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President’s Message
Stephen Slemon
Send Us Your Actual Research Stories
One of the pleasures of playing an
administrative role within ACCUTE is that I
get to go to Congress and not have to worry
about my own scholarly paper. This is not to
say that there aren’t a million things that I
ought to be worrying about. Bush fires
always spring up as a conference proceeds –
but at Victoria last year Laura displayed a
managerial genius for putting all of them out.
I ought to have worried more in May 2013
about the timing of our AGM – our meeting
went overtime, and even then we left way too
little time for discussion. The giving of a
research paper, however, carries particular
modalities of conference anxiety. You’re not

up until late in the conference schedule, for
example, but on Day One somebody says
something in his or her paper that changes
the way you want to present yours. Or
you’re on early, but then somebody tells you
in the coffee break that he disagrees with a
point you’ve just made, that he’ll be saying
so on Monday at 3.00, and can you please
come and argue the point? By the end of a
conference, I find that the hard copy of my
conference paper has accrued so many
insertions, emendations, and flat-out
corrections in the margins that the pages look
like they’ve accrued ornamental borders, like
messy Renaissance-era allegorical maps.

At the last Congress, in Victoria, I found
myself able to actually listen to the papers
given in our conference sessions. Almost all
of them elaborated research projects that
were far from my own, and ever since then
I’ve been turning that experience over in my
head. I’m coming now to believe that the
most radical defense we can actually make
for why our research matters lies not in the
general statement we so often find ourselves
making for the value of the English Studies
as a discipline of study, but specifically in
the details of our curiosity-driven, and
seemingly specialized, scholarly research
projects.
Too long ago, when I was in second year
undergraduate at Queen’s University, I
attended a panel presentation of professors
on the question: “Why Study English?” I
went purely as a voyeur: my medieval
professor was one of the panelists. His
particular contribution to the conference
seemed even then, to my young ears,
profoundly underwhelming: we study
English because the act of doing so gives us
pleasure.
Yesterday, I attended another panel on this
general theme, but this one framed at a rather
less leisurely moment in the history of our
discipline. The panel was organized by
former ESC editor Jo-Ann Wallace, and
fittingly for a panel taking place at a time of
deep institutional in-fighting, and within a
very beleaguered department entitled English
and Film Studies (EFS), the panel was
entitled “What the eFs?!?: Why Our
Research Matters NOW.” Every one of the
panelists foregrounded the details in his or
her research project. Cecily Devereux
located an impassible gap between the
scholarly motives that inform her current
project on nineteenth-century erotic dancers
in Western Canada and the kind of defense
for basic research that members of the
science community are now publically
making (“What do we want? Evidence-based
policy making! When do we want it? After
peer review!”). Onookome Okome spoke of
how he once found himself called upon to
offer expert commentary on a case of North
African asylum seekers in Germany, and

how his research into the novels of Nuruddin
Farah helped him help them make their case.
Dianne Chisholm spoke of how her early
training in feminist psychoanalytic theory,
plus her community engagements in queer
activism, helped inform a research problem
she is grappling with now concerning
cognitive sustainability for mountain
environments: how can one achieve an
ecology of inquiry for research in the field of
eco-criticism?
Later, over too many beers, we found
ourselves down at the pub, comparing
research problems and applications. Michael
O’Driscoll is developing a new theory of the
archive, and deploying it towards a
reconceptualization of the Black Sparrow
Press and its legacy to American poetry. JoAnn is in the middle of a biography of Edith
Lees Ellis, a “minor” writer of the early
modernist period who believed herself to be
in a monogamous relationship with Havelock
Ellis, even though she and he both took on
lovers. Janice Williamson, on the strength of
her community-building through her 2012
anthology Omar Khadr, Oh Canada, is
organizing a demonstration at the Edmonton
courthouse in support of Omar Khadr’s bid
to be moved out of maximum security
prison, into a place where he can gain access
to post-secondary education.
There is real value in the generalist, and the
instrumentalist, argument for why English
matters. Civil society cannot function
without applied textual critique. Learning in
the humanities is central to the development
of marketable skills in system construction
and adaptation, in written and oral
communication, in social and corporate
problem solving. English students really are
the “hot new hires” in the transnational
corporate world.
But these kinds of arguments all share this
quality in common: they are structurally
reactive to the outside threat of disciplinary
diminishment by government and by the
corporatizing university. They are framed as
interventions into, and refutations of, a
larger, structurally hostile, social discourse.
They help sediment that discourse into the

social dominant at the very moment they
oppose it.

make us all great advocates for our collective
social project.

What those general arguments don’t manage
to do is convey the actual passion that actual
researchers in and around English Studies
feel for the details of their projects. They
don’t say enough to people who inhabit
social spaces outside the gated compounds of
administrative and policy-making privilege.

So I am here calling out to ACCUTE
members to do something specific, and that
is to tell us your research stories as you
would ideally seek to frame them. The
ACCUTE website contains a section entitled
“News of Members,” and though it provides
an important service now – especially in
noting and promoting our published research
achievements – it could do a lot more. The
wager here is that people outside our
disciplinary enclaves might actually find the
details behind our research passions
intrinsically engaging. And in the process
become our partners in the collaborative
project of progressive social change.

What Congress2013 taught me is that the
specifics of our “specialized” research
projects, grounded as they are in genuine
human curiosity, really are our greatest allies
in resistance to the war on the humanities.
We care about this stuff, and we need to let
our passion show. That passion is what
makes us effective teachers of our several
English Studies disciplines. That passion can

Stephen Slemon
University of Alberta

Vice-President’s Message
Nat Hurley
A New Year at the ACCUTE Office
As our collective calendar turns the page to
start another academic year, the ACCUTE
team finds itself at the start of year two of
our administrative term. We’ve learned a lot
over this past year and now that we’re hitting
our stride (rather than playing catch-up), we
start preparing to move the control room
east, to Dalhousie University. (At least
ACCUTE will be much further away from
Thomas Lukaszuk. You just never know with
him.) So in addition to Congress planning,
the ACCUTE executive will also be engaged
in the following tasks:







Reviewing and updating the
ACCUTE Constitution
Streamlining the processes for vetting
papers and panels for the annual
conference program
Updating the manual of
administrative practices (first
generated by Steven Bruhm and
Karen Macfarlane at MSVU and
revised by ACCUTE executives ever
since)
Working with the ESC team on our
funding arrangement
Partnering with CACE to produce
meaningful data on the status of
contract academic staff across the
country

Having just returned from the Congress
planning meetings in St. Catharines, I’m
pleased to report that planning for the Brock
meetings is well underway, ahead of
schedule, even. And we are in excellent
hands with our Local Area Coordinator, Neta
Gordon. Neta and I spent a good deal of
time checking out spaces for the allimportant ACCUTE dance party and the ESC
Bash. Stay tuned to future newsletters for
announcements about where and when to be
for drinking and dancing in May!
I suggest as well that all members stay
particularly attuned to any news about

accommodations in St. Catharines. There
seems to be some concern about hotel
availability in St. Catharines itself.
Residence rooms will be available as usual,
but for off-campus options, many conference
attendees may find themselves commuting
from hotels in the broader Niagara area
(Niagara-on-the-Lake or Niagara Falls). The
Federation is already looking into this option.
Your ACCUTE team is also investigating
possibilities for booking room blocks at
hotels that seem not to be on the Federation
radar. We’ll be in touch if it turns out we
can indeed work something out on this front.
On the good news front, we’re pleased to
announce that the ACCUTE-ESC Travel
Fund will be alive and well for Congress
2014. The precise amount of money we will
have for disbursement is still being worked
out, but we hope that knowing about the
existence of this fund will be especially
encouraging to all members who are
underemployed or who are in the early stages
of their careers. This past year, all presenters
who applied to the fund received some
reimbursement, and most were compensated
for 50% of their travel expenses. So if you
were on the fence for financial reasons,
please consider sending us a proposal for this
year’s conference.
Speaking of which, this newsletter contains
all the CFPs for member-organized and joint
session panels. We’re excited and grateful to
be hosting Stephen Guy-Bray (UBC) and
Faye Hammill (Strathclyde) as this year’s
plenary speakers. Please join us in St.
Catharines!
I’d like to close this column now with
something of a plea. As you know, since
ACCUTE came to the University of Alberta,
we have placed a great deal of emphasis on
the need for this organization to do advocacy
and outreach on behalf of the profession and
our discipline here in Canada. For every

story we hear about the market demand for
the kind of critical thinking and literacy skills
humanities-based fields teaches, we read
three more about appalling working
conditions, university budget cuts, and the
dire plight of contract academic staff. And
as many of you know, the University of
Alberta as a whole has been especially hardhit by political budget cuts. The Department
of English and Film Studies here is losing a
large number of beloved faculty members as
a result of those budget cuts (not only
through the Voluntary Several Program, but
through cuts to classes that have traditionally
been taught by contract academic staff). It’s
not just at the University of Alberta that we
are staring down serious structural
transformations in terms of what we do. And
while it’s true that many of us can’t solve

those problems, what we all can do at the
very least is engage in small acts of
solidarity. Say hello to someone in your
department with whom you have never had a
conversation. Buy someone a cup of coffee.
Offer praise for seemingly mundane but
necessary tasks that make your professional
life better. Don’t let intellectual
disagreements become interpersonal feuds.
End a meeting early if you can. There’s a lot
we can do to create the sense that we’re all in
this together at a time when we are all
beleaguered. Be creative about it. We’re
going to need solidarity at the level of the
everyday in order to sustain ourselves, our
work, and our field going forward.
Nat Hurley
University of Alberta

ESC: Update from the Editor
Mike O’Driscoll
As the new teaching year gets underway,
ESC: English Studies in Canada is enjoying
an abundance of exciting contributions to our
special issues series.
We’re thrilled to announce that a double
issue on Childhood and its Discontents,
Guest-Edited by ACCUTE Vice-President
Nat Hurley, is in the mail as I write this.
Under Nat’s direction, these thirteen broad

ranging essays, along with a stunning
signature of images by artist Amy
DiGennaro, constitute a go-to collection
forstudies in the cultures and socio-politics
of childhood. Next up, we’ll launch Volume
39 with a collection of international
contributors brought together by Melissa
Haynes and Karyn Ball on The Global
Animal—watch for its photo essay by
photographer Maria Whiteman and

renowned critic Cary Wolfe—and we’re
currently reviewing essays on the topic of
Hysteria that will appear as issue 40.1.
Psychoanalysis, gender, and culture converge
here in a clutch of smart and timely essays,
photos, and artworks assembled by Guest
Editors Derritt Mason and Ela Przybylo.
Remember: ESC is always eager for
suggestions about future special issues, and

we’d love to hear from you if you have an
idea you’d like to float or, even better, a
special issue you’d like to take on yourself as
Guest Editor. Send us your best pitch, and
the ESC Editorial Team will consider it for
upcoming publication.
Mike O’Driscoll
University of Alberta

Sessional Representative’s Message
Dorothy Hadfield
Learned Helpfulness
Frosh chants have been very much in the
news lately, mostly for the wrong reasons.
My own experience of them this fall has
been thankfully more innocuous. The one
echoing in my head is: “Sine, sine, cosine
sine, 3.14159.” I was infected by this
pernicious little earworm when a bit of
unlucky timing trapped me behind a group of
marching math frosh as I attempted to cross
campus to get the keys for the media podium
in my classroom. (It was probably only about
a minute, but it felt like about 20. Time really
is relative.)

Most of us have probably just seen (or
scrupulously avoided) our campuses bursting
with the exuberance of O-week, an event
explicitly dedicated to helping students feel
at home on the university campus, to help
them claim their space and develop a sense
of belonging. Even before they have actually
begun classes, the frosh week chants literally
offer a chance for these students to make
their voices heard on campus, to declare
themselves HERE.
Ironically, this is an opportunity that many of
their instructors do not have. Most full-time,
tenure-track faculty now get their own

(decidedly less raucous) version of O-Week
through some kind of New Faculty
Orientation program. By contrast, sessionals
get very little—if anything—in the way of
orientation, and even less in explicit
encouragement to develop a sense of
belonging in a department or a university.
This largely systemic shortcoming both
creates and confirms the sense of
marginalization for sessionals. At its most
benign, the practice is rooted in the
assumption that sessionals are a suboptimal,
short-term response to the unexpected gap
between program demands and faculty
resources. Why invest too much into
sessional orientation, integration, and support
initiatives when their presence is just stopgap
and temporary?
Decades later, it’s clear that the “temporary”
faculty shortfall isn’t going to be resolved
any time soon. While it’s absolutely vital to
continue advocacy work on that front, in the
meantime, it wouldn’t hurt to invest in
creating a more deliberate systemic space for
the considerable sessional contingent that
exists here and now, and probably for the
foreseeable future. As research into the effect
of an increasingly adjunct faculty
accumulates, a positive correlation is
emerging between levels of adjunct support
and student learning outcomes. Despite this
conclusion, universities and colleges are still
loath to even acknowledge sessionals, much
less provide proper support—because
institutions have a bigger investment in not
letting students realize how many of their
classes are taught by non-tenure-track
faculty.
Faculties that place student learning at least
on par with perpetuating optical illusions
about institutional labour practices can do
their students a real service by offering
meaningful support to their sessional
instructors. Without minimizing the very real
pressures that faculty members face with
respect to budgets and space constraints,
departments can often develop very creative
solutions when the problem is important
enough. The Big First Step is making the

problem important enough. As one Inside
Higher Education blogger wrote recently,
“Adjuncts are everyone’s problem, and no
one’s priority.”
(http://www.insidehighered.com/blogs/colleg
e-ready-writing/struggling-yetnot#ixzz2envRnML7). Investing in sessional
faculty can take many forms: access to
resources like space and technology
immediately come to mind, but there are so
many ways faculty can help sessionals feel
welcome, included, seen and heard. Even a
word of welcome and an offer to explain
how to find desk supplies goes a long way! It
would be great to get a dialogue going on
this issue. Does your department have a way
of welcoming and/or orienting sessionals?
Would it be willing to develop one? What
sorts of initiatives are the most helpful and
accessible?
As a scholarly organization, ACCUTE has
been ahead of the curve in acknowledging
both the existence and the specialized needs
of sessionals: there has been a “sessional
rep” on the executive for at least 20 years.
There is genuine commitment among the
current and incoming executives to keep
sessional concerns on the active agenda. One
of the many themes that emerged from the
sessional session at Congress in Victoria*
was the desire for some kind of collective
action or representation for sessionals. To
this end, I’m hoping to put a renewed effort
into networking—both within ACCUTE and
beyond. I invite ACCUTE members to
contact me (dhadfield@uwaterloo.ca or
accute.sessional@gmail.com) with your
suggestions or concerns. I also encourage
you to join the Contract Academic Faculty
Facebook group started by Natalie Coulter of
the Canadian Communication Association
(CCA). Natalie and I met at the CAUT
session she organized for sessionals at
Congress 2012, and, as a result of our
discussions there, she has successfully
lobbied the CCA to follow ACCUTE’s lead
in creating a sessional position on their
executive. A member of the Canadian
Historical Association is trying to get a
similar executive position created there. A
committee from the MLA is starting to ask

the same questions we are about
sessionals/adjuncts, and I hope we can work
with them as well. As a generalist
organization, our membership has
connections to an incredibly broad network
of other scholarly organizations. Could
ACCUTE members take the initiative to
introduce similar proposals for sessional
representation to their other affiliated
organizations? As the frosh chant echoing in
my brain reminds me, even the most junior
of constituencies is impossible to ignore

when you get enough of them together and
encourage them to make their voices heard.
*Many thanks to fellow sessional and
ACCUTE Coordinator Laura Schechter for
facilitating the sessional meeting, “In Critical
Condition,” when I was unable to attend
Congress.
Dorothy Hadfield
University of Waterloo

Coordinator’s Message
Laura Schechter
If last year’s proposal gathering and
organizing felt to me like the world’s most
frenetic rollercoaster ride, this year’s is more
akin to the anticipation of getting Hallowe’en
candy. Lots and lots of Hallowe’en candy.
Our joint session and member organizers
have suggested so many engaged topics for
your consideration, but don’t forget about
submitting to the general pool as a
possibility! We’re happy to consider
proposals from across the spectrum of
English studies as a discipline, and, if at all

possible, we’ll find you a panel. ACCUTE
has such a lovely conference, and you will
run into someone every time you turn a
corner or head to the nearest café for a snack.
You’ll have lively conversations after your
panel, and you’ll be pushed in productive
ways to improve or expand your work.
I’m also relieved to confirm the availability
of travel funding for 2014. The unexpected
loss of our SSHRC funds for the 2013
conference was frustrating and

heartbreaking; the ACCUTE office worried a
great deal about the financial burden for
members traveling to Victoria, particularly
members who had previously relied on the
SSHRC funds for a primary source of
support. Thankfully, we were able to
negotiate a travel fund with ESC for our
Congress 2013 presenters, but that work took
a long time for all parties involved, and we
weren’t able to formally announce the travel
fund until the spring—just weeks before
Congress began. ESC’s prudent financial
management and generosity have made this
fund available for the second year in a row.
We can’t guarantee that all presenters will
get 50% of travel costs reimbursed, but you
can apply for the 2014 conference with the

knowledge that some funds will be available
for presenters. I really am so grateful to Mike
O’Driscoll and the entire ESC editorial team
for their willingness to work with ACCUTE
on this issue.
Feel free to contact me at
Info.accute@gmail.com if questions come up
about the submission process. I really am
happy to help, and—returning to the issue of
candy—those of you who know me well will
not be surprised to learn that my favourite
part of Hallowe’en as a child was organizing
all of my treats.
Laura Schechter
University of Alberta

Congress 2014: General Update
The ACCUTE Team is thrilled to announce Stephen Guy-Bray (UBC) and Faye Hammill
(Strathclyde) as our plenaries for the 2014 Conference.
Dr. Guy-Bray’s research is positioned in the early modern, and he focuses
on poetry, although he has published on other genres and time periods. His
work often centres on and fits into queer literary history—with questions of
intertextuality and influence also regularly at the fore—and he has recently
completed his fourth monograph, Different Renaissance Difference.

Dr. Hammill works in the field of early twentieth-century literature, and her
research extends to American, Canadian, and British texts. In 2011 Dr.
Hammill and Dr. Michelle Smith initiated the project “Magazines, Travel
and Middlebrow Culture in Canada 1925-1960,” an AHRC-funded
endeavour. Dr. Hammill’s plenary will address issues first discussed in her
fourth monograph, Sophistication: A Literary and Cultural History (2010),
expanding on these issues and offering new points for consideration, and she
will be joined in discussion by two members of ACCUTE. Sophistication
received an ESSE Book Award from the European Society for the Study of
English.

Congress 2014: General Pool CFP
ACCUTE is excited to announce a general call for papers for our 2014 conference, which will
run during the annual Congress of the Humanities and Social Sciences. We’re meeting at Brock
University, in St. Catharines, ON, and scheduling events from May 24 to 27. All submissions to
the general pool are due November 1, as are submissions for member-organized panels and joint
sessions. Submissions to member-organized panels and joint sessions should be directed to the
contact(s) identified in the specific CFPs, while submissions to the general pool should be
emailed to Info.accute@gmail.com.
ACCUTE’s conference will offer opportunities for scholars in multiple fields to share work and
learn about trends and debates in textual studies. We also hold sessions aimed at professional
development and pedagogical innovation. In addition, ACCUTE's AGM will be held during the
conference.
Please submit all general pool materials to Info.accute@gmail.com. More information about the
General Pool and FAQs about submitting to ACCUTE can be found at http://accute.ca/generalsessions/ and http://accute.ca/category/cfp-faqs/, but note that online submissions to the website
will not be available this year.
Please send submissions as separate PDF files, and be sure to include the following items:
*300- to 500-word proposal (all identifying marks removed)
*100-word abstract
*50-word bio
*Proposal Submissions Information Sheet (available at http://accute.ca/general-sessions/)
Please note that you must have an active membership to apply for the general pool, as well as to
apply for member-organized panels. Joint session applicants must have an active membership in
either ACCUTE or the joint association. ACCUTE memberships can be renewed at
https://fedcan-association.ca/accute.
ACCUTE and ESC are pleased to announce that some travel funding will be available for 2014.
We aim to cover up to half of strict travel costs (flights, trains, car rentals and gas, etc.) for
presenters at ACCUTE’s conference, but please note that applicants should be members in good
standing.

Congress 2014: Joint Session CFPs
The following CFPs are for joint sessions between ACCUTE and the organization
identified in the header. All submissions should be directed to the contact person named in
the relevant CFP and should include the following:
 A 300- to 500-word proposal (with NO identifying marks of any kind)
 A 100-word abstract
 A 50-word biographical statement
 A 2014 Proposal Submissions Information Sheet (available at http://accute.ca/generalsessions/)
The deadline for all Joint Session submissions is 1 November 2013.
Note: You must be a member in good standing, either of ACCUTE or of the co-sponsoring
organization, to apply to a joint session panel.
If the joint organizer rejects your submission for its panel with ACCUTE, the association may
still accept your proposal for its other programming during Congress 2014. The joint session
organizer may also forward it to ACCUTE’s general pool, if the association feels that it would be
a good fit in a generalist panel.

School of Communication, Simon Fraser University. 8888 University Drive.
Burnaby, BC. V5A 1S6. Tel. 778.782.7293 E-mail: admin@arcyp.ca Website:
http://arcyp.ca

CALL FOR PAPERS
On the Move, In the World…
Mobility and Young People
A One-day Conference Organized by ARCYP in partnership with ACCUTE At the
Congress of the Humanities and Social Sciences
Brock University
May 27, 2014
DEADLINE: November 1, 2013

Mobility and young people: taken together, these terms produce both anxiety and
possibility. On the move in the world, young people are widely perceived to be in danger or at
risk. Yet young people’s mobility may also be aspirational or generative, as adventure,
transformation, good fortune, and border-crossings of all kinds can effect changes in status and
re-orientations of consciousness and identity. Further, the narratives circulated by and for
those youth are themselves subject to revisions once they, too, have been put in motion. And
the very thought of young people’s mobility puts us in the realms of affect and embodiment, of
ability and impairment. Affect raises questions about the emotional landscape of the young
people so moved, how young people are deployed in a variety of media to move adults, and
the ways in which we map and describe our attachments to those cultural objects we find to be
moving. The body in motion invites us to think of childhood in terms of kinesthetics,
choreography, and ideologies and architectures of enablement, while the very idea of mobile
youth asks us to consider spatio-temporal relationships: how young people move through
space and time, measuring time by space and vice versa. All of these ways of thinking about
mobility in the context of youth cultures take various narrative, political, aesthetic, and
conceptual forms— narratives that are, themselves, subject to movement and therefore subject
to revision, reconsideration, subversion, and change. Mobility itself might be seen to generate
new youth
movements—opening up ways to think about the cultures of young people and for young
people to move our sense of culture.
ARCYP invites proposals for papers (or panels) that consider any and all facets of
young people’s mobility/movement: Topics to be considered under the theme of “mobility and
young people” may include (but are not limited to):
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Danger, Risk and Safety
Dancing Children
Border Crossings and Home(land) Security Systems
Narrative Subversions and Revisions
Movement as Performance/Choreography
Narratives of Upward/Downward Mobility
Transformations through Mobility/Mobilizing Transformations
Mobile Audiences and Audiences of Mobility
Temporalities of Youth
Movement as Affect and Affect as “Being Moved”
Planes, Trains, and Automobiles
Capitalism’s Children
Immigration and Generations
Ability and Impairment
Kinesthetics or Kin-aesthetics
Mapping Youth Cultures
Circuits of Childhood
Mobilizing Youth Polities
Digital Movement and Mobile Communication

Following the instructions at http://accute.ca/joint-sessions/, if you are submitting a paper, send
four documents in separate electronic files directly to admin@arcyp.ca by November 1, 2013:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

A 300- to 500-word proposal, without identifying marks;
A 100-word abstract;
50-word biographical statement; and
A Proposal Submissions Information Sheet.

If you are submitting a panel proposal, please include:
(1) A 700-word panel description, plus 300-word abstracts for each paper in the
panel;
(2) A 150-word panel abstract;
(3) 50-word biographical statements for each member of the panel; and
(4) A Proposal Submissions Information Sheet, including contact information for all
panel participants.
NOTES: You must be a current member of ARCYP or ACCUTE to submit to this
session. Rejected submissions will not be moved into the general “pool” of ACCUTE
submissions.

Christianity and Literature Study Group
Organizers: David Kent (Centennial) and Margo Swiss (York U)
The Christianity and Literature Study Group (an Allied Association now in its 27th year) invites
proposals or papers on any aspect of religion and literature, including pedagogy and critical
theory, for its annual Conference at the 2014 Congress. We also welcome suggestions for
member-organized sessions.
Note: While the Christianity and Literature Study Group has an annual CFP, please be aware that
(because this is a “study group,” and because the submissions are not sent for external
assessment) presenters at these sessions are not eligible for the ACCUTE conference travel funds
provided by SSHRC.
Following the instructions on the ACCUTE website for joint association sessions, send a 300500 word proposal (with no identifying marks), a 100 word abstract, a 50 word biographical
statement, and the submitter information form, to davidkent@rogers.com and/or to
mswiss@yorku.ca by November 1, 2013.
Note: You must a member in good standing of ACCUTE.

Joint Session ACCUTE/ Bibliographical Society of Canada
Writing Lives and the Lives of Books
Organizer: Elizabeth Willson Gordon (King’s U)
Virginia Woolf—biographer, diarist, novelist, and critic of gate-keepers—opens her essay “The
Lives of the Obscure” with a description of a library where the “obscure sleep on the walls,
slouching against each other as if they were too drowsy to stand upright. Their backs are flaking
off; their titles often vanished. Why disturb their sleep? Why reopen those peaceful graves, the
librarian seems to ask, peering over his spectacles, and resenting the duty which indeed has
become laborious, of retrieving from among those nameless tombstones Nos. 1763, 1080, and
606.” Which books and lives are resurrected? In what ways has life writing been embodied?
What are the barriers to revivification? From early diaries to current blogs, from official
biographies to scandalous celebrity tell-alls, the desire to record, circulate, and read types of life
writing remains compelling. How have the changing ways these types of writing have found
their way into print and reached their readers affected their impact, value, and meaning? What
are the impacts of digital culture? What are the borders between life writing and the literary?
What are the boundaries between fame and obscurity? Whose stories are told and how?
Please send proposals by 1 November to elizabeth.willson-gordon@kingsu.ca, including the
following (as specified on the ACCUTE web site, www.accute.ca):
• A file containing a 300-500 word proposal, without personal identifying marks
• A file containing a 100 word abstract and a 50 word biographical statement
• The 2014 Proposal Submissions Information Sheet

Joint Session ACCUTE/Canadian Association for American Studies
On the Run: Fugitives in American Literature and Culture
Organizer: Jennifer Harris (U of Waterloo)
The figure of the criminal, the idealist, the politician, the anarchist, the undocumented, the
immigrant, and many others engage deeply with issues surrounding the abuse of power as well as
the pressure to conform in the American popular imaginary. The fugitive in particular is a
compelling figure in American literature and culture. Fictional Americans flee both literally and
figuratively from a range of ideologies and practices that challenge and/or endorse American
norms. Actual American fugitives are transformed via various media and cultural practices into
mythic or fictional figures whose exploits are often expanded and invested with meanings far
beyond their original intent or practices. Likewise, those who pursue fugitives are also invested
with additional meanings, resonance, and mythic qualities. Intriguingly, the fugitive might cross
gender, racial, and socio-economic borders not only in their literal embodiment, but in their
symbolic resonance and popular appeal.
This panel invites papers which consider fugitives, their roles, representation, operations, or
deployment in American Literature, culture, or both, in any era. This panel is sponsored by the

Canadian Association for American Studies. Please send a proposal with no identifying marks
(300-500 words), an abstract (100 words), a brief biographical statement (50 words), and a
Proposal Submissions Information Sheet to Jennifer Harris (jennifer.harris@uwaterloo.ca)
by November 1, 2013.

Joint Session ACCUTE/ Canadian Society for Digital Humanities/Société canadienne des
humanités numériques
Difference, Diversity, and the Digital
Organizers: Susan Brown (U of Guelph), Ruth Knechtel (U of Alberta), and John Simpson (U of
Alberta)
The humanities have long worked to specify, recover, contextualize, and understand difference
and diversity. We are now seeing increasing emphasis on difference--race, gender, ability,
postcoloniality, alternative academic status, and global economic disparity being the most
prominent--within digital humanities debates and practices. This panel asks how difference,
diversity, marginalization, and power register within digital research and culture. To what extent
and how do digital cultural products, resources, or tools enable us to interrogate difference? Are
particular interfaces constitutive of new performances of difference and different forms of
subjectivity? Do visualizations, animations, interactivity or immersive technologies offer
particular affordances for representing diversity or experiencing difference? Is difference lost,
erased, or misrepresented within digital artifacts or experiences? Does “Big Data” obscure
difference or enable new means of addressing it? What are the impacts of particular
methodologies or standards on the representations of difference in a digital context? Proposals
are invited to address these or other aspects of the topic.
Please follow ACCUTE proposal requirements (http://accute.ca/general-sessions/).
Send submissions by 1 November 2013 to: Susan Brown (susan.brown@uoguelph.ca),
University of Guelph, Ruth Knechtel (rknechte@ualberta.ca), University of Alberta, and John
Simpson (john.simpson@ualberta.ca), University of Alberta.

Joint Session ACCUTE/Canadian Society for Renaissance Studies
Materiality and Early Modern Women's Writing
Organizers: Jim Ellis (U of Calgary) and Margaret Reeves (UBC)
We invite proposals for papers that address the topic of materiality and women’s writing during
the early modern period. Proposals for papers addressing such issues as the matter of gender and
the gender of matter, borders and boundaries between corporeality and textuality, and other
aspects of embodiment and gender in relation to early modern women's writing are welcome.

Please submit a 300-500 word proposal for a twenty-minute presentation, a 100-word abstract, a
50-word bio, and the Proposal Submissions Information Sheet by email to both session
organizers at jellis@ucalgary.ca and margaret.reeves@ubc.ca before Nov. 1, 2013.
Please note that proposals should not include any personal identifying marks (including
information in headers, references to your work or to your collaborations with others, your rank
or institutional affiliation, or any other information that might identify you to a vettor).
Participants in this session must be members of ACCUTE or the CSRS.

Joint Session ACCUTE/Canadian Society for Renaissance Studies
Queer Matter(s) in the Renaissance
Organizers: Jim Ellis (U of Calgary) and Margaret Reeves (UBC)
Recent developments in early modern literature, such as Madhavi Menon’s “unhistorical”
approach to Shakespeare, or Jonathan Gil Harris’s attention to “untimely matter” have
reinvigorated debate about queer approaches to the period. Submissions are invited for papers
dealing with queer engagements with early modern literature and culture. All papers on queer
matters, however that is defined, are welcome, although we are particularly interested in papers
that engage with new approaches to objects, matter, and/or temporalities.
Please submit a 300-500 word proposal for a twenty-minute presentation, a 100-word abstract, a
50-word bio, and the Proposal Submissions Information Sheet by email to both session
organizers at jellis@ucalgary.ca and margaret.reeves@ubc.ca before Nov. 1, 2013.
Please note that proposals should not include any personal identifying marks (including
information in headers, references to your work or to your collaborations with others, your rank
or institutional affiliation, or any other information that might identify you to a vettor).
Participants in this session must be members of ACCUTE or the CSRS.

Joint Session ACCUTE/The International Gothic Association
Gothic Temporalities
Organizer: Karen E. Macfarlane (Mount Saint Vincent U)
This panel seeks papers that explore theorizations, manifestations and representations of Gothic
temporalities widely defined. Papers related to any aspect of the Gothic and temporality will be
considered.
Following the instructions on this website for joint association sessions, send your 300-500 word
proposal, a 100 word abstract, a 50 word biographical statement, and the submitter information
form to Karen Macfarlane (Karen.macfarlane@msvu.ca) by November 1st.

Joint Session, ACCUTE/Margaret Atwood Society
Margaret Atwood and Literary Histories
Organizer: Karen E. Macfarlane (Mount St Vincent U)
Proposals are invited for papers that focus on Margaret Atwood’s work (fiction, non-fiction,
poetry, drama) and representations of/theories of/engagements with literary history, real or
imagined. Papers that engage with Canadian literary histories are especially welcomed.
Following the instructions on this website for joint association sessions, send your 300-500 word
proposal, a 100 word abstract, a 50 word biographical statement, and the submitter information
form to Karen Macfarlane (Karen.macfarlane@msvu.ca) by November 1st.

Joint Session Proposal ACCUTE/North American Society for the Study of Romanticism
[NASSR] (1 of 2)
Romantic Science
Organizer: Dr. James Allard (Brock U)
Scholars of Romanticism have long been as interested in the relation between literature and
science as have some of the period’s most canonical literary figures. Work treating literature and
medicine, chemistry, and botany, for example, has become central in our understanding of key
aspects of the period. But as that understanding has grown, the distinction as well as the
connection implied in the formulation “Literature and Science” has begun to attract serious
critical attention, and important recent work, by Noah Heringman and Sharon Ruston among
others, has begun to explore the possibilities of what it would mean to consider and engage with
a truly “Romantic” notion of science--that is, a vision of Romantic-era science that takes into
account the more familiar literary and aesthetic concerns, and a vision of Romantic aesthetics
that can include the work of science as well as literature and the “sister arts.”
What must such a vision take into account as we continue to negotiate our work in terms of
inter/trans/postdisciplinarity? What would such a vision offer to our understanding of
Romanticism? of literature? of science? This session invites papers on any aspect of “Literature
and Science” in the period between 1750 and 1850, especially papers that engage with theories
and scholarship on “disciplinarity” in the period.
Per ACCUTE regulations, please send an abstract (300-500 words), completed Proposal
Submissions Information Sheet, a shorter abstract (100 words), and a brief bio (50 words) to
James Allard (jallard@brocku.ca) by November 1, 2013.
Joint Session Proposal ACCUTE/North American Society for the Study of Romanticism
[NASSR] (2 of 2)
Interrogating Romanticism: Cultures of Print
Organizer: Dr. James Allard (Brock U)

In the introduction to his seminal anthology on print culture, Revolutions in Romantic Literature
(Broadview, 2004), Paul Keen reminds us that “our tendency to identify the literature of what we
now call the Romantic period with poetry, or more broadly, with ‘creative writing,’ reflects
assumptions about the primacy of the imagination that were distinctly at odds with other cultural
assumptions and practices in the period.” As work on the vast and still growing field we might
call Romantic Print Culture continues, as it continues to become increasingly central to how we
understand the period, and as it prompts us to rethink the notion of “Romanticism” as a period
and description, to what extent is Keen’s observation about the primacy of poetry in both popular
and scholarly understandings of the period still true? How has the very idea of “Print Culture” as
a culture as well as a group of texts changed the way we understand “Romanticism”? To what
extent was the formulation of what we would come to call “Romanticism” one of the central
goals of what we have come to call Print Culture?
This session invites papers on any aspect of “Print Culture” in the period between 1750 and
1850, especially papers that explore that ways in which it served to self-consciously “create” the
period itself.
Per ACCUTE regulations, please send an abstract (300-500 words), completed Proposal
Submissions Information Sheet, a shorter abstract (100 words), and a brief bio (50 words) to
James Allard (jallard@brocku.ca) by November 1, 2013.

Joint Session ACCUTE/ Victorian Studies Association of Ontario (VSAO)
Stuff and Stuffing
Organizers: Letitia Henville (U of Toronto) and Beth Martin (U of Toronto)
Deadline for submissions: 1 November 2013
Henry James' infamous condemnation of nineteenth-century novels as "loose baggy monsters" is
so perfectly devastating that many forget that the author was posing a question. Flummoxed by a
literary form that so readily included "the accidental and the arbitrary" in its representations,
James pondered: what do they "artistically mean?" Walter Benjamin, another modern looking
back on the nineteenth century with a sense of bewilderment, suggested elliptically that the
swollen cushions, ample hangings, and profusion of dust covers, doilies, and antimacassars of
the nineteenth-century interior were evidence of a deeply engrained "posture ... of struggle and
defense."
This panel seeks to address James and Benjamin's queries, and, more generally, to explore the
profusion of "stuff" in the Victorian era. A notoriously vague term, "stuff" can refer to a
workable material that can be molded into other forms—think of the abundance of new
commodities and technologies wrought by the industrial revolution, or the discovery of new
entities, speciations, and categories of materiality by the burgeoning fields of science. However,
"stuff" can also refer to material that remains stubbornly unspecialized, undifferentiated, and

inert—dust, batting, and fillings that are useful chiefly in their ability to insulate and take up
space. How did the Victorians interact with, represent, and imitate their materially profuse
surroundings? What stuffs Victorian texts?
Papers may consider such topics as:










Taxidermy and other stuffed animals
Crinoline, padding, puffed sleeves, and the stuff of cloth
Foodstuffs and stuffing oneself: gluttony, corpulence, and satiation
Baggy monsters: rhetorical verbiage, textual excess, narrative bulk, and the serial novel
Dickensian stuff: the Cratchitt Christmas goose stuffing, Sir Duddle’s stuffed people; the
Veneerings and the Buffers
Modernist creations of and reactions to Victorian “stuffiness”
Filling in and filling up
Household stuff and stuffy houses: billowing curtains, draped fabrics, covers and casings
Stuff and nonsense

Questions and submissions should be sent to VSAOatACCUTE@gmail.com. Please submit the
following as separate documents by 1 November 2013:
1. a proposal of 300-500 words that has NO identifying marks for the author
2. an abstract of 100 words and a bio of 50 words
3. a Proposal Info Sheet (available at: http://accute.ca/general-sessions/)

Joint Session ACCUTE/Victorian Studies Association of Western Canada
Victorian Boundaries: Crossings and Passings
Organizer: Daniel Martin (WLU)
The Victorian Studies Association of Western Canada invites papers that address the Congress
theme of borders and boundaries. For this panel, we seek papers that consider how the Victorians
defined, negotiated, and traversed the boundaries of their cultures and spaces. Topics may
include the following: gender boundaries; geographical and political boundaries; class
boundaries; racial and ethnic boundaries; the boundaries and limits of genre; categories of ability
and disability; religious categories, definitions, and transgressions; scientific definitions and
beliefs; technologies of/and borders; and linguistic barriers.
Proposals should follow the ACCUTE guidelines and include a 300-500-word proposal, a 100word abstract, a 50-word biographical note, and the Proposal Submissions Information Sheet.
Please send your proposal materials to Daniel Martin <danielmart11@gmail.com> by 1
November 2013.

Congress 2014: Member-Organized Session CFPs
The following CFPs are for sessions organized by members of ACCUTE. All submissions
should be directed to the contact person named in the relevant CFP and should include the
following:
 A 300- to 500-word proposal (with NO identifying marks of any kind)
 A 100-word abstract
 A 50-word bio
 A 2014 Proposal Submissions Information Sheet (available at http://accute.ca/generalsessions/)
The deadline for all member-organized session submissions is 1 November 2013.
Note: You must be an ACCUTE member in good standing to apply for a memberorganized session.
All submissions rejected by member organizers will be considered in ACCUTE’s 2014 general
pool.

Writing in Literary Studies
Organizers: Sarah Banting (Mount Royal U) and Katja Thieme (UBC)
Discussions about the discipline of English studies—its values, methods, and styles—are
ongoing among members of our association. Witness, for instance, the ACCUTE conference
panels asking why we have to write and read “like that,” and the English Studies in Canada
readers’ forums (re)defining work in our profession. Over the last twenty years, major historical
studies of the discipline in Canada (e.g., Murray) and elsewhere (e.g., Graff; Viswanathan) have
given depth to our discussions about what we do when we do English. This panel invites a
continuation of these discussions by asking for papers which study written work in English
studies and analyze current discursive gestures and rhetorical stances of literary scholarship.
What do we see when we turn our attention to the discourses of our discipline? What does a
focus on written forms reveal about the values, methods, and styles of our discipline?
We welcome a broad range of approaches, including
historical investigations of literary scholarship;
contemporary case studies;
pedagogical approaches to writing in literary studies;
rhetorical, discursive, or pragmatic-linguistic analyses;
and comparisons to other discourses.
Please submit the following three documents—a 300-500-word proposal with identifying marks
removed, a 100-word abstract, and 50-word biographical note for the conference program, and a

completed 2014 Proposal Info Sheet—to Sarah Banting (sbanting@mtroyal.ca) or Katja Thieme
(katja.thieme@ubc.ca) by November 1, 2013.

Not Belated: Canadian Late Modernism
Organizers: Gregory Betts (Brock U), Paul Hjartarson (U of Alberta), and Kristine Smitka (U of
Alberta)
Contact: gbetts@brocku.ca
Late modernism begins after the spirit of revolt against 19th Century/Victorian values dissipated
and ends with the arrival of postmodernism. It begins, as Tyrus Miller argues, with the
recognition of a much bleaker future than the initial wave of modernists had envisioned. Robert
Genter counters that late modernists broke from earlier models in pursuit of less esoteric
concerns, more playfulness, and greater connection to wider publics. Theories of late modernism
are beginning to proliferate and it is time to extend the discussion to Canadian writers from the
1930s-60s who have too often been awkwardly and inappropriately situated with the first wave
of international literary modernism. Writers such as A.J.M. Klein, Sheila Watson, Wilfred
Watson, Elizabeth Smart, Dorothy Livesay, Anne Marriot, and many more, refer to Eliot, Pound,
Joyce, and Lewis in their work, but mark themselves as different from the initial efforts of the
so-called “titans of modernism” by this reference. One aspect of this group of particular interest
is the increased awareness of writing in the age of mass media, within McLuhan’s electric age, or
as part of diverse global networks of competing modernisms as per Laura Doyle and Laura
Winkiel’s notion of geomodernisms. We invite papers that consider how late modernist
awareness infiltrates writing in the period.
Please send a proposal with no identifying marks (300-500 words), an abstract (100 words), a
brief biographical statement (50 words), and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet to
gbetts@brocku.ca by November 1.

Retirement, or, The End of Canadian Literature?
Organizers: Nicholas Bradley (U of Victoria) and Robert McGill (U of Toronto)
Scholars and students of Canadian literature find themselves in a great era of retirement — in a
time of retirement of the greats. Professors of Canadian literature who were born in the late
1930s or in the 1940s — influential editors, anthologists, critics, and theorists — have, in recent
years, retired from their academic positions, or will do so soon. This wave of retirements
provides an occasion to reflect upon a boom in studies of Canadian literature in the 1970s, ’80s,
and ’90s, and upon the institutionalization of the field in (more or less) its current form. This
panel will look back on the recent history of Canadian literary studies and look ahead to new
critical possibilities. Proposals are invited for papers that address any of the following topics and
questions or related concerns:
• Anthologies and canons

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Boomer criticism
Critics as teachers, teachers as critics
Ideas of generations — of Canadian writers and Canadian critics
The contributions of individual critics
The rise and demise — institutional, aesthetic, commercial — of CanLit
The currency of “old” topics (e.g., feminism, postmodernism, regionalism, postcolonialism)
The “ends” of Canadian literary criticism: its outermost limits, its purposes, its conclusions, its
afterlives
• How to read Canadian literature today — and in the future?
Following the instructions on the ACCUTE website for member-organized sessions, send your
300–500-word proposal, a 100-word abstract, a 50-word bio, and a completed Proposal
Information Sheet to robert.mcgill@utoronto.ca by 1 November 2013.

Borders, Boundaries, and Balance: individuals and collectives in collaborative digital
environments
Organizer: Susan Brown (U of Guelph, Canadian Writing Research Collaboratory)
Collaboration is a key feature of many digital environments, and collaborative research projects
have featured prominently in the development of the digital humanities. Listservs, wikis, shared
blogs, and aggregations of resources are increasingly used by scholars for research or
dissemination. Outward-facing projects that engage the scholarly community or the public
through commentary, annotation, tagging or metadata contributions are increasingly common.
This session addresses the relationship between individual and collective priorities within the
context of digital work. Proposals may tackle topics including but not limited to the following:






credit in environments such as wikis or shared blogs;
risks and rewards of collaborative digital work for new career scholars;
project charters and other means of negotiating expectations;
relations between researchers and the public or students in collaborative creation of
content or metadata;
decision-making processes within collaborative projects.

This panel is organized by the Canadian Writing Research Collaboratory (www.cwrc.ca) and
welcomes submissions related to any relevant collaborative environment.
Proposals should conform to ACCUTE submission requirements (http://accute.ca/generalsessions/): proposal (300-500 words with no identifying marks for the author), 100-word
abstract, 50-word bio, and Proposal Submissions Information
Sheet: http://accutecanada.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/2014-proposal-info-sheet.docx).
Please send proposals by Nov. 1 to Susan Brown, University of Guelph
(susan.brown@uoguelph.ca)

New Faces/phases of 21st Century Asian Canadian Studies and Critical Approaches
Organizers: John M. Chen (Xiamen U, China)
The past decade has witnessed an increasingly diversified range of recently emergent Asian
Canadian writers such as Sen Yi, Yue Ming Chen, and Ting Xing Ye. The robust development
of Chinese Canadian literature is particularly noteworthy. These literary events are accompanied
by newly fashioned theoretical approaches, particularly those of the East in modernized and
globalized forms. Reconstructed old Eastern theoretical approaches (e.g., Zehou Li’s ConfucianDaoist ones from China) have been included in Vincent Leitch's revised 2010 edition of The
Norton Anthology of Theory and Criticism, while Richard Lane's 2013 Global Literary Theory:
An Anthology moves further ahead than Leitch by giving a better balanced representation of both
Eastern and Western theoretical approaches. Leitch and Lane have thus spelled the beginning of
the end of Western domination/monopoly of the theoretical field.
While not neglecting well established Asian Canadian writers or institutionalized Western
theoretical approaches, this call for papers welcomes submissions on any unexamined aspects of
Asian Canadian literature or Asian Canadian literary history, as well as on refreshing critical
approaches to this rich and still developing Asian Canadian literature, theory, and history.
Please send, by November 1, 2013, a 300-500 word proposal, a 100-word abstract, a 50-word
bibliographical note, and a completed 2014 proposal information sheet to
imuniv_johnchen@126.com.

Exploring New Worlds: Victorian Transnationalism as Literary Practice
Organizers: Maggie Clark (WLU) and Susan Hroncek (WLU)
Patrick Brantlinger’s Victorian Literature and Postcolonial Studies identifies emigration as a
reward routinely used by authors like Charles Dickens, George Eliot, and Elizabeth Gaskell for
“deserving” characters. However, the imaginative footholds of Canada, the United States,
Australia, the West Indies, India, and Africa also resonate in the personal lives and publication
histories of many Victorian authors. We seek papers exploring the influence of transnational
interactions (equitable, appropriative, and/or exploitative) on Victorian literature, including, but
not limited to, travelogues, narratives of colonial exploration, experiences of emigration, and
transnational exchanges between authors, readers, and other members of the publishing industry.
What similarities or tensions exist between the transnational histories of readers and writers
within Britain and its colonies? How do Victorian authors engage with notions of cultural
diversity throughout the Empire, and how do anxieties around travelling thousands of miles from
“home” impact their literature? To what extent can personal histories offer insights into how
Victorian literature relies upon, perpetuates, or dissents from what Said refers to as the
“imperialist project” of Britain? Papers may also address the strengths and weaknesses of
transnationalism as an analytic focus for future Victorian and global studies discourse.

Please send a proposal with no identifying marks (300-500 words), an abstract (100 words), a
brief biographical statement (50 words), and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet
to clar4570@wlu.ca or hron4120@wlu.ca by November 1st.

Mapping Representations of Addiction in Canadian Literature
Organizer: Cara Fabre (U of Manitoba)
Addiction persists in our culture as social problem, creative fascination, and moral indictment.
Biomedical and popular discourses for understanding addiction can be read as essentializing
behaviors labelled “addictive,” as signifying individual dysfunction and aberrance. As Lorna
Corzier notes, such pervasive views of addiction undergird questions like “Why don’t the
drunks, the junkies, the smokers, the bulimics just smarten up? Pull themselves up by the
bootstraps. Get some willpower. Stop” (Addicted xiii). Essentialized depictions of Indigenous
substance ab/use, in particular, seem to persist in the cultural imaginary, perpetuating coloniallyuseful stereotypes of Indigeneity. The history of critical approaches to literary representations of
addicts and addiction has been particularly focused on Romantic literature, the writings of the
Beat generation, and biography. This panel will investigate the ways in which Canadian
literature may reproduce, destabilize, and/or outright contest hegemonic depictions of addiction
and/or addicts. What critical frameworks can we develop to discern how Canadian novelists are
revising pervasive cultural and institutionalized scripts about addiction in ways that forge
structural, thematic, and linguistic links between behavior labeled as addictive and capitalist,
heteronormative, and colonial ideologies?
Please send a proposal with no identifying marks (300-500 words), an abstract (100 words), a
brief biographical statement (50 words), and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet to
cara.fabre@gmail.com no later than November 1, 2013.

World War I: Ecologies of Canadian War Literature
Organizer: Alicia Fahey (Trent U)
This panel considers the meanings of the First World War in a contemporary Canadian context
by reading Canadian war literature from an ecological perspective. The recent ecological turn in
the humanities offers a novel framework for re-evaluating past literary works (poetry, lifewriting, novels) and for exploring the abundance of recent First World War novels and dramas
by Canadian writers. One hundred years later, how does the inextricable linkage of war and
geography – the transgression of national boundaries, the physical re-mapping of borders, the
modification/destruction of physical environments at home and on the front, and the antagonistic
aspects of the landscape itself (e.g. mud, extreme climates) – challenge, redefine, and reconfigure
the connections between Europe and Canada? How do literary representations of the physical
features and cultural codes of landscape confirm connections between Europe and Canada or,

alternatively, assert Canada’s ‘otherness’ from Europe? What are the implications of war’s
tendency to de-familiarize the landscape?
Possible topics include:
 subterranean landscapes – tunnels, trenches, craters
 landscape and memory – the iron harvest, monuments, cemeteries
 geographical metaphors of memory – burying, digging, cultivating
 ecocritical readings of theatres of war
 landscape, ecology, and propaganda
 landscape and narrative point of view
 ecological impact of war on the home front/battlefront
 buildings and land requisitioned for the war effort
 technological re-shaping of the landscape – shells, gas, tanks
 landscape and trauma
 ecopoetics of war
Interested parties are invited to submit an abstract of 300-500 words (with no identifying marks
for the author) for a 20-minute paper. Please include a 50-word biography, an abstract of 100
words, and a proposal submissions information sheet. Send submissions to Alicia Fahey at
aliciafahey@trentu.ca by November 1st, 2013.

Re-Presenting the Cold War
Organizer: Theo Finigan (U of Alberta)
After years of critical neglect—whether due to triumphalist complacency or presentist amnesia—
the Cold War has re-emerged as an important area of scholarly inquiry. In the last few years,
“Cold War studies” has evolved into an exciting interdisciplinary field encompassing everything
from literary studies to the history of science, geography to queer theory. But while this
emergent field has generated many important interventions in previously neglected areas, a
striking omission is the lack of attention paid to the ways in which aesthetic, scholarly, and
cultural texts produced in our own time have been returning to this crucial historical moment
with increasing frequency. Spurred on by this insistence, as well as by the troubling return of the
Cold-War repressed—nuclear anxieties, geopolitical blowback, superpower tensions, intensified
political repression, domestic surveillance, permanent militarization—this panel will supplement
the important historicist work of Cold War studies by exploring the contemporaneity of this
singular conflict, attending to the manifold ways in which the Cold War remains a haunting
presence across the landscape of twenty-first century culture. Papers treating recent engagements
with the complex legacies of the Cold War in aesthetic, scholarly, popular, memorial, and/or
political discourses are welcome.
Please send a proposal with no identifying marks (300-500 words), an abstract (100 words), a
brief biographical statement (50 words), and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet to
tfinigan@ualberta.ca by November 1.

Particularity in North American Lit/Crit
Organizers: Alana Fletcher (Queen’s U) and Carl Watts (Queen’s U)
Kwame Anthony Appiah has observed that “we expect people of a certain race to behave a
certain way” due both to “the script for that identity” and “antecedent properties” that prompt the
application of a given racial label. He points out that the application and subsequent performance
of labels occurs not only for racial identifications, but also for all major categories within
present-day identity politics. If this is indeed the case, why does it seem that the “antecedent
properties” of identifications like race, gender, and, perhaps to a lesser extent, ethnicity,
overwhelm more contingent identifications such as class politics, theoretical outlook, regional
identification, or locality? How do specific literary and critical career trajectories—such as
Dionne Brand’s—evince the obfuscation of certain particularities in favour of others? Most
unsettlingly, is it possible that such hierarchical ordering of identifications points to an insidious
form of essentialism in the academy itself?
We invite proposals examining the complexities of particularity in contemporary North
American literary and critical production. Send proposals of 300-500 words, containing no
identifying marks, to alana.fletcher@queensu.ca and 11cw18@queensu.ca. Please include a 100word abstract, a 50-word bio, and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet. Deadline:
November 1.

The Senses in Victorian Literature
Organizer: Ann Gagne (Seneca College)
A recent turn in sensory studies has seen an increased focus on how the senses are valuable to
literary study. This session seeks to explore the relationship of the senses as narrated and
depicted in Victorian literature. The senses, particularly touch, can be used to portray a
character’s knowledge; often functioning as boundary markers between the self and others.
Moreover an emphasis on the senses can be indicative of larger historical or societal
preoccupations. Papers addressing any of the senses (touch, taste, hearing, sight, smell) as
present in Victorian texts will be considered. Readings of embodiment in relation to the sensory
(how senses highlight borders of the body) or broader aspects of the sensory relative to class and
societal negotiations (how senses address boundaries in society) are particularly welcome.
Please send a 300-500 word proposal, a 100 word abstract, a 50 word bio, and a completed
Proposal Submission Information form by November 1st 2013 to ann.gagne@senecacollege.ca

Canadian Literature and culture after 9/11
Organizer: Douglas Ivison (Lakehead U)
In the United States, the 9/11 attacks and their aftermath (wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, the War
on Terror, the Patriot Act, etc.) generated a significant response in literature, popular culture, and
the media and as a result a large body of scholarship on 9/11 culture. Although the attacks were
not targeted at Canada they have had a profound impact on twenty-first Canada (a thicker
Canada-US border, the War on Afghanistan, shifts in Canadian foreign policy) and individual
Canadians (Maher Arar, Omar Khadr, and others). Yet comparatively little critical attention has
been paid to the impact of 9/11 on Canadian literature and culture. This panel is seeking papers
that examine the response of Canadian literary and cultural texts to 9/11 and its aftermath.
Please submit a 300-500 word proposal, 100 word abstract, and 50 word biographical note, as
well as the 2014 Proposal Info Sheet, to the panel organizer, Dr. Douglas Ivison, at
douglas.ivison@lakeheadu.ca. The deadline for submissions is 1 November 2013.

Literatures of Climate Change
Organizer: Jenny Kerber (WLU)
How does contemporary literature address the pressing question of climate change, and what
specific cultural work does it perform? Climate change is a multivalent, unstable, and temporally
uncertain phenomenon about which it has proven difficult to construct a single, definitive
narrative. Although the humanities have been relatively slow in addressing climate change in a
sustained way, we are now seeing a surge of discussion in areas such as postcolonial studies,
ecocriticism, and genre studies (eg. Dipesh Chakrabarty, Ursula Heise, and Adeline Johns-Putra)
about how humanists might contribute to discussions about climate change and its many
offshoots, including threats of displacement, rising sea levels, increased frequency of severe
storms, droughts, alteration of species’ habitats, spreading of disease, and pressure on
infrastructure.
This session invites proposals that contemplate contemporary literary responses to climate
change. How are present concerns about climate change and its effects making their way into the
literary texts we read, teach, and study? Does a literature of climate change have certain defining
features? How does climate change intersect with or trouble existing ideas of literary form,
genre, or narrative? How does climate change complicate relationships between the local and the
global? How does it challenge some of the key presumptions of the humanities in general, and/or
of ecocriticism in particular?
Please send a proposal with no identifying marks (300-500 words), an abstract (100 words), a
brief biographical statement (50 words), and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet to Jenny
Kerber, Dept. of English and Film Studies, Wilfrid Laurier University (jkerber@wlu.ca) by
November 1, 2013.

Reading Others Reading
Session organizer: Leah Knight (Brock U)
What is to be gained by reading what, and as, someone else read? How can we substantiate and
learn from how another person read? This panel will address such questions through papers that
address ongoing investigations into the history of reading. From biographical case studies to
open-access databases, this subfield of book history treats an innovative range of materials
through an increasing variety of methodological approaches. This panel seeks to assess how
current studies of individual and cultural reading practices are being shaped and how
such histories might inform literary studies more generally. Papers may consider individual
readers and titles or may span generations and genres; they may concentrate on the challenges
presented by particular forms of evidence (such as marginalia, bookplates, or library records) or
those arising from the historical circumstances of particular types of readers and reading habits.
Please send a proposal with no identifying marks (300-500 words), an abstract (100 words), a
brief biographical statement (50 words), and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet to
lknight [at] brocku.ca by November 1.

Whither Comparative Literature?
Organizer: Victoria Kuttainen (James Cook U)
"National literature is now rather an unmeaning term; the epoch of world literature is at hand,”
wrote Goethe in 1827. Almost two hundred years later, our literary imaginations and critical
frameworks are still held captive by the nation.
Even as a transnational turn has directed literary studies in the last decade to focus on the transits
of CanLit, the nation still holds sway. Yet, back in the 1990s, world literatures and comparative
paradigms proliferated. They were both enabled and constrained by the embattled field of
postcolonial studies, which increasingly formed a hostile position to literatures from invadersettler nations like Canada. Shortly thereafter, resource-scarcity affected literary studies more
broadly. As Stephen Slemon observed in 2003:
Comparative Literature in Canada is the kid who wears glasses. He sits between grades
and is accepted by neither of them…English Studies in Canada have arrived at a
disciplinary moment of hulking self-interest, arrested development, and…violence, while
Comparative Literature Studies cower self-protectively in profound institutional crisis.
This panel invites scholarly discussions of the current state of comparative literary studies in, or
about, Canada. Focused comparative studies are welcome, as are theoretically informed
considerations of the present state of the field.

Proposals of 300-500 words are welcome by November 1st. Please ensure abstracts conform to
ACCUTE’s CFP proposal guidelines. (NO identifying marks for the author, an abstract of 100
words, a bio of 50 words, and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet.)
Please send submissions to Victoria.Kuttainen@jcu.edu.au

With/out Sounds: Electronic Technologies in Canadian Poetry 1963-1984
Organizer: Shannon Maguire (WLU)
From Fred Wah’s meticulous recordings of such events as the Vancouver Poetry Conference of
1963 to bpNichol’s First Screening (1984)—a linked suite of digital kinetic poems—electronic
recording, storage, and computational technologies simultaneously opened the borders of
Canadian poetics to new degrees and transformed the material economies within which Canadian
poetry and poetics were produced. This panel invites papers that address the ways in which
electronic technologies affected and effected Canadian poetry of the early era of globalization.
Topics may include, but are not limited to:
-The economies and/or ecologies of electronic technologies in Canadian poetics of
this era.
-The impact of electronic technology on the “Canadian Documentary Poem” of this
era.
-The ways in which electronic technologies transformed visual and/or sound poetry
of this era.
-Dis/junctions between English Canadian and Québécois uses of electronic
technologies of this era.
-The impact of electronic technologies on national/transnational poetics of this era.
Please send a proposal of 300-500 with NO identifying marks for the author, an abstract of 100
words, a bio of 50 words, and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet to Shannon Maguire
at magu4260@mylaurier.ca by November 1st.

Theorizing the Urbanization of Canadian Culture
Organizer: Brandon McFarlane (University College, U of Toronto)
The millennial years witnessed the urbanization of Canadian literature and culture, yet this
important transition remains under theorized. In Transnational Canadas, Kit Dobson identifies
“an increasingly privileged urban perspective” but cautions “the movement of writing in Canada
from survival against nature and the other to the disruption of the garrison mentality in urban
writing is not clear-cut.” This panel invites papers that can contextualize and explain this
transitional moment in Canadian cultural history. What social, economic, and geographical
processes contribute to the citification of cultural consciousness? Is the turn to the urban a
response to globalization, cosmopolitanism, and/or neoliberalism? How has the widespread

implementation of creative city economics modified culture? What aesthetic practices are related
to this phenomenon? Does the contemporary interest in the urban modify our understanding of
earlier texts, authors, and literary issues? Is this literary historical narrative problematic?
Interested scholars are encouraged to submit a proposal of 300-500 words, an abstract of 100
words, a bio of 50 words, and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet to
brandon.mcfarlane(at)utoronto.ca by 1 November 2013.

Can Lit On-Air: Archives & Audiences
Organizer: Katherine McLeod (U of Toronto)
The Canadian Broadcasting Corporation (CBC) holds a record of the making of literary culture
on-air. Literary programs such as “Anthology” (1954-1985) and “Canada Reads” (2002-present)
broadcast readings, interviews, and debates to a national listening public. Yet, despite their
cultural importance, the CBC archives have not received substantial attention as literary
archives. Exploring the radio, television, and digital archives of the CBC, this panel turns its
attention to the ways in which Canada’s public broadcaster has been--and continues to be-invested in literary production. How might we theorize the intersections among modernism, mass
media, and cultural nationalism in the early years of the CBC? How has the CBC’s role in
relation to literary culture evolved over the past century? How does literary programming
continue to stage versions of Can Lit on the airwaves? Who are its audiences? And what is at
stake in re-listening to its archives as remediated recordings of ‘original’ broadcasts?
This panel seeks papers that take up these questions regarding the influence of mass media on
Canadian Literature, along with theoretical investigations into access and preservation of
audiovisual archives of literary production.
Proposals should follow ACCUTE guidelines of 300-500 words (with no identifying marks),
with a 100 word abstract, 50 word bio, and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet. Deadline:
November 1st.
Email: katherine.mcleod@utoronto.ca

“Verbal Violence”
Organizer: Mervyn Nicholson (TRU)
“Verbal violence” is a form of aggression that uses words rather than physical force, with the
intention to attack/humiliate/crush the ego of someone else. “Classic” example: Hamlet’s verbal
assault on Ophelia. Someone crushes the ego of another individual, but by means of words.
Physical assault may be involved, too, but the focus is hostility expressed with words. How does

the rhetoric work here? Verbal violence can happen between equals but is often associated with
subordination, for example public humiliation, featuring onlookers, often authority figures.
Sometimes it is a ritual of hierarchy display, of “invidious distinction,” in sociologist Thorstein
Veblen’s terminology, and while the target is often a woman, men target other men in attaining
or affirming subordination. Is it a function of class aggression? In another canonic example, Mr.
Murdstone humiliates the child David Copperfield: children are frequently the target of verbal
violence. Collapsed identity is often the result, but sometimes the targeted individual fights
back, and the verbal assault transforms into a verbal duel with high stakes, as in Jane Eyre’s
extended verbal duel with St. John Rivers. Analysis of specific examples welcome, and
theoretical discussion might draw on Thorstein Veblen, Elisabeth Young-Bruehl, Alice Miller,
Gabor Maté, Geoffrey Masson, Barbara Ehrenreich, Barbara Coloroso—class and sociological
approaches especially welcome (please, no psychoanalysis).
Please send a proposal with no identifying marks (300-500 words), an abstract (100 words), a
brief biographical statement (50 words), and a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet to
mnicholson@tru.ca by November 1.

Poetic Pedagogies
Organizer: Tina Northrup (Mount Saint Vincent U)
tina.northrup@msvu.ca
This panel invites proposals that explore contemporary manifestations of didactic poetry
and criticism, and/or that address contemporary issues in literature education more broadly.
Ideally, proposals will speak to some of the following questions:
What are the discursive effects of locating “didactic impulses” in either authors or texts?
What affective politics allow teachers and readers to invest aesthetic experience with pedagogic
meaning? In order to speak of learning from literature, where must its site(s) of instruction be
located? (In purposive authors? psychagogic texts? critical exegesis? readerly affect?) Is it
possible to speak of pedagogic roles for poetry after postmodernism? And, finally, can
didacticism exist apart from the epistemic violences of imperial humanism, or neoliberalism’s
current “knowledge economy”?
More specific areas of inquiry might include (but are not limited to):
- classical discourses in contemporary contexts
- legacies of Romantic thought and praxis
- didacticism in eco-poetry and -poetics
- literature education through anti-racist, anti-colonial, feminist, and/or queer
perspectives
- experimental and/or Language poetics – do différance and didacticism cleave?
Please submit proposals of 300-500 words, with no identifying marks of authorship.
Separately, please attach a 100-word abstract, and a 50-word author bio. You must also

provide a Proposal Submissions Information Sheet.
The deadline for submissions is 1 November, 2013.

Office Arrivals
The ACCUTE team is lucky to have two new graduate assistants join the office. Tia Lalani and
Joseph Ren will be updating the website and helping to plan the conference until the end of
April.
LS
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