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hat orientations towards the future are emerg-

ing as intertwined ecological, social, and po-
litical crises intensify? The conference explores the
entanglements of catastrophic and hopeful thinking
in the Anthropocene. In particular, it examines the
role of hopeful attachments in the midst of the on-
going destruction of life-worlds. As more and more
ecosystems and social fabrics are threatened, what
forms of visionary, future-oriented politics might
still emerge? What promises are made at a time
when the future seems lost (Garcés 2023)? Where
are people investing in alternative “architectures of
possibilities” (Simone 2020), and to what effect?

Hope has a bad reputation in social and political
theory: it is often construed as a mere synonym for
passive waiting and inaction, distracting us from ,our
disturbing now" (Zaliwska and Boler 2018) and the
task of critique. Sociologists and political theorists
have analyzed how the abandonment of hope and the
creation of a narrative of hopelessness become pre-
conditions for imagining new forms of political en-
gagement in the Anthropocene (Cassegdrd and Thorn
2022, Huber 2023, Thaler 2023). Since hope has been
seen as intimately linked to the ,cruel optimism*
(Berlant 2011) of modernistic notions of progress,
some scholars and activists have argued that we need
to get rid of hope as a catalyst for transformation
and instead nurture melancholy and apocalypticism
as more adequate forms of being in the midst of
planetary destruction (Dries 2024).

But the crisis of the Anthropocene has also engendered
new ways of thinking and practices of hope that are
not necessarily oriented toward a bright future (Adam
2024), but rather toward finding different attach-
ments to the future as the horizon darkens (Anderson
2022). Some of these have peculiar relations to cata-
strophic thinking, such as ,radical hope” (Lear 2006),
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»hope from despair” (Huber 2023) or hope as an en-
gine for alternative worldmaking, even or especially
when ‘sustainability’ appears distant and unattain-
able. New hopeful attachments are experimented
with, for example, in practices of prefiguration, ex-
perimentation or improvisation that aim at a multi-
plicity of “possible better worlds” (Goldman 2024),
but also in political outrage and the search for radical
alternatives. Ultimately, hope is proposed as a way of
thinking critique in the Anthropocene, serving as a
“situated, critical disposition that lays the foundation
for becoming otherwise and for a different kind of
politics” (Bargués et al. 2023).

In this conference, we want to revisit the social and
political lives of hope, and its counterparts—e.g.
despair, dread, fear—in times of multiple catastro-
phes. We invite papers that take us to current scenes
of hopeful attachments, practices, and orientations
and engage us in empirical, theoretical, and specu-
lative debates.

We welcome contributions from a variety of
disciplines, e.g. Sociology, Anthropology, Cultural
Geography, Environmental Humanities, Affect The-
ory, Political Science, IR, Philosophy, Socio-Legal
Studies, History, Literary Studies, Social Psychology,
Religious Studies, and Cultural Studies.

Please send your 250-word abstract
and a short bio-note to:

futures.of.sustainability@uni-hamburg.de
by April 30, 2024 [subject: Hope Abstract]

Support for travel and accommodation costs
will be offered for successful applicants.
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We are particularly interested in:

> Empirically grounded analyses of how hope
‘works’, what collectivizing and (a)politicizing
effects it has and what infrastructures, spaces,
institutions and networks facilitate its emergence.

- 'The situatedness of hope, i.e. power-, inequality-
and justice-sensitive perspectives on hope: How
do gender, coloniality, race and class shape practic-
es of hope and ways of engaging with the future?

~> Temporalities of hope: urgency, emergency, “slow
hope” (Mauch 2019) but also ‘backward-orient-
ed’ or non-teleological forms of hope. Hope's in-
volvement in temporal logics of addressing future
threats, such as anticipation, promises, prepared-
ness, prediction, or resilience, as well as in the rec-
ognition of loss, e.g. in post-apocalyptic thinking.

> 'The role of hope in contemporary activism and
transformative collective action; how to do cri-
tique with hope? But also, the biopolitics of green
hope and its side effects: How does hope enter
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the register of governmentality and facilitate
policies and programs encouraging forms of life
that emphasize hope as a tool for autonomy and
self-reliance, as well as a coping strategy for the
consequences of climate catastrophe?

~> Affective and moral logics of hope and their coun-
terparts (e.g. despair, rage, fear, hopelessness, but
also denialism and indifference). Expanding on
radical hope and its ‘relatives’: the promise, aspi-
ration, or utopia in a broader conceptualization of
the Anthropocene; as well as the moral, spiritual,
or transcendent charges of hope.

»> Cruel hope, right-wing utopias, and apocalyptic
populism in our entangled planetary crises. How
is hope linked to aggressive and violent methods
of caring for the planet? How do authoritarian and
populist regimes in certain regions of the world
use hope to diagnose and enforce solutions to the
climate emergency?
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