contribution is to expose the importance of a matterphorical legal 
theory and to propose a method of engaging the inextricability of physics and politics of legal 
matters.  
 
 
 
Panel C 
 
Bernard Keenan (Birkbeck College, School of Law, London)  
'From Office Practice to Human Rights: a Media Genealogy of Interception Warrants' 
 
The interception warrant is a legal form imposed on historically contingent media. Between 1887 
and 1899, the Home Office used copy presses to record and store outgoing correspondence and 
warrants. Copy presses were coupled with bound books of tissue paper and a set of tools for 
damping letters, handwritten in aniline ink, so that they could be impressed onto the pages of the 
book in chronological order using a vice-like clamp, producing a distinctively blurred and blotted 
imprint of the original.   
One such book, held in the National Archives, is the only extant collection of interception warrants 
publicly available. The artefact contains a sort of ‘trace fossil’ of documents used by the Home 
Secretary to direct the Postmaster General to intercept letters and telegrams of specified targets.1 
Yet the copied warrants stored in the office’s ‘entry book’ did not merely register and store past 
authorisations and correspondence. The book was also used to record cancellations– in practice, 
an instruction to the Postmaster to remove a name from the list of targets. The copy of the initial 
warrant was overwritten in pencil with the word ‘cancelled’ and the cancellation date added.   
The ‘entry book’ system of copying became redundant in 1899 – the year the Office acquired 
typewriters. Typing technology and files negated the need for an external storage unit. Poignantly, 
the last entry in the copy book is a pressed copy of a typewritten letter.    
Interception of communication was an inherent secret. In 1844, a secret committee of Parliament 
recommended that no legislation be passed on the matter: law would negate its strategic value.2 
The practice of making and redacting records was essentially a self-governing practice until 1957, 
when a second committee formalised record-keeping as a matter of good government.3 No legal 
rules addressed the matter until 1985, when European human rights law required a de minimis 
mode of post-facto review of operations.4 Official practices transformed into legal practices 
symbolising accountability and oversight.  
In 2013, Edward Snowden revealed something of the contemporary functional equivalent system: 
a networked interface that allows an intelligence officer to simultaneously justify, execute and 
record decisions. Second-order reviews of these records based on digital comparisons, statistical 
analyses, and random close inspections carried out by a government inspectorate, which issues 
annual reports constitute ‘accountability’. The materiality of these techniques is not included in 
legal consideration; what matters is that reports are produced confirming regular infrastructural 
organisational practices are in place.  From book to network: the evolution of accountability 
appears not as a legal history, but a media history unfolding allopoietically in relation to the law.  
 
 
Gustav Kalm (Columbia, Anthropology) 
'Corporate Serious: Visual Rhetoric in Contemporary Law Firm Paperwork'  
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According to commonly accepted Weberian narrative, law in the West has over the past half a 
millennium of supposed disenchantment become increasingly a written discipline of rule 
application where images have almost no role. Yet, as textual as law might be or have become, 
ordinary legal practice still relies on numerous material devices that direct, cast and limit what is 
possible in law. Jails and court houses need four walls and different legal professionals still come 
clad in uniforms. Even the very textual corpus of law is never immaterial. It takes shape in printed 
books and documents on paper, stone epigraphy on the walls of official buildings and emails, 
legislation and legal knowledge databases and document drafts on computer screens. All the 
different material carriers of law have different looks and are primarily discerned visually. How do 
these looks matter in ordinary legal practice? Or, more specifically, what is the role of visuality in 
legal veridiction?  
This presentation inquires into the wider question of the role of mien and veneer in legal practice 
by examining the visual rhetoric of regular paperwork of contemporary international business law 
firms. Which looks do they and their different interlocutors consider convincing and why? How 
do lawyers, law firm marketing personnel and advertising agencies conceive logos and visual 
identities for law firms? What role do these looks play in the ordinary workings of the legal 
machinery? This paper is grounded on ethnographic fieldwork conducted at law firms in London, 
Paris and Tallinn, some of it in collaboration with photographer Robert Hamacher. I have 
complemented this work originally undertaken for my law masters thesis at Sciences Po with 
further analysis of the visual identities of law firms inspired with methodological insights from the 
auxiliary disciplines of history focused on the material study of (mostly medieval) writing - 
diplomatics and palaeography.   
Whilst the  requirements  of  interoperability  have  made  typed  text  and  documents  look 
increasingly homogenous across organizations, law firms spend considerable amounts of money 
on marketing seeking to distinguish their documentary production. One of the key findings of the 
research has been that law firms' documentary style, discernible through such superficial features 
as logos, names, fonts and colours, has over the past decades increasingly sought to acquire a 
“corporate” look.  Although law firms almost invariably seek their document production to display 
the ineffable qualities of seriousness, reliability and professionalism, 
the visual,  mostly  typographic,  codes  for expressing those qualities vary considerably.   Whereas 
before their massive international expansion over the last four decades, law firms sought to ape 
primarily the look of state institutions, they are, in all the three observed cities, now increasingly 
aiming to imitate the look of business consultancies, accounting firms and big international 
business corporations. 
If the role of lawyers as private legal scribes is to sell reliable writing to make transactions more 
trustworthy, then what can these stylistic changes or surface effects of lawyerly documentation 
tell us of legal truth production and political authority more generally?  

  
 

Panel D  

 
Manuela Bragagnolo (Max Planck Institute for European Legal History, Frankfurt a. M.) 
'Textuality and Materiality in Early Modern Legal Books.  Martin de Azpilcueta’s Manual de 
Confessores'  
  
The so called «	material turn	» did not have a strong impact on legal historical research. Only 
recently legal historians, following Antonio Manuel Hespanha’s seminal research, started to look 
at legal books not only for the sake of understanding and interpreting the texts that they contained, 
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but also and mainly as material objects, pointing for the first time the attention to the need of 
bridging the gaps between analytical bibliography and legal history. Looking at the materiality of 
early modern legal books, Hespanha started to stress that the development of legal thought was 
not only the product of the intellectual activity of the so-called “author”. On the contrary, legal 
knowledge production depended also to material, political, social and economic factors, related to 
the development and consolidation of the printing press.   
This paper aims to shed new light on the materiality of legal knowledge production by looking at 
the normative best-seller of the early modern period: Manual de Confessores, written by the 
Spanish canon law professor Martin de Azpilcueta, better known as Dr. Navarro. First published 
in Coimbra (Portugal) in 1552, and based on the reworking of a handbook composed by an 
anonymous Franciscan friar and printed by Azpilcueta in 1549, Manual de Confessores was one 
of the most influential works of moral theology in the late sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries. 
A condensation of religious normativity, it had a ´global´ circulation.   
The Manual was a pragmatic book, conceived to put into practice the learned normative 
knowledge, which was ‘condensed and epitomized’ in it. Moreover, the pragmatic nature of the 
book requested a constant process of update and transformation. For this reason, the book had 
an incredible number of editions and translations during the author’s life, and many of them were 
viewed as opportunities for rethinking, updating, reorganizing, and managing the legal knowledge 
within the book in a new way. What historiography has up to now considered “the”	Manual	was 
comprised of many different	manuals: the erudite 1573 large in quarto Latin Enchiridion was very 
different from the first small 1549 in 8° Portuguese Manual.  
Looking at Azpilcueta’s Manual and at its complex editorial history, the paper aims at analysing 
the instability of early modern normative knowledge and the material conditions of it. The paper 
will focus on those editions supervised by Azpilcueta himself (Coimbra, 1549, in Portuguese; 
Coimbra 1552, in Portuguese; Coimbra 1553, in Spanish; Salamanca 1556, in Spanish; Rome 1573 
in Latin), and try to understand if, how and to which extent, did the context enter in the text.   
 
 
Markus Krajewski (Media Studies, University of Basel) 
'Against the Power of Algorithms. Closing, Literate Programming, and Source Code Critique' 
 
Current commentaries on digital change have emphasised the reality of our increasing exposure to 
the power of algorithms. My intervention examines this assertion with a media-historical approach 
that traces arguments raised in a legal case to the point of software inception. I show that the 
power of algorithm is based on the eminent cultural techniques of reading and writing. As an 
antidote to this power, I propose the concept of source code critique, which draws upon 
historiography and so-called ‘literate programming’, and which could help to introduce 
transparency into an algorithm's opaque agency.   
 
 
 
Panel F 
 
Amanda Perry-Kessaris (Kent Law School) 
'Making legal ideas visible and tangible in/as objects'  
 
Research from politics and, more recently, law tells us that prefigurative thinking and action 
opens up critical, optimistic spaces in which actual presents can become better and potential 
futures can become more probable. This paper explores whether material strategies can enable 
us to research ‘prefiguratively’—to think and act ‘as if’ the phenomena we wish to research, and 
a conducive environment for that research, already exist. 
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It draws on experimentation conducted in two projects, each addressing a contentious field of 
inquiry.  hate crime reporting and recording in Europe (Facing All the Facts project, lead researcher 
Joanna Perry), and island-wide economic life in divided Cyprus. Both projects used what we can 
refer to collectively as ‘material prefiguration’ (prototyping, model-making and/or museum 
analysis) as a to prompt and facilitate a constant mediation between actualities (what is) and 
potentialities (what might be).   
 
 
Tanja Aalberts (Vrije Univ. Amsterdam, Law) 
'People, Rules and Objects. Transnational Legal Encounters and the Politics of Protection'   
 
In order to study the workings of international law, socio-legal studies since long have called 
attention beyond rules per se (‘law in the books’) to analyze the interaction between law, politics 
and international political economy within world society. In parallel, TWAIL has directed us to 
the studying the ‘everyday life’ of law and its others. More recently, the turn to ‘legal materialism’ 
introduces the role of objects, and investigates ‘how particular materials are enlisted within and by 
law, and their relationships with matters of concern to law’. Building on these different strands 
within critical legal theory, I discuss transnational legal encounters as an analytical concept to bring 
these different insights together. Analyzing international law as a law of encounters includes a dual 
understanding of law acting in and acting upon the world. It offers a lens to investigate law as a 
concrete event, a ‘lived experience’ that is relational and involves a kind of confrontation or 
struggle (Lat. in contra) between people, rules and objects that operate within a complex 
transnational force field.  
Through the concept of transnational legal encounters we can investigate how rights and 
obligations come to life––are mobilized, ignored, circumvented or violated in the practices of 
courts, states, corporations, legal advisors, human rights activists, and ordinary people to pursue 
their projects and protect their interests–or even lives. Objects -and how they are enlisted within 
and by law- play a crucial role in this ‘politics of protection’. I investigate these dynamics through 
a particular type of rubber boat used by irregular migrants on the Mediterranean Sea. As a 
consequence of EU policies and operation Sophia, smugglers have replaced their wooden vessels 
with these rubber dinkies, sold on Alibaba as ‘refugee boats’ for a few hundred USD. 
Operating within a transnational force field, in the course of their journey the boats turn from a 
humanitarian object into one that precludes the irregular migrants from the protection of the non-
refoulement principle as well as the old maritime duty to rescue. Crucially, this politics of 
protection is not a failure of, but indeed facilitated by international law itself.   
 
 
 
Panel H 
 
Nathan Moore (Birkbeck College, School of Law, London)  
'Making the future decidable: what is foreseeability?'  
 
Contract serves two primary functions: it creates the contractual parties as particular entities 
marked by specific rights and obligations and, connected to this, it gives orientation to the future 
relationship of these parties.  This latter is achieved by setting out commitments with the aim of 
making the future predictable and calculable in the present.  The context to such an attempt is the 
(arguably) more objective background of what is ‘not unlikely’ (The Heron II [1969]) to happen, 
recognising that whilst parties attempt to set their consequent relationship through agreement, this 
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nevertheless remains subject to the broader question of what it is reasonable to expect of the 
future.     
However, the relation between what the individual parties might agree to expect, and what it is 
reasonable for them to expect, is not easy to define and tends toward instability (The Golden 
Victory [2007]).  This paper is concerned to address this instability and asks how it is that 
foreseeability becomes sufficiently real, in the circumstance of contract, to decide what will count 
as reasonable expectation.  The judges have been clear that foreseeability is not to be reduced to 
statistical likelihood (hence the formula ‘not unlikely’) but is to retain an element that might be 
considered as intuitive or experiential.  If so, what is at stake here is how the past might be deployed 
as an index of future events; recognising that there is no determining reason why past patterns 
should repeat in the future, the paper will argue that the judges have created a specifically legal 
relation to the future distinct from the mathematical or, even, the calculable.     
The paper will draw on the work of Ian Hacking, Lorraine Daston, Friedrich Nietzsche, and Gilles 
Deleuze to argue that the instability inherent to the legal understanding of contractual 
foreseeability is preferable to an overdetermined, pre-defined notion that seeks to ‘fix’ the relation 
between the parties’ expectations and reasonable expectation, in the name of certainty.  As such, 
it becomes necessary to distinguish between doctrinal certainty and eventual foreseeability.  
The paper will conclude by asking what impact so-called ‘smart contracts’ might have on the 
specifically juridical logic of foreseeability, suggesting that Blockchain technology might now 
achieve the vision set out by MacNeil in his The New Social Contract – a vision that, in this context, 
implies the detachment of expectation from any objective, reasonable standard, to make of it the 
apparently willed consequence of the sum of each, discrete, contracting instance.  The danger of 
such a perspective is that it misconstrues what happens as being the product of combined, 
relational human activity, and reduces chance to a mere error of calculation.  
Against such anthropomorphising, the paper will argue that the unforeseeable is not simply what 
humans have failed to foresee, but that it exists as such.  Consequently, it calls for the unending 
task of assessing what can be expected and, more to the point, of what it is reasonable to expect.  
 
 
Klaas Hendrik Eller (Humboldt University Berlin, Law) 
'The Code of Global Supply Chains. On the Normativity of Infrastructure in the World 
Economy'   
 
In today’s global economy, corporations seldomly appear as unitary players—they increasingly 
interact within a supply chain that stretches from the ‘lead firm’ at the top, receiving end, to the 
raw material suppliers and manufacturers at the bottom, often located in the Global South. Beyond 
bringing together hundreds, if not thousands of suppliers in decentralized networks, such ‘chains’ 
create interconnections between actors, norms, processes, sites, and legal artefacts. Global supply 
chains result from a strategic play with the niches of modern legal thought and its way of allowing 
for and encouraging the creation of externalities. Hence, a legal conceptualization of global supply 
chains needs to go beyond mere contractual relations and take into account how those are 
embedded in a material and epistemic supporting infrastructure that is formed by logistics, 
managerial routines and IT of supply chain management. Together, this amalgam of norms and 
materiality is termed the ‘code’ of value chains and forms the driving force which only allows 
chains to spin into overdrive. The ‘code’ determines the seamlessness, complexity and knowledge 
transfer along the chain.  
The paper seeks to contribute to a better understanding of the inner rationality of supply chains 
by linking contract governance and material perspectives. Rooted in Actor-Network-Theory (B. 
Latour; R. Shamir) and legal anthropology (eg C. Vismann, A. Pottage), the paper will make its 
claim based on an analysis of supply chain management literature and the interfaces of leading IT 
applications in the field. This will be corroborated with an emerging body of critical logistics (Ch. 
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Choua, D. Cowen, B. Larkin, N. Rossiter) and anthropological value chain studies (A. Tsing, S. 
Beckert).   
The aim is twofold: On a conceptual level, the paper shall illustrate that complex value chains 
can no longer be described in actor-centric terms, but display systemic features that defy central 
steering. This (a.) challenges methodological individualism in law and (b.) calls to treat logistics 
and supply chain IT as constitutive of their own normativity and powerful tools of global 
governance. On a more regulatory level, the paper intervenes into the vivid and ongoing debate 
around lead firm liability. The models currently under debate leave too little room for the 
complexity of chains in their normative and material form and remain inspired by an individual 
firm’s sphere of influence. By focusing on the ‘code’ rather than on actors, the intended analysis 
will investigate how chain knots as sites of action within a chain preconfigure individual 
decisions by weaving them into a discursive context of incentives and routines. Rather than 
reinforcing claims of liability for the most severe cases of rights violations, this suggests to 
rewrite the ‘code’ of value chains by drawing on solutions that are implemented directly in the 
technical infrastructure of such chains. The paper concludes with exemplary recommendations 
for the fields of logistics and supply chain IT.  
 
 
 
Panel I 
 
Anne Bottomley (Kent Law School) 
'Ground Force: Cultivating Land, Law and Legacy on two ‘small islands' '   
 
Barbuda and St Lucia, islands in the Caribbean archipelago, share a heritage of colonisation, 
enforced migration and slavery, and of metropolitan governance followed by transition to 
independence. These legacies play through all aspects of land use and development, including 
patterns of land ownership; however, and as would be expected, each island is marked by 
specificities of topography, political/economic history and the particular consequences of the 
mix/ing of legacies ‘on island’. Antigua exemplifies a ‘classic’ example of English/British 
colonisation resulting in large sugar plantations which stretched across the island. Smaller, adjacent 
Barbuda was developed during the colonial period as a ‘bread basket’ supplying the plantations on 
Antigua. Barbuda became distinctive and distanced from Antigua: now evidenced in the post-
independence contention that all Barbudan land was held in common by Barbudans. Unlike the 
Antiguan pattern of land-ownership (which distinguishes between state held ‘Crown Land’, and 
private land), Barbudans argued that there was neither Crown nor private ownership ‘on island’. 
This paper examines i) how the claim to common ownership was constructed, successfully 
defended, and then, in the wake of the 2017 hurricane, lost; and then ii) how the government’s 
claim, then ‘decision’ followed by legislative legitimation, to hold Barbuda as Crown Land 
succeeded and was followed by the issuing of leases which effectively privatizes land on/and the 
island.  A similar pattern of ‘public’ claim based on unwritten law being overcome by state assertion 
through legislation, is traced in the struggle over beach access and development; but as an 
incremental process (creep) rather than as forced through crisis. A parallel process of contestation 
in relation to beach access is evidenced in St Lucia. Here, however, a different (French, as well as 
English) colonial heritage gives rise to what seems to be a stronger claim to the protection of 
beaches from government privatization. However, in the face of lack of explicit evidence of 
binding law, the Lucian government rejected the argument that the ‘Queen’s Chain’ (the foreshore) 
is land protected with a special status inherited from French common law. Instead, the chain is 
now treated simply as Crown Land and therefore available for being leased/privatised by 
government. The Lucian mixed French/English juridical heritage renders a particular, island 
specific, jurisprudence marked by both the dual heritage and, since independence, a muddled 
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(rather than simply ‘mixed’), shape-shifting jurisprudence. Legacies of colonisation create the 
scenarios in question, but do not provide any clear, let alone comprehensive, juridical means 
through which to protect land claims which conflict with government ‘development’ agendas 
backed by off-island economic interests. On the ground, it is more a matter of powerful 
establishments strategizing law (particularly within contexts of crisis and/or creep), rather than of 
a carefully curated, juridicated, process of investigation and defence of island interests through 
‘processes of law’. How do material conditions shape the emergence of law?  Two case-studies, 
drawn from two ‘small islands’, might offer some insight into the interplay (the space in which the 
hard work of cultivation may begin) between law, legacy and contingency.   
 
 
Agnieszka Kubal (University College London, Sociology) 
'The paper does not blush: materiality in refugee law in Russia'  
 
Case files, documents, affidavits, and references letters – referred to often as ‘the bundle’ – are 
indispensable features of the file-based model of delivering justice under various jurisdictions, 
where asylum cases are decided (Anderson, Hollaus, and Williamson 2014 – for the United 
Kingdom, Buchsel 2019 – for Germany). Also in Russia, the case file mediates the empirical or 
out-of-court reality, constructs it and renders it judgment compatible (van Oorschot 2014): 
whether a person is worthy of a legal protection.   
What can an enquiry into the Russian refugee case files tell us about the culture of materiality in 
Russian law? Based on six months ethnographic fieldwork in Russian courtrooms and legal aid 
NGOs that represent asylum seekers I argue that refugee case files are embedded within the 
broader legal culture of ‘paper production’ in Russia. This means that the case files attain a 
hyperbolic reality-mediating function. The file and the paper evidence are invested with such 
agentic capacities that the refugees and their stories cannot be constructed differently than through 
the materiality of the file. This is qualitatively different from saying that the refugee-client is 
reduced to the file (Tuitt 2005). Here, the client, their picture, their persona, their story and 
character emerge from the piles of paper that have been meticulously put together by the lawyers, 
social workers and paralegals. These asylum seekers are constructed through the very act of their 
representation (collating the file) (Cody 2009). The file brings them to life.   
This paper contributes to the emerging legal materiality scholarship by demonstrating how material 
objects are not just merely passive instruments of social agents but are ‘active in the creation and 
maintenance of those agents’ (Hull 2003: 290). They hold, order and fix the social (Woolgar 2002: 
261) and mediate the different legal processes unfolding in the social experiences of refugee law 
in Russia.  
 
 
 
 


