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Producing and Consuming Spaces of  
Sport and Leisure: The Encampments  
and Regattas of the American Canoe 
Association, 1880–1903

Jessica Dunkin

At a time when technological change was rendering travel easier than 
ever for most North Americans, the canoe—a craft that depended on 
brute human strength—enjoyed a renaissance across the continent. 
Members of the urban middle class, in particular, could be found em-
barking on wilderness canoe camping trips, joining the newly formed 
canoe clubs that dotted urban waterways or paddling for pleasure at 
summer camps, resorts, and cottages.1 Another manifestation of the 
newfound popularity of the canoe was the creation of the American 
Canoe Association (ACA), an amateur organization whose aim was 
to “unite all amateur canoeists for the purpose of pleasure, health, or 
exploration.”2 Central to the ACA’s mission were encampments and 
regattas, yearly events that drew canoeing enthusiasts from both sides 
of the Canada-U.S. border.3 The men and women who attended these 
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annual meetings travelled many hours—in some cases, days—by train, 
steamer, and canoe, crossing political and ecological boundaries to 
reach locations in Ontario, New York, and New England. There, for two 
weeks, they participated in sailing and paddling contests and explored 
the surrounding area, gathering for meals and nightly campfires with 
friends new and old.

As peripatetic tourist events, the annual meetings of the ACA in-
spired multiple forms of movement, including rail travel, paddling, 
walking, and sailing. These movements, in turn, engaged a diverse 
range of old and new motive technologies from streetcars and steamers 
to trains and canoes. Collectively, these practices and the technologies 
that afforded them exposed the canoeists to new landscapes and envi-
ronments or, in some cases, returned them to familiar ones.4 They also 
mediated the canoeists’ experiences of their surroundings. Yet, even 
as these encampments were simultaneously mobile spaces and spaces 
of mobility, they were spaces of dwelling. Canvas tents were outfitted 
with domestic accoutrements, meals taken in the mess tent were served 
on china, and a Divine Service among the trees anchored the week’s 
schedule. One of the animating questions of the larger research project 
of which this chapter is a part centres on the tensions inherent in the 
canoeing encampments between urban and wild, home and away, mo-
bility and dwelling.

In this chapter, I explore themes of movement, dwelling, and expe-
rience at the annual meetings of the ACA between 1880, when the or-
ganization was founded, and 1903, the year it established a permanent 
encampment.5 Mobilities, environments, and the intersections between 
them are deeply social and historical—a point that is marginal in con-
temporary theories of mobility. As geographer Tim Cresswell has not-
ed, such theories centre on the figure of the nomad—Walter Benjamin’s 
flâneur, Michel de Certeau’s Wandersmänner, Gilles Deleuze and 
Felix Guattari’s nomad—a “remarkably unsocial being . . . unmarked 
by the traces of class, gender, ethnicity, sexuality, and geography.”6 
Furthermore, they pay little attention to the “historical conditions that 
produce specific forms of movement.”7 This case study suggests that 
a more complex understanding of the ways in which people moved 
to, moved through, and occupied leisure space is not only useful, but 
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necessary. For example, visitors to the ACA encampments encountered 
and inhabited these spaces not as isolated individuals, but as members 
of family units, canoe club groups, and the imagined community of 
canoeists.8 Moreover, their experiences and thus their movements were 
“caught up in [the] power geometries of everyday life.”9 As white men 
and women of the middle and upper middle class, the canoeists had 
access to the ACA as well as the time and resources to travel to and 
participate in its annual meetings, even as gender and finer gradations 
of class shaped both their journeys to the encampments and the ways in 
which they navigated and inhabited the campsites. Finally, the annual 
meetings, as expressions of and responses to modernity, were rooted 
in the late-nineteenth-century world, embodying some of the central 
tensions of modern life, between movement and stasis, innovation 
and tradition, productivity and leisure.10 These tensions flowed from 
the myriad economic, political, and social changes that were produced 
by the entangled processes of industrial capitalism, urbanization, and 
mass immigration.11

The Roots of the ACA and the Annual Encampment
The ACA was formed on Lake George in the Adirondacks in August 
1880.12 Although membership was ostensibly open to all “persons of 
respectable character, of any age, who possess a true love of Nature,” 

those who joined were largely of the middle and upper middle class.13 
Predominantly, they were men. The ACA did not extend official mem-
bership to women until 1944; that said, the organization began to wel-
come small numbers of women as honorary or associate members in 
1882, and women were an important component of camp life in dif-
ferent ways from 1881 onwards.14 Finally, most of the members were of 
Euro-American descent.15 The notable exception was famed Canadian 
“Indian poetess” Pauline Johnson, who became an honorary member 
in 1893.16

Initially, the leadership and members alike assumed that the annu-
al meeting would remain at the Lake George site in perpetuity; in the 
fall of 1880, two members purchased three islands in the lake’s centre 
for a permanent encampment. By 1882, however, the ACA had deemed 
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Figure 9.1. American Canoe Association encampments, 1880–1903. Map by Eric 
Leinberger.
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the so-called Canoe Islands too small, the racecourses too distant from 
the islands, and the journey to Lake George unnecessarily arduous.17 
Thus, beginning in 1883, the association took its annual meeting on 
the road, so to speak, visiting locations in Ontario, New York, and New 
England (fig. 9.1).18

There were no official criteria for choosing a campsite. However, 
the organizing committee typically pursued accessible and well-ser-
viced locations that were “far enough away from hotels and summer 
travel destinations to preserve the privacy and independence of the 
camp.”19 Beyond having ample transportation routes at hand, accessi-
bility implied proximity to the Canada-U.S. border. Within a few years 
of the organization’s beginnings, rising Canadian membership and in-
volvement in the ACA meant that the ideal camp was held close to the 
Dominion.20 Organizers also looked for a site to accommodate both 
paddling and sailing races—a challenge given that the former required 
calm and the latter wind. The aesthetics of the selected locations varied 
widely, from the craggy mountains of the Adirondacks to the rocky 
shorelines of the Canadian Shield to the seaside vistas of New England. 
Most organizers, however, aspired to find locations that resonated with 
romantic ideals of the day, marrying the sublime, which “entailed a new 
appreciation of natural phenomena” previously “regarded as unpleas-
antly frightening, unattractive, or even demonic,” and the picturesque, 
which referred to a “less spectacular quality of landscape, one that was 
visually pleasing but lacked the emotional impact of the sublime.”21 In 
almost every case, the canoeists raised their tents on land that was oc-
cupied by Indigenous people, either at that time or in recent memory.22

A mobile encampment provided members with variety and attract-
ed new adherents. However, it was expensive and time consuming to 
find and establish a new camp every year. After having debated the 
suitability of a permanent encampment for more than a decade, the 
ACA finally acquired land on the St. Lawrence River in 1900 from the 
Dominion Department of Indian Affairs.23 The first annual meeting 
on Sugar Island took place in 1903. The association continues to gather 
there today.

Two important changes introduced in 1883 altered the spatial and 
temporal bounds of the encampment. First, the ACA extended the 
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event from four days, with three days devoted to racing, to two weeks 
with three or four days for racing. Commodore E.B. Edwards claimed 
that a longer encampment would be more relaxing.24 However, we 
might also interpret the new format, which increased the time avail-
able for socializing and recreating, as part of the organization’s ongo-
ing offensive against professionalism. As Bruce Kidd has argued, white, 
middle-class, male sporting cultures around the turn of the century 
revelled in the “amateur ideal,” which decried athleticism as a com-
modity.25 In Edwards’ own words, circulated to members in advance of 
the 1883 meet, “The regatta is intended to afford the means of testing 
in a friendly way the relative merits of various styles of canoes, rig, 
etc., and furnish a bit of pleasant sport at the end of the camp, rather 
than to promote the fastest racing in the world, and thus give rise to 
personal jealousies.”26 The longer encampment also afforded more time 
to explore the site and surrounding areas and, thus, to know the local 
environments.

Second, with the introduction of a women’s camp—nicknamed 
“Squaw Point”—the encampment was no longer an exclusively ho-
mosocial masculine space, which in turn transformed how male and 
female canoeists navigated and occupied the spaces of the encamp-
ment.27 In addition to reflecting women’s growing interest in the sport 
of canoeing, the decision to include a women’s camp appears to have 
been a response to anxieties about the perceived respectability of the 
event. A contingent of canoeists including O.K. Chobee felt that “visit-
ing canoeists [would] not be tempted to forget their civilization” with a 
“refining feminine influence” present.28 However, the decision to clois-
ter women in their own camp, and the debate that raged in the pages of 
the American Canoeist over the suitability of having a women’s camp at 
all, suggest that concerns over respectability and mixed-sex sociability 
coexisted.29

Imagining and Travelling
The experience of the annual encampment began long before the ca-
noeists set foot on the campsite. Advance circulars and newspaper ar-
ticles served as “manuals” for the event.30 In their descriptions of the 
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natural and cultural history of the area, the topography of the site and 
its environs, and the various “improvements” made by the organiz-
ers, these documents articulated “imaginative geographies” for their 
readers.31 With their lists of rules regarding members, the regatta, and 
the campsite, they also sought to discipline the kinds of practices that 
would unfold in that space.32 Finally, in their provision of information 
about travel, accommodation, and activities, these texts served practi-
cal ends.

Travel to the meets was a function of the location of the event and 
the attending members. While a small contingent usually resided close 
to the campsite, most ACA members had farther to go. Particularly 
in the early years, it was not uncommon for the trip from home to 
camp to take two days or more. Organizers facilitated travel by cir-
culating transportation schedules, arranging for fare concessions, and 
providing certificates of membership, which eased border crossing and 
eliminated customs duties.33 Getting there typically involved multiple 
transportation technologies that passed through equally diverse land-
scapes. The more adventurous of the campers completed part, if not 
all, of the journey by canoe. Most of these intrepid travellers were men. 
However, some women also made such journeys, including the three 
female canoeists who cruised with the Jabberwock Canoe Club to the 
1887 meet on Lake Champlain.34 The majority of campers, however, 
availed themselves of the growing network of train and steamer lines 
that crisscrossed the Northeast to complete the bulk of their journey, 
while travel over shorter distances depended on streetcars, stages, wag-
ons, and barges. There is a certain irony to the fact that these myriad 
forms of modern transportation enabled gatherings in honour of the 
canoe, an ostensibly antimodern technology.

The canoeists’ accounts reveal that these varied modes of trans-
portation permitted different engagements between travellers and their 
surroundings. They describe, for example, the ways in which overnight 
trains abolished space, while rail trips by day offered a “succession of 
pictures” glimpsed through plate glass windows.35 Here, they echo the 
observations of Wolfgang Schivelbusch and Michael Freeman, who 
argue that rail travel offered up “new vistas,” expanding the number 
of spaces for the leisured classes to consume, and “annihilated and 
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differentiated space,” allowing passengers to compare a variety of 
landscapes and better appreciate environmental difference.36 The two 
scholars also argue that the railcars functioned like cocoons, distanc-
ing the passengers from the smells and sounds of the passing landscape 
and curtailing visual perception. While the journey by train may have 
separated passengers from the landscape and from particular corpore-
al experiences (Schivelbusch argues that the railway put an end to the 
physical intensity of stagecoach-era travel), it is more useful to think of 
rail travel as a differently embodied rather than a disembodied experi-
ence. Even as travel by rail was a more passive form of movement, par-
ticularly in the summer months, it remained hot, dusty, and tiresome.37

The canoeists’ rail experiences are not necessarily representative of 
those of other travellers in the same period. First, the travel discounts 
arranged by the ACA were always for first-class travel. By the 1880s, the 
original American railcar—an open compartment with seats lining a 
centre aisle that brought together people of different classes, races, and 
genders—existed alongside specialty and extra-fare cars that provided 
comfortable seating and sleeping berths to those with means, thereby 
enabling well-heeled travellers to distance themselves from “others.”38 
Second, as time passed, it became increasingly common for canoe clubs 
and divisions to hire private cars to take members and their canoes 
to the meet.39 In addition to the comfort afforded by such transporta-
tion (most were Pullmans), these shared cars likely offered a decidedly 
different travel experience from the typical first-class railway journey, 
which some have argued was characterized more by isolation and ano-
nymity than social engagement.40 This is particularly true for women, 
who did not travel on the same terms as men. By the late nineteenth 
century, trains had become a public space in which women could 
maintain their respectability, but doing so required vigilance. Among 
other things, travel etiquette advised women to be inconspicuous in 
both dress and decorum, covertly aware of the other companions in 
their car, and discerning in choosing topics of conversation.41 Thus, the 
shared car may have made the journey more comfortable and relaxing 
for women, and more social for the canoeists generally.

The experience of train travel contrasted sharply with the expe-
rience of canoe travel. Unlike railcars, canoes were open, offering no 
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escape from a hot sun or driving rain. They were small and sat close to 
the water, making them susceptible to high winds and waves. Finally, 
they moved relatively slowly, allowing their captains time to engage 
with local environments and people in more intimate ways.42 The 
means of propulsion further mediated the environmental experiences 
of ACA members travelling by canoe.43 In different ways, sails and pad-
dles “sensuously extended” the canoeists’ capacities “into and across 
the physical world,” producing particular configurations of body, tech-
nology, and environment.44 It was through the shifting tension in ropes 
held by calloused hands and the resistance of the water felt through 
paddles that canoeists came to know the paths they travelled on their 
way to the annual meet. Travelling by canoe caused more immediate 
and sustained physical exertion and, ideally, accommodation as the 
body adjusted to the strain. This sense of accommodation is evident in 
Florence Snedeker’s account of travelling to the 1891 meet: “Paddling 
on, we thought of weariness; then forgot it, and, an hour after, found 
ourselves fresh again. That is the advantage of paddling. There is no 
strain. The muscles soon play themselves to the rhythm. Each day there 
is less effort in the lazy motion, until one fancies one might fall asleep, 
and still keep paddling on.”45 Canoe travel thus produced different em-
bodied, social, and environmental experiences than did journeys by 
train.

Regardless of the mode of transportation and the physical location 
of the camp, either the Canadian members or the American ones had 
to cross an international boundary. Even as the organizing committee 
alerted customs officials to the canoeists and arranged for duty-free 
passage, they could not eliminate wait times and searches. Nevertheless, 
only accounts of the 1889 meet on Stave Island (in Canadian waters) 
suggest widespread difficulties with crossing the border. In this case, 
American visitors were delayed in Clayton, New York, for a half-day or 
more while their applications were processed.46 This instance aside, the 
ease with which the canoeists moved back and forth across the border 
raises questions about the meaningfulness of that boundary for mid-
dle-class recreationalists in the late nineteenth century.47

Given that most of the encampments were sited on islands or points 
of land not accessible by road, participants undertook the last stage of 
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the journey to the campsite by boat, usually a steamer. Unlike railroad 
journeys, steam travel remains understudied.48 J.I. Little argues that his-
torians have tended to conflate the passenger experiences of steamboats 
and trains. His work on the tourist industry on Lake Memphremagog 
suggests that, in contrast with railcars, steamers provided “ample op-
portunity for passengers who were so inclined to develop a spiritual 
affinity with their scenic surroundings” and boasted a “convivial at-
mosphere.”49 The canoeists’ accounts do suggest a certain romance to 
steamer travel. Not only did these boats move more slowly than rail-
cars, they also included spaces (decks) open to the outside world. From 
the prow of the steamer, one could watch with anticipation as the en-
campment—with its tiny white tents tucked in among the greenery, the 
many flagpoles, and the shoreline littered with boats—came into fo-
cus.50 Those steamers that travelled to the meets also frequently served 
as clearing houses for travellers coming from various points, bringing 
ACA members new and old into contact before arriving to the campsite 
wharf and the onset of the annual meeting.51

Inhabiting
The ACA encampments inspired multiple forms of movement. While 
the longest journey was from home to campsite, myriad micro-journeys 
comprised daily life at the annual meetings.52 The campers undertook 
most of these journeys on foot and in canoes, although bicycles, horses, 
and wagons could also be found on site. The first such micro-journey 
took attendees from the wharf to “headquarters.”53 Here, the secre-
tary-treasurer registered the canoeists and gave each a coloured ribbon 
denoting their status: member, honorary/associate member, or visitor. 
This ribbon, worn for the duration of the encampment, signalled the 
individual’s next movements; officials directed male members towards 
the men’s, or main, camp, while the women members were shown the 
way to Squaw Point. Depending on the time of day and the nature of 
their invitation, visitors were either able to accompany their host to the 
campsite or had to remain in the public areas of the encampment.54

The distance travelled by men and women to and from their respec-
tive camps reinforced their differential status within the organization. 
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The men’s camp was at the heart of the site, close to the public spaces of 
the wharf and the headquarters. Women, by contrast, were housed at 
the margins of the encampment, typically a quarter mile or more from 
headquarters, in “quiet coves” or “a secluded grove.”55 The emplacement 
and description of the camps echoed the separate spheres ideology so 
popular in the nineteenth century that associated men with public 
life and women with domestic affairs.56 One of the enduring rules of 
camp life, reflecting the anxieties surrounding mixed-sex sociability, 
governed movement between the two camps. From the mid-1880s on-
wards, camp regulations allowed for women to be in the main camp 
during the day and, provided they had special permission and super-
vision, in the evenings as well. By contrast, for men, access to Squaw 
Point always required an invitation.57 The camp police and the Squaw 
Point chaperone(s)—usually an older woman or couple—monitored 
such movements. An exception to the rule was made for married men 
attending the encampments with their families; they could move freely 
within and between the men’s and women’s camps. In other words, 
gender and marital status shaped the ways canoeists occupied and ex-
perienced the spaces of the encampment.

As much as the encampments were mobile spaces and spaces of 
mobility, they were also spaces of dwelling. Camp life, while comfort-
able, remained somewhat “rustic” throughout this period. Attendees 
procured water from a nearby well; candles and lanterns provided 
necessary light.58 Nonetheless, by 1890 the majority of the tents had 
“raised board floors and canvas cots.”59 Campers of both sexes spent a 
not insignificant amount of time outfitting their tents (fig. 9.2). “Flags, 
banners and ensigns of every size, shape and color” adorned the exteri-
ors, while hastily built shelves and trunks covered with shawls added a 
modicum of comfort inside, as did rugs, camp chairs, and ice chests.60 
Photographs and accounts of the annual meetings frequently depicted 
tents with their flaps pulled back, “open to admit the sun and air,” their 
“contents unblushingly revealed to the passer-by.”61 We might interpret 
this transformation of private domestic space into a public spectacle as 
part of individual self-fashioning made available for public consump-
tion. As Paige Raibmon has shown, Victorians understood domestic 
spaces and domestic goods as “material markers of civilization,” and 
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as windows onto “the individual’s soul and the family’s moral state.”62 
The concern for decoration and display also shows the emerging con-
sumerist ethos of the age.63 That consumer culture appeared far from 
the shopping districts of major urban centres demonstrates the reach of 
consumerism and modernity into these remote locations.

We can also see this desire for and exhibition of domestic space as 
embodying the complex relationship between movement and dwelling 
that is at the heart of modern “mundane” tourist practices.64 While 
the canoeists recognized the ACA encampments as temporary, they 
also went out of their way to domesticate such spaces, to configure the 
landscape and the schedule in ways that recalled the very places they 
had left behind. There are parallels here with Michael Haldrup’s work 
on second-home holidays (i.e., cottaging) in contemporary Denmark. 

 
Figure 9.2. Home away from home at the 1891 ACA meet on Lake Champlain in 
New York State. Courtesy of New York State Historical Association.
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Haldrup contends that such mundane holidays are characterized first 
and foremost by a desire to inhabit, and secondarily by a desire to see, 
gaze, and experience. Most interestingly, he sees inhabiting not as an 
immobile process but as a dynamic one that relies on “laid-back mobil-
ities”: “long walks, jogging and biking in the woods or along the beach 
. . . that enable the visitor to get familiar with and domesticate the scene 
of vacationing.”65 Such laid-back mobilities were also integral to camp 
life. Campers in search of a new vista, a meal, or a friendly face employed 
their feet, canoes, bicycles, carts, and horses to navigate the campsite.66 
These movements were part of both sensing and producing particular 
spaces. In other words, as canoeists moved around the site, more often 
than not with others, they not only came to know the landscape, but 
they transformed the raw material of water and land into lived spaced. 
A stretch of shoreline became New York Bay, a footpath through the 
camp became Yonge Street. Thus, while the organizers may have iden-
tified the location of key sites such as the wharf and Squaw Point, the 
site was made meaningful through the multiple spatial practices of the 
canoeists.

Campers also moved farther afield and, in doing so, engaged the 
encampments’ surroundings. Most spent the “free time” during the 
first week exploring the local landscapes. Some did so via formal ex-
cursions, organized by the local committee, to “natural” and “cultural” 
sites of interests such as Bala Falls at the 1900 meet in Muskoka or the 
Lake Champlain Yacht Club regatta in 1891.67 Typically, these excur-
sions made use of steamers, although occasionally, a flotilla of canoes 
would set forth. While they employed the same technologies that had 
enabled the campers to arrive at the encampment in the first place—the 
steamer and canoe—the purpose of such excursions, to know the meet-
ings’ surrounding environments, provided a different context for the 
canoeists’ engagement with the landscape. It was a journey for the jour-
ney’s sake. Campers also organized more informal excursions—pic-
nics, leisurely paddles, and fishing trips. As the canoeists visited local 
sites of interest, went fishing, or enjoyed picnics, they were rarely alone. 
That is, the environments of the meets were not just natural landscapes, 
they were social ones as well, produced (and consumed) through one’s 
proximity to others. The canoeists’ movements, both on- and off-site, 
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were not benign, but rather part of constructing these landscapes of 
leisure as white and bourgeois. Consciously or not, the canoeists, as 
they perambulated the campsite and its environs, sought to erase the 
memory of Indigenous presence on the land as well as any claim that 
local Aboriginal groups might have had to the territory. There were 
participants, in other words, in the entwined colonial projects of dis-
placement and assimilation well underway at the turn of the twentieth 
century.68

The regattas afforded yet another mobile means to “know” the en-
campment space (fig. 9.3).69 Competitors and spectators occupied the 
spaces of the regatta in different ways, although it was not uncommon 
for a canoeist to perform both roles. Whereas spectators included men 
and women in varying proportions from year to year, most of the com-
petitors in this period were men.70 Those who took part in the regatta 

 
Figure 9.3. Competitors and spectators at the 1890 ACA meet at Long Island, New 
York. Courtesy of Adirondack Museum.
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experienced the space through physical competition, although there 
were differences based on the contest. The yearly program featured 
between fifteen and thirty events, which varied in duration, distance, 
shape of course (e.g., triangle, straight line), and canoe type. The canoe-
ist’s relationship with a given course extended beyond a particular race 
to include time spent practicing during the first week—or even poten-
tially to earlier encampments on the same site. Their success depended 
on their environmental awareness and ability to respond appropriately 
to the course conditions (e.g., wind, waves, current). Spectators were 
not necessarily immobile; while those on the shoreline followed the 
races through opera glasses, a large contingent of spectators in boats 
always chased the canoes as they moved around the course, or at least 
positioned themselves closer to the action.71

Attendees celebrated the end of the regatta with a banquet and 
awards ceremony. At this point, the annual encampment had for all in-
tents and purposes come to an end. Although a few individuals stayed 
on the site for another week or two, most left sooner, and in much the 
same way they had arrived: by steamer, train, and canoe. Some would 
return the following year; many would not. But they would be replaced 
by others, drawn to the experience by the many periodical accounts 
that appeared in the weeks and months after the meet or by the stories 
and photograph albums of those who attended.

Conclusion
The annual meetings of the ACA were environments of sport and lei-
sure produced and consumed through practices afforded and shaped 
by epochal and mundane technologies.72 As such, they shed light on the 
intersections of place, practice, and technology that are at the heart of 
environments and mobilities in the modern age. In varying ways, tech-
nologies such as trains, steamers, and canoes/paddles/sails “sensuously 
extend[ed] ‘human’ capacities into and across the physical world,” al-
lowing certain movement practices and precluding others.73 Through 
such practices, which David Crouch defines as embodied ways of “ex-
periencing, making sense, [and] knowing” the world, canoeists came to 
know these environments.74 They also transformed the farmers’ fields, 
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woodlots, and waterways that housed the encampments into lived spac-
es, or places, “locations imbued with meaning and power.”75 Yet it was 
more than transportation technology that shaped the canoeists’ move-
ments to and through the encampment. “Mental and imaginative evi-
dence”—such as the descriptions and maps circulated in advance of the 
meets, and the rules posted on site—also informed their mobilities.76 
Finally, social relations informed the canoeists’ movements. While 
class and race largely determined access to the encampments, gender, 
class, and marital status further differentiated experiences of the meet 
and, by extension, the ways in which the canoeists produced and con-
sumed their environments. In particular, anxieties about respectability 
and mixed-sex sociability and contemporary ideas about the body and 
athleticism constrained women’s movements and experiences.

In The Practice of Everyday Life, Michel de Certeau introduces the 
archetype of the walker, a solitary masculine figure who moves through 
the spaces of the city with relative ease, the scripts of his movements 
intersecting with—but more often than not, diverging from—the 
scripts of the planners and engineers responsible for the built urban 
environment.77 No comparable canoeist archetype can be identified at 
the annual meetings of the ACA, in part because attendees usually ex-
perienced the spaces of the encampment with others, but also because 
these spaces were experienced by bodies marked by class, gender, and 
race. In short, the annual meetings of the association reveal how move-
ments are embodied and made meaningful in specific times and places 
and under particular social conditions. They also show some of the 
paradoxes of mobility in the late nineteenth century. Fleeing the city 
for a canoe encampment depended on new technologies and revealed a 
desire to recreate many features of the life left behind in the city, even 
as the paddlers propelled themselves around ostensibly wild lakes and 
rivers.
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