histories across Asia and a critical distance that enables one to see Asia itself as a historical and geopolitical
construct — indeed, a multiply reconfigured construct the features of which have varied under Mongol, Ming,
Manchu, Japanese and other designs for domination. In light of recent methodological debates in Asian studies,
this panel aims to probe into the implications of “Asia as Method” for comparative literature. How might intra —
Asian comparisons shed light on the limits of comparability? How does one set aside the habit of what Naoki
Sakai terms “anthropological difference” in the division of academic labor, that is, assigning the West as the origin
of “theory” and Asia as the site of “experience”? How might inter — Asian literary studies speak to studies of non
— Asian literatures? Possible topics include but are not limited to:

Asia and translation studies

Inter — Asian studies and non — Asian entities

Asia and the politics of “place” in comparative literature

Empires (plural) and epistemologies

Area studies, cold war, and the stakes of comparison

The place of Asia in recent methodological debates in literary studies, e.g., critique and postcritique.
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