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Progress in humanities and, similarly, in the institution of literature, is part of the growing
development - by - accumulation in science. Most of the times, this phenomenon has been
identified as consequence of “anomalies” depleted by changes of paradigm. Therefore, as
challenging forces could do, “anomalies’ may generate “the changing of the rules of the
game”, the framing of new perspectives while probing and questioning the “norm” and
normativity itself;

In these late years, literature with the different media of its representation (and of
transmission), leading to further explorations of the very notion of literature, has also
mediated (sometimes from antagonic, some other times from agonic position) between or
among various ways of reading and interpretation, bringing forth change within the “art of
reading”;

The “art of reading” is posited against the backdrop of the “conflict of interpretations” which
is theoretically challenged by academia in their communities and elsewhere. As “Literature”
itself has become its own problem (not only with Authorship turning upon itself in the
contemporary literature for that matter), to speak of solutions with the wealth of
interpretations means only to assess / to estimate (again) the value of some (or many) of
them: for no interpretation can stay outside the changes in literature and changes of
sensibility in readers, at the outset of the new millennium. Moreover, as they say, there is no
shift or change (of perspective) outside a point of start and there is no change, which any shift
announces without the modernization of the mind;

As there are no “neutral facts” in literature, the relationship between “the science of
literature”(represented by literary history, literary theory and criticism) and the “institution of
literature” represented — among other things - by the bond between the World —the Author -
the Text/ Work - the Reader, the two of them cannot aspire to the tempering of the “conflict
of interpretations” but by accepting the re-thinking of its “frontiers” and by accepting

supplementation.

Participants are kindly requested to consider these questions — from within their own

expert areas — with the idea that the contributors want to examine how the institution of

interpretation (of reading “literature”, irrespective of the media of transmission) may encourage

and support new critical approaches to canonical and non - canonical texts/writers and, by

comparison, how it may challenge the transversal reading and reception.

WORKSHOP PROGRAMME
9.00-11.30

e Lect. dr. Horea Poenar, “The Politics of Literature”

e Prof. dr. Sanda Berce, “The Politics of Reading”

e Asist. dr. Elena Pacurar, “The Accommodation of the
New”

e Lect. dr. Petronia Petrar, “The ‘Other’ of
Interpretation: Reading David Mitchell's Cloud Atlas”

e Conf. dr. Alina Preda “From Fiction to Fact: Jeanette
Winterson’s Autobiographical Novel versus Her
Memoir”

e Conf. dr. Adrian Radu, (Re)imagining the City:

Penelope Lively’s ‘City of the Mind"”

12.00 - 12.30 COFFEE BREAK

12.30-14.30

Conf. dr.
Spaciousness —Networks, Strings and Space of Motion”
Lect. dr. Erika Mihalycsa,
Samuel Beckett Reading Georges Duthuit/ Bram van

Berszan Istvan, “Complexity and

“A Dialogic Imagination:

Velde in ‘Three Dialogues with Georges Duthuit’”
Conf. dr. Pop,

Introducere in interpretarea vizuald”

Doru “Cum ‘citim’ imaginile?
Lect. dr. Carmen-Veronica Borbély, “Reading the Irish
(post)Gothic in John Banville's Novels ( Birchwood, The

Sea: A Case Study)”



