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Outline

There have, across differing contexts, been many hands-on and how-to-do texts on
writing retreats for academic staff at higher education institutions (see for example
Grant 2006; Moore 2003; Murray and Moore 2006; Knowles and Grant 2014;
Murray 2015). While these are helpful for both facilitators and participants wishing
to engage with writing for publication in retreats, they do not necessarily provide
readers with novel ways of re-imagining such events. Furthermore, many of these
texts tend to take for granted the neoliberal conditions under which higher
education is currently operating, which has led to the corporatisation of higher
education (Berg and Seeber 2016). This means that they tend not to question the
consequent imperatives to publish as quickly and as much as possible, or recognise
these as part of the neoliberal requirements. Unfortunately, such instrumental
obligations have the effect of occluding issues such as the quality of the publications,
and the amount of preparation which is needed before coming to writing retreats. It
is almost as if a writing retreat has been appropriated as a ‘fixit’ solution for these
purposes and become part of the endeavor to get academics to churn out as many
publications in as little time as possible.

This presentation considers the implications of such requirements, and the effects that
performativity and productivity in relation to publication at writing retreats may have on
scholarship. It also proposes an alternative way of viewing and conducting writing
retreats. This alternative is in the form of a Slow scholarship, which originated in the
Slow food movement, and which has been replicated in architecture, urban life and
personal relations. Slow scholarship and pedagogies have been brought to attention in
academia by writers such as Isabelle Stengers (2005, 2011) who has argued for Slow
science. A Slow scholarship in the form of pedagogy has been further considered by
writers such as Hartman and Darab (2012), as well as by Berg and Seeber (2016) and
Martell (2014), who have also written more globally about the Slow academy and
university. Slow scholarship, including a Slow ontology for writing has been considered
by Ulmer (2016) and from a feminist ethics of care by writers such as Mountz et al.



(2015). Slow practices in reading and writing are those which encourage hesitation,
thoughtfulness and new ways of relating, for readers and writers at writing retreats. These
practices have also been referred to as the ‘politics of slowness’ or Slow scholarship,
which is seen as being both political and historicized (Berg and Seeber 2016; Garey et al.
2014; Mountz et al. 2015; Stengers 2005, 2011; Ulmer 2017).

What we need, I argue in this presentation, is to re-imagine the writing retreat as
an event where Slow scholarship can be practised using particular processes of reading
and writing which would support this form of scholarship. In order to achieve Slow
scholarship, T propose the use of a diffractive reading and writing methodology, as
developed by Karen Barad (2007). Diffractive reading involves close, attentive and care-
full readings of each other’s work in order to affect and be affected as ‘readerlywriters’
‘becoming-with’ each other in writing retreats. This diffractive methodology of reading
and writing can be regarded as part of a response-able pedagogy, where writers intra-act
with each other in their mutual becomings as writers and readers. A response-able
pedagogy incorporates the ability to affect and to be affected. Here I am using the
concept ‘affect” from a Spinozist viewpoint, rather than seeing affect as emotion in the
everyday sense of the word (Massumi 2015). To affect and to be affected are not two
capacities, as Massumi reminds us, but they go together and refer to manoeuvrability, the
‘where we might be able to go and what we might be able to do’ in every present
situation (2015, 8) — which, in this case, is with our writing and reading. Another way of
putting this is to ‘render each other capable’ (Haraway 2016, 1) through ‘becoming-with’
our readings, writings and feedback to each other.

Giving and receiving feedback in writing retreats in flattened rather than
hierarchical relationships and across disciplinary boundaries provides a richness for
diffractive readings and respondings, and opportunities for being affected by and
affecting writing practices. Academic tradition generally requires a distance from the
subject under question, where one viewpoint is pitted against another, and others’ views
might even be parodied. This dissatisfaction with critique expressed by Barad in her
interviews (Dolphijn and van der Tuin 2012; Juelskjaer and Schwennesen 2012) has
resonances with Bruno Latour’s (2004) suggestion that ‘critique has run out of steam’.
Diffraction is proposed as an alternative to these sorts of critique, offering instead
affirmative, detailed and care-full practices of reading and writing. Diffractive
methodologies allow us to rethink practices at writing retreats — opening up and enabling
practices that ‘make a difference’ (Barad) for becoming writers at these retreats.
Diffraction draws attention to processual ways of affecting and being affected by each
others’ writing, showing how reading through the fine details of texts, with close and
loving attentiveness, may provide an affirmative way of entangling ideas and engaging
with the material-discursive to encounter differences that matter for the becoming of
readerlywriters and writerlyreaders. An example of how such a response-able pedagogy
has been attempted at a writing retreat is elaborated upon; Google Drive and face-to-face
encounters were used as part of an apparatus and is discussed in the presentation.

References



Barad, K. 2007. Meeting the universe halfway: Quantum physics and the entanglement of matter
and meaning. Durham: Duke University Press.

Berg, M. and Seeber, B.K. 2016. The slow professor: Challenging the culture of speed in the
academy. Toronto: University of Toronto Press.

Dolphijn, R. and van der Tuin, 1. 2012. New Materialism: Interviews and cartographies.
University of Michigan Library: Open Humanities Press.

Garey, A., R. Hertz and M.K. Nelson (eds). 2014. Open to disruption: Time and craft in the
practice of Slow sociology. Nashville: Vanderbilt University Press.

Grant, B. 2006. Writing in the company of other women: Exceeding the boundaries. Studies in
Higher Education 33 (4): 483-95.

Haraway, D. 2016. Staying with the trouble: Making kin in the Chthulucene. Durham and
London: Duke University Press.

Hartman, Y. and Darab, S. 2012. A call for Slow scholarship: A case study on the intensification
of'academic life and its implications for pedagogy. Review of Education, Pedagogy, and
Cultural Studies 34 (1-2): 49-60.

Juelskjaer, M. and Schwennesen, N. 2012. Intra-active entanglements: An interview with Karen

Barad. Kvinder, Koen og Forskning. 21 (1-2): 10-23.

Knowles, S. and Grant, B. 2014. Walking the labyrinth: The holding embrace of academic
writing retreats. In C. Aitchison and C. Guerin, eds. Writing groups for doctoral education
and beyond, 110-127, London and New York: Routledge.

Latour, B, 2004, ‘Why has critique run out of steam? From matters of fact to matters of concern’,

Critical Inquiry, vol. 30, pp.225-248.

Martell, L. 2014. The slow university: Inequality, power and alternatives. Forum: Qualitative

Social Research 15 (3), accessed 10 October 2016, http://www.qualitative-

research.net/index.php/fgs/article/view/2223/3692/
Massumi, Brian. 2015. Politics of affect. Cambridge: Polity.

Moore, S. 2003. Writers’ retreats for academics: Exploring and increasing the motivation to write.
Journal of Further and Higher Education 27 (3): 333-42.

Mountz, A., Bonds, A., Mansfield, B. Loyd, J., Hyndman, J., Walton-Roberts, M., Basu, R.,
Whitson, R., Hawkins, R., Hamilton, T. and Curran, W. 2015. For Slow scholarship: A
feminist politics of resistance through collective action in the neoliberal university. ACME:

An International E-Journal for Critical Geographies 14 (4): 1235-1259.


http://paperpile.com/b/4Q7rOH/nwGc
http://paperpile.com/b/4Q7rOH/nwGc
http://www.qualitative-research.net/index.php/fqs/article/view/2223/3692
http://www.qualitative-research.net/index.php/fqs/article/view/2223/3692
http://paperpile.com/b/4Q7rOH/nwGc
http://paperpile.com/b/4Q7rOH/nwGc

Murray, R. 2015. Writing in social spaces: A social processes approach to academic writing.
London & New York: Routledge.

Murray, R. and Moore, S. 2006. The handbook of academic writing: A fresh approach.
Maidenhead: Open University Press.

Stengers, 1. 2011. ‘Another science is possible!” A plea for Slow science. Faculté de Philosophie
et Lettres, ULB, Inaugural lecture; Chair Willy Calewaert 2011-2012 (VUB).

Stengers, 1. 2005. Deleuze and Guattari’s last enigmatic message. Angelaki 10 (2): 151-167.

Ulmer, J.B. 2017. Writing slow ontology. Qualitative Inquiry, 23(3), 201-211.



