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NASA-NIEUWS 
 
Bestuursbericht 
 
Dear NASA-members, 
 
When you read this—some time after I write it—either Barack Obama or John McCain will 
be the president-elect. Either way, this election will have produced an historic first. I need 
hardly explain the novelty of an Obama victory. A McCain win would represent a double 
first: the first Vietnam veteran to occupy the White House and the first woman vice-president. 
This election campaign—perhaps the longest ever—was also notable for the way in which 
text messaging, e-mail, and the internet changed the techniques of political mobilization. It is 
therefore tempting to view 2008 as the kind of “critical election” that, according to Walter 
Dean Burnham, consolidated a major political realignment of the kind that occurred in 1860, 
1936 and 1980. 
 
Still, it is a paradox of the United States—and one reason we find the country so 
fascinating—that world-leading technological innovations are framed within time-hallowed 
political traditions that are older than any we find in Europe. When we view the television 
spots that slander the opposing candidate with distortions and outright lies, we remind 
ourselves that no-holds-barred mud-slinging has featured in every presidential campaign since 
1800.  When we sigh over the relentlessly superficial way in which the candidates discuss 
issues of world, we remember that countless previous elections have featured candidates with 
little or no political experience who resolutely avoided uttering anything remotely 
controversial. And when we watch the state-by-state returns come in on the morning on 
November 5, we realize that this cumbersome and confusing method of choosing the 
president is the antiquated relic of a 220-year-old Constitution. 
 
Looking forward from the election that has this year fascinated us—and which many of our 
members helped to interpret to both students and to the general public—NASA is planning an 
exciting five-year program. Our aim is to alternate full-scale conferences in the spring or 
summer with one-day events in the autumn. In addition to the annual Amerikanistendag—
which in 2009 takes places in Groningen on March 27—next year will bring a conference on 
Dutch-American Relations and an event devoted to “Cultures of War in the Age of Terror.” 
The following year NASA will organize a conference on “Memories of the Vietnam War.” 
2011 will see a major international conference on “The Holocaust in American Life: 
Transatlantic Perspectives.” We look forward to sharing these events with BLASA, the 
Belgian American Studies Association, and welcomed one of its members, Gert Beulens, to 
the last meeting of NASA’s board in order to discuss closer collaboration between the two 
organizations. 
 
In addition to thanking all of NASA’s board members for their work over the past few 
months, I wish to express my particular appreciation for the help of Diederik Oostdijk, 
NASA’s secretary, and Leontien Joosse of the Roosevelt Study Center. These backroom 
workers play a vital role in keeping the NASA show on the road. 
 
Adam Fairclough 
Universiteit Leiden 
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NASA Conference 
 

Bobby: The Life and Legacy of Robert F. Kennedy 
 

 
Universiteit Leiden 

Faculteit der Sociale Wetenschappen 
Pieter de la Court Gebouw, Room SA49 
Wassenaarseweg 52, 2333 AK Leiden 

 
 

31 October 2008 
10.00 – 18.00 

 
 

 
Forty years after the assassination of Robert F. Kennedy (1925-1968), the NASA is holding a 
conference on the life and legacy of this famous politician. “Bobby” Kennedy was one of the 
most influential politicians of the 1960s. An important influence in John F. Kennedy’s 1960 
presidential campaign, he served first as Attorney General (1961-1964) and then U.S. Senator 
(1964-1968). As Attorney General he fought against the influence of the mafia, and especially 
Jimmy Hoffa, the powerful leader of the “Teamsters” union. In 1962, he participated in the 
secret negotiations on the Cuban Missile Crisis and helped his brother to resolve the most 
serious crisis faced during the Cold War. 
 
Robert F. Kennedy was also intimately involved with the Civil Rights movement, and was the 
primary contributor to President Lyndon Johnson’s Civil Rights Act of 1964. After he quit 
Johnson’s administration in the same year, he became a vehement critic of the war in 
Vietnam. In February 1968, he officially announced that he would run for the Democratic 
nomination for president. In June that same year, after his victory in the Californian primaries, 
he was assassinated in the Ambassador Hotel, Los Angeles, following a political rally. One of 
the speakers at this NASA conference, Godfrey Hodgson, was part of the audience that night. 
 
 
PROGRAM 
 
10:00-11:00   arrival and registration 
 
11:00-12:45 
- Godfrey Hodgson: “The Brother Who Grew: The Political Odyssey of Robert F. Kennedy” 
- David J. Garrow: “Robert Kennedy as Attorney General” 
 
12:45-13:45  lunch 
 
13:45-15:30 
- Sarah Churchwell: “Ill News of Camelot, or, the Strange Death of Marilyn Monroe” 
- Diederik Oostdijk: “Inside and Outside the ‘Plutarchan Bubble’: Robert Kennedy and 

Robert Lowell” 
 
15:30-16:00   break 



 
 4 

16:00-17:00 
- Dominic Sandbrook: “Robert Kennedy and the 1968 Campaign” 
- Eduard van der Bilt: Comment 
 
17:00-18:00   closing with drinks 
 
Entrance fee: €10 (free for NASA members) 
 
For further details & registration contact: a.fairc lough@let.leidenuniv.nl or 
www.roosevelt.nl. 
 
The Organizing Committee (Adam Fairclough) gratefully acknowledges the support (financial 
and in kind) of the following contributors: 
 
-  Department of History, Leiden University 
- Embassy of the United States, The Hague 
-  Leids Universiteits Fonds 
- Netherlands American Studies Association 
- Roosevelt Study Center, Middelburg 

 
 
Amerikanistendag 2009 
 
The seventeenth NASA-Amerikanistendag will take place at the Rijksuniversiteit Groningen 
on March 27th, 2009. A call for papers revealing the theme and keynote speakers will most 
likely be announced around mid-November 2008.  
For more information please contact Mariette Messmer, m.e.messmer@rug.nl, or visit 
http://www.rug.nl/let/onderwijs/talenenCulturen/americanStudie/index?lang=en. 
 
 
Commemorating Martin Luther King, Jr . 
 
It is astonishing to realize that, although Martin Luther King, Jr. died forty years ago, he 
might still be alive today. He was only 39 at his death, and his public career lasted a mere 
twelve years. Yet his martyr’s death was fitting: “There can be no remission of sin,” King 
often stated, “without the shedding of blood.” This centre-piece of Christian theology guided 
King from the moment when, two months into the Montgomery 
bus boycott, he first confronted the possibility of his own violent 
death. Threatened, assaulted, jailed, stabbed, bugged, blackmailed, 
and eventually murdered, King became the most hated man in 
America. In offering himself as the primary target of racist whites, 
he inspired blacks in the South to rise above their fears and boldly, 
directly, and persistently challenge the Jim Crow system. Some 
cynics sneer that King went to jail “only” thirteen times, and spent 
just 39 days behind bars. Such cynicism misses the point. King 
was the first black leader of national stature to invite arrest and 
possible death by confronting the South’s most vicious racists. 
That placed him in a league of his own. 
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Some view King’s leadership as symbolic rather than instrumental. After all, he was selected 
to front the Montgomery bus boycott because he was available, not because of any known 
leadership qualities. Whites then turned him into a rallying-point for blacks by attacking him. 
They resorted to their tried-and-tested tactic of intimidating the black leader, confident that 
the rank-and-file would then desert him. But repression backfired. King’s first arrest—for 
exceeding the speed limit while driving—outraged and united the black community. King 
learned that he could turn the ham-fisted tactics of the white authorities to the advantage of 
the civil rights movement. From this perspective, King’s leadership did not require great 
strategic or tactical skills. Indeed, a growing school of historical scholarship minimizes 
King’s importance, portraying the civil rights movement as a self-starting, self-sustaining 
grass-roots affair. King was a useful figurehead—he gave inspiring pep talks—but exercised 
little control over the movement’s direction.  
 
King was a figurehead, but he was much more besides. Helped by savvy veterans of the Old 
Left, King created an organizational vehicle for the nascent civil rights movement—one based 
upon the black church—and formulated a political strategy that was influenced by both 
Marxian analysis and the hard realities of Cold War America. Presenting the movement as 
patriotic, moderate, and guided by Judeo-Christian ethics, King pulled together a coalition of 
moderates and militants, Republicans and Democrats, whites and blacks. When it came to the 
nuts-and-bolts of nonviolent direct action, King often seemed indecisive and overly cautious. 
But he acted boldly and decisively when the opportunity arose. He knew that a protest 
campaign had to present the news media with a clear and appealing narrative, one with a 
beginning, middle and end. And he insisted that blacks must always retain the initiative, 
keeping their opponents off-balance. “Please don’t be too soft,” he wrote Andrew Young from 
his jail cell in Selma, Alabama. “We have the offensive. It was a mistake not to march today. 
In a crisis we must have a sense of drama.” 

 
The idea persists, nonetheless, that King was a naïve dreamer. 
Many blacks dismissed his advocacy of nonviolence, and his 
admonition to love the white oppressor, as ridiculous and even 
cowardly. According to today’s “revisionist” historians, 
blacks in the South believed in, and practiced, armed self-
defense, regardless of King. Without that readiness to trade 
bullets with the Klan, they argue, King’s nonviolent marches 
would have been useless. 
 
This rash of books about armed self-defense—an interesting 
reflection of America’s longstanding gun fetish—gets history 
the wrong way round. It reverses cause and effect. Nonviolent 
protest initiated social change and provoked violent white 
reactions; blacks then organized self-defense in response to 
white violence. Self-defense never existed independently; it 
always grew out of the civil rights movement and remained 
subordinate to it. As for nonviolence being politically naïve, 

nothing could be further from the truth. Nonviolence was above all a means of pressure, and it 
proved maddeningly difficult for the white power structure to suppress. Nonviolence not only 
spoke to the Christianity of black southerners but also provided them with a shield. Enabling 
blacks to protest with discipline and moral authority, nonviolence inhibited the reactions of 
the white authorities. Although white violence and its victims loom large in the standard 
historical narrative, the civil rights movement actually generated astonishingly little violence. 
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More blacks died in three days of rioting in Detroit in 1967 than perished during ten years of 
civil rights protests in the South. 
 
There is no need to resort to a “great man” theory of history—that straw man of civil rights 
revisionism—to salute King’s achievement. Garry Wills has said it best: 
 
“While Washington’s ‘best and the brightest’ worked us into Vietnam, an obscure army of 
virtue arose in the South and made the longer spiritual trip inside a public bathroom or toward 
the front of a bus. King rallied the strength of broken men, transmuting an imposed squalor 
into the beauty of chosen suffering. No one did it for his followers. They did it for themselves. 
Yet, in helping them, he exercised real power.” 
 
King was not a saint, and neither were his followers. Yet he, and they, personified the moral 
wisdom and political sagacity that characterized this most southern of movements. 
 
Adam Fairclough 
 
 
EAAS NIEUWS  
 
Henry James’s Europe: Cultural (Re)Appropriations 
and Trans-textual Relations  
 
American University of Paris, 31 avenue Bosquet 75007 Paris 
April 3 rd and 4th, 2009 
 
The first international conference of The European Society of Jamesian Studies will examine 
the various manners in which James achieved an aesthetic (re)appropriation—“the vast 
intellectual fusion and synthesis” he was dreaming of as a young writer. The event will serve 
as a platform for analysis of the multiple ways in which James can be considered part of a 
European heritage, interconnecting the culturally distinctive European identities, 
(re)interpreting Europe, so to speak, “in the second degree,” both ethically and aesthetically. 
 
Please send paper proposals (300 words maximum) to Annick.duperray@free.fr or 
aharding@aup.fr or visit www.eaas.eu. Deadline call for papers: 15 November 2008. 

 
 
EJAS       
 
European Journal of American Studies  
 
Now into its third year, EJAS is becoming an established journal within the American Studies 
scene. It takes some time for any journal to secure a reputation for quality, and this is 
especially so for an online publication–paper continues to remain supreme in terms of giving 
a publication more “integrity,” although this is changing. The website is gradually being 
improved and the editors are keen to make the journal as user-friendly as possible. The 
editorial committee encourages everyone in the American Studies community to think of 
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EJAS as a possible outlet for their work, and we are always interested to hear from scholars 
with interesting ideas or suggestions.  
 
Advantages of EJAS 
- Accessibility:  
 No subscription fee 
- Visibility: 
 Online and available for all 
- Speed:  
 The editors will post articles within one month of their acceptance 
  
Recent Developments 
1)  Special Issue: We Are All Undesirables: May 68 and the Legacy of the 1960s 
- Giles Scott-Smith: “Introduction: May 68 and its Legacy”  
- Carrie Dickenson & William Campbell: “Strange Bedfellows: Youth Activitists, 

Government Sponsorship, and the Company of Young Canadians 1965-1970” 
- Paul Williams & Brian Edgar: “Up against The Wall: Primal Therapy and the Sixties” 
- Patrick Hagopian: “The ‘Frustrated Hawks,’ Tet 1968, and the Transformation of 

American Politics” 
- Rob Kroes: “Recalling the Netherlands in 1968: Trendsetter or Follower?” 
 
2)  A new Book Reviews section 
  
Submitting Articles 
-  Contributions in the fields of literature, culture and the arts: ejas-lit@eaas.eu 
-  Contributions in the fields of history and social sciences: rsc@zeeland.nl 
EJAS website: http://ejas.revues.org 
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NIEUWS VAN HET ROOSEVELT STUDY CENTER  

 
Stageplaats op Roosevelt Study Center VACANT!! 
 
Voor wie graag praktijkervaring wil opdoen in een wetenschappelijk instituut en de kennis 
over Amerika wil vergroten biedt het RSC een uitgelezen kans! 
 
Het RSC heeft elk kwartaal ruimte voor een stagiair (m/v) in de bibliotheek voor een 
ouderejaars student Amerikanistiek of Amerikaanse geschiedenis met goede beheersing van 
de Engelse taal voor een periode van (bij voorkeur) drie maanden. Taken omvatten onder 
meer bibliotheekbeheer, voorbereiding van conferenties, redactiewerk, ontsluiting archieven, 
vertalingen, ondersteuning secretariaat en andere voorkomende werkzaamheden. Een deel van 
de tijd is gereserveerd voor eigen onderzoek. 
 
Het RSC biedt een leerzame en gevarieerde werkomgeving, begeleiding en een standaard 
stagevergoeding (ongeveer €240 per maand) en eventueel een tegemoetkoming in 
huisvestingskosten. Deze stageperiode is bij uitstek geschikt voor studenten die een loopbaan 
als onderzoeker overwegen om de praktijk van wetenschappelijk onderzoek mee te maken. 
 
Nadere informatie is te verkrijgen bij Hans Krabbendam, aan wie ook de sollicitatiebrief met 
cv gericht kan worden. De eerstvolgende beschikbare periode is vanaf 1 november 2008.  
 
Roosevelt Study Center 
Postbus 6001 
4330 LA Middelburg 
rsc@zeeland.nl 
 
 
Nieuwe aanwinsten 
 

In 2007 the RSC acquired a portion of the State Department’s 
Bureau of Educational and Cultural Affairs archives from the 
Special Collections division of the University of Arkansas. Contained 
in 44 folders and divided over 18 boxes, the selection features U.S. 
embassy reports, planning documents, analyses, memoranda and 
related material concerning the State Department’s educational and 
cultural exchange programs as authorized by the Smith-Mundt (1948) 
and Fulbright-Hayes (1963) legislation. The papers are divided up 

per region: Western Europe, Eastern Europe, and Rest of the World. This allows insight into 
the different ways in which U.S. educational and cultural programs were used in different 
contexts during the Cold War. The records for each country are the complete files as available 
from the archives at the University of Arkansas.  



 
 9 

These “public diplomacy” records are an important addition to the RSC’s archives on U.S. 
foreign relations, since they offer insights on another set of cross-border contacts alongside 
economic, diplomatic, and military negotiations during the Cold War. After completion of the 
inventory, scheduled for fall 2008, the RSC will make these archives available to researchers. 

 
 
Book Presentation 5 June 2008 
 
Networks of Empire: The U.S. State Department’s Foreign Leader Program in the 
Netherlands, France, and Britain, 1950-1970 
 
The opening speech was delivered by Kees van Minnen, director of the RSC, in which he 
welcomed all guests and Hans van Mierlo in particular. Today, Mr. van Mierlo is the Minister 
of State, in the past he was Minister of Defense and of Foreign Affairs. However, his presence 
at the book presentation was specifically related to his participation in the Foreign Leader 
Program (FLP) in 1968. Other special guests in the audience were the former grantees of the 
FLP, such as Mr. C. Bos, Mr. F. Hoogendijk, and Mr. B.J. Udink. 
Kees van Minnen continued by emphasizing the importance and the influence of the Foreign 
Leader Program on Dutch society, and states that the FLP was (and continues to be, under its 
current title the International Visitor Leadership Program or IVLP) an effective form of 
‘psychological cement’ within the transatlantic alliance by contributing towards a better 
mutual understanding among the participating countries.  
After the welcoming speech, the floor was given over to Marcel Oomen, Executive Director 

of the Fulbright Center. He was 
invited, together with Petra Stienen, 
to comment on the value of exchange 
programs. To him, the FLP is in two 
ways intriguing: first he wondered 
how and why the outstanding men 
participating in the FLP were picked, 
and second how this was all 
administered by the U.S. embassy. 
For him, the book answers both 
questions convincingly. He continued 
by making some observations on the 
importance of exchanges. First, the 
experience changes the participant’s 

life, both practically and mentally (1st level of impact). It increases one’s professionalism, due 
to the changes in the outlook on life and on different cultures. Furthermore, the exchange 
program can allow the person to learn more on a personal level. On a larger scope, exchange 
programs create opportunities for an interaction of ideas, ways of being and existence, which 
can be referred to as the 2nd level of impact. Another effect is the construction of bridges 
between institutions that can result in change (3rd level of impact). The U.S. government 
wished to introduce the FLP participants to the U.S. and its (political) culture and thus 
selected them based on their prospects for being the future leaders and on their potential 
future influence on society. Therefore, the exchange program influences government and 
society as a whole, which is according to Oomen the 4 th level of impact. However, he pointed 
out that the conclusions of the book indicate that the program does not try to make its 
participants too “American” in their thinking. Whereas the FLP focuses on the top of the 
market, and not on the common people, there are many more institutions and exchange 
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programs which do, such as the Fulbright Program itself, and these need to be taken into 
account as well. In his closing words, he drew attention to recent trends in U.S. exchange 
programs. Since 9/11 the emphasis has been much more on countries with large Muslim 
populations, and this politicization of Fulbright, in his opinion, has undermined the original 
purpose of its goals. 
The next speech was given by Petra Stienen, Deputy Head of the North America Division, 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Her story on foreign exchange programs was of a more personal 
nature, of course related to the role of public diplomacy in her profession. Her personal 
benefits gained from exchange programs were many, since as a participant she has traveled to 
many different places, such as Tunis and Cairo in the Arab world and London and the U.S. in 
the Western world. She discovered that the statement: “once you know us you will like us” is 
definitely true. The U.S. seems to be the champion in exchange programs, and when you are 
there you realize how European you are. For the Arabic participants in U.S. exchange 
programs, the experience is ambiguous. They are often raised with a profound sense of anti-
Americanism, however when the chance exists to go to the U.S. or even get a green card they 
are frequently the first in line. Due to her diplomatic position in the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, she participated in several transatlantic exchange programs such as the Atlantic-
Pacific and the IVLP. Being in Washington confronted her with the importance of money, 
mind, and the constant business-like approach of U.S. professionals. She also noticed that 
there is an intense democratic zeal in the local communities of the U.S.: the people want to 
participate. Furthermore, during one of her visits to the U.S., she had a meeting with a local 
newspaper in Iowa, where she encountered global problems, such as illegal workers in 
meatpacking industry, in a small community. She ended her speech by emphasizing the 
increasing importance of foreign exchanges for the Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs’ own 
public diplomacy strategy. 
 
After the interesting comments of these guest lecturers, Giles Scott-Smith introduced his book 
by informing the audience about his writing process. It took him seven years to write the 
book, mainly because it is such a multi-dimensional topic. His decision to cover only three 
European countries and not Western-Europe as a whole was very simple: it is impossible to 
study so many countries and all the 
persons that were involved. The starting 
point of his project was a moment of 
serendipity. In 2001, he needed to start a 
post-doctoral project at the RSC, when he 
received an email from Dean Mahin, an 
American who in the 1960s and 1970s 
worked closely with the FLP. This chance 
encounter provided the stimulus for the 
subject of the book. 
 
The purpose of the Foreign Leader 
Program had several aspects: 1) 
professional linkage and information transfer, 2) encountering the American experience, 3) 
addressing specific bilateral issues, 4) discussing common problems, and 5) attracting 
potential leaders. To analyze this, he first obtained the list of FLP “grantees” from the U.S. 
embassy, and went about interviewing the Dutch participants. He focused on how they 
experienced their trips and what their longer-lasting results and impressions were. He then set 
out to put together the way in which the FLP functioned. In the archives of the Fulbright 
Library in Arkansas, the National Archives in Washington DC, and at the RSC, he was able to 
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establish the way in which the U.S. embassies in The Hague, London, and Paris had sought to 
use the FLP in line with U.S. objectives in these countries. However, he also wanted to find 
the reports made on the foreign visitors, and these were not present in the embassy papers. By 
contacting the private agencies involved with the Program in the U.S., he was able to access 
archives that had been closed for many years where many of the reports have been kept. He 
also contacted several people who had worked on the Program, including Bill Maxwell who 
had organized the trip of Hans van Mierlo in 1968. In this way he was able to put together a 
full picture of how the FLP operated and how each part of the organization understood it. Mr 
van Mierlo’s trip was particularly interesting because it included a visit to the headquarters of 
the Black Panther party in San Francisco, an indication on the lengths to which the Program 
could go to demonstrate all sides to U.S. politics and culture for its visitors. 
Finally, Scott-Smith addressed the term “empire” that appears in the title of his book. While 
he knew that this had many connotations – and he did discuss this with people while in the 
United States – he wanted to emphasise the ways in which the FLP contributed to a U.S. 
“informal empire” of personal, professional, and institutional linkages that cross borders and 
assist in smoothing out relations between the U.S. and other countries. The U.S. benefits from 
these processes—but so do those involved in the Program. The result is an intricate set of 
relationships flowing out from U.S. leadership in the world—in short, networks of (informal) 
empire. 
 
After the introduction to the book, it was presented to Mr. Hans van Mierlo, who then gave a 
speech on his experience as a participant on the Foreign Leader Program. He is very grateful 
to have been able to participate in the FLP, and looking back he shared his most memorable 
experiences. 

He felt that the seven weeks in the U.S. have been 
very important for his political life and he was 
very impressed by the power of openness in U.S. 
society. During his stay, Bill Maxwell understood 
perfectly well that Mr. Van Mierlo wanted to 
experience all sides to the U.S. and showed him 
both the positive and negative aspects of American 
society. Nevertheless, the FLP experience did 
provide a somewhat one-sided picture of the 
United States—the enlightened part—and made 
Mr. van Mierlo aware of the existence of the 
“other” more self-critical United States. One of his 

most remarkable stories concerned his meetings with Henry Kissinger. In the first talk Van 
Mierlo had with Kissinger, the latter was still a university professor at Harvard, and he 
expressed doubts about the commitment of U.S. nuclear strategy. Van Mierlo duly discussed 
these interesting comments with others in Washington. However, when they met again a few 
weeks later Kissinger had joined the presidential campaign of Governor Rockefeller, and he 
carefully hinted to Mr. van Mierlo that his honest remarks on U.S. nuclear strategy should no 
longer be circulated. Mr. van Mierlo, understanding the significance of the situation, willingly 
complied. At the end of his speech, Mr. van Mierlo referred himself to the issue of U.S. 
empire, and commented that in terms of the scale and breadth of U.S. power after the Second 
World War, the term does make sense.  
 
Giles Scott-Smith 
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Divided Dream Worlds: The Cultural Cold War in East and West 
 
Utrecht University 
Friday September 26 and Saturday September 27, 2008 
 
The conference “Dream Worlds of East and West” took place at Utrecht University, right in 
the heart of the old city center. Organized by Peter Romijn (Netherlands Institute for War 
Documentation), Giles Scott-Smith (Roosevelt Study Center) and Joes Segal (Utrecht 
University), the conference primarily dealt with Cold War analysis from a cultural, “soft 
power” perspective rather than the usual academic focus on high politics and the arms race. 
Science, art, literature, film and music, and their different interpretations and cultural 
relevance in an era of political polarization formed the backbone of the discussion. With 
speakers who came from science as well as art backgrounds, this made for interesting and 
sometimes fervent discussion and showcased how Cold War studies had evolved from a 
relatively western-based elitist discipline into a much more international, unbiased and multi-
disciplinary field. 
 

         
     David Caute 

 
Appropriating culture in a Cold War context is relatively underdeveloped, but in his opening 
speech, Professor Theo Mulder, director of research for the Royal Dutch Academy of Arts 
and Sciences (KNAW), underlines its poignancy when he gives the example of a striking dual 
image on the front page of an American newspaper in the 1950s: a game of baseball on one 
half of the page, and the detonation of the hydrogen bomb on the other. Mulder remarked how 
the American novelist Don Delillo has referred to baseball as a mediator of U.S. relations with 
the rest of the world, and this explains the above-mentioned newspaper front page: baseball as 
a form of cultural escapism from the horrors of a potential nuclear war.  
 
Setting the Scene 
Joes Segal of Utrecht University (Department of History) introduced the main theme of the 
conference, a “dream world approach” to Cold War analysis, which aims to provide a more 
comprehensive overview of the Cold War’s cultural dimension and its influence on identity 
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construction. Segal argued that collectively organized dream worlds can in turn influence the 
dreams and aspirations of individuals, but also pointed out that the art world on both sides of 
the political spectrum never quite succumbed to ideological pressure, and he named 
playwright Arthur Miller as one of the most striking examples of cultural autonomy.  
 
Segal was followed by the British historian David Caute, who gave the first keynote lecture. 
Caute outlined how there has been a shift in Cold War analysis during the last fifty years from 
an emphasis on high politics to a more social, culture- based approach. This has occurred 
partly through how Cold War studies has opened up considerably over the past decades, 
incorporating new fields such as mass communication, gender and ethnic studies, in so doing, 
according to Caute, becoming less male dominated. Eventually, the broadened academic 
world allowed for an analysis of the Cold War that was not exclusively focussed on politics. 
Also, Caute argued that older academic work on the Cold War generally tends to be anti-
Soviet whereas more recent analyses often take on an anti-American stance, influenced by the 
Vietnam war and critiques of U.S. “empire.” Caute was struck by the equation between utopia 
and fear, a linkage that drew some comment from the audience during question time: Did fear 
lead to an escape into utopias, or did the ideological desire for utopia lead to the inescapable 
fear of failure? Examples abounded, such as the Soviet regime’s vehement rejection of artistic 
“modernism” from the 1930s until the 1960s, and George Orwell observing the degeneration 
into primitive ethnic competition and perpetual preparation for war. As he suggested in his 
seminal novel 1984, the Cold War situation had everything to do with the corruption of 
(absolute) power, and little to do with genuine social progress. The advancements that were 
achieved came at enormous humanitarian costs on the Soviet as well as American side: 
gulags, persecutions, and communist witch hunts. 
 
Artists and Scientists as Cultural Mediators 
In the first panel of speakers, Nathan Abrams of Bangor University (U.K.) talked about how 
playwright Arthur Miller was used and misused during the Cold War by the American 
government. Much like George Orwell, he was a problematic figure in the 1950s because he 
was critical of both U.S. and Soviet policies, but this was conveniently ignored by the U.S. 
government as Miller was also a useful figure of cultural prowess with an influential 
reputation abroad. Abrams talked about the adaptation of Miller’s plays in the Soviet Union, 
and argued that Miller’s lack of depth allowed various regimes to invest different meanings 
into his work. Likewise, the relevance of the Polish abstract artist Tadeusz Kantor as a 
cultural mediator was made apparent by Jill Bugajski (Northwestern University, Illinois). 
Kantor worked between two worlds, and was never entirely absorbed by either of the two 
dominant Cold War ideologies. He staged so-called “happenings” in cities around the world, 
artistic events involving “accidental audiences” and which employed alternate modes of 
participation, which were interpreted differently according to where the event was staged.  
 
William De Jong-Lambert talked about how American scientific journals started to 
incorporate political rhetoric aimed at discrediting Soviet scientific claims, especially with 
regard to the Lysenko case on genetics and eugenics. Pictures shown in these journals retained 
their original Russian captions, but were also given additional “translations” which obviously 
ridiculed those portrayed. Aside from exact science, the field of social sciences, traditionally 
value-free, ironically was expected by the Americans to play an important role in influencing 
the value and appropriation of culture during the Cold War, and social scientists were seen as 
very promising in the context of fighting anti-Americanism. One example of this was how 
European social scientists were brought together in the European Association of Experimental 
Social Psychology (EAESP) with the help of U.S. funding, even though these European 
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scientists were in favor of a more “social” (European) psychology as opposed to the American 
“individual” variant. In her presentation on this organisation, Sandra Schruijer raised 
important questions on how far the EAESP was an Americanized institution due to patronage 
from the Ford Foundation and other U.S.-based funding bodies, and whether this patronage 
may have affected its attitude towards scientific enquiry. 
 
Cultural Forms 
The conference covered a range of cultural forms and practitioners and their place within the 
Cold War environment, from literature, music, art, science, and film. Tony Shaw and Denise 
Youngblood demonstrated this change in tone with their examples of the American film 
Roman Holiday (1953) and the Soviet film Spring on Zarechnaya Street (1956). According to 
them, these two films stressed each ideological camp’s individual values in a positive way, 
rather than establishing a cultural identity by attacking the other side. Marsha Siefert took a 
different approach in her study on cross-bloc cooperation in film production, which became a 
symbolic example of détente during the 1960s and 1970s. Others provided interesting insights 
into the role of Yugoslavia as a nation-state between East and West, searching for its own 
political and cultural path outside of fixed orthodoxies. Sabina Mihelj (Loughborough 
University, U.K.) used a “bottom-up” approach as she discussed “nested” cultural contests in 
Yugoslavia, looking at how popular culture was promoted by the local press, in serialized 
novels and on television in the grander context of Cold War cultural polarization. She 
presented a case study of how Yugoslavian hostility towards its Italian minorities was evident 
in local popular culture, and also showed that in the 1960s and ‘70s culture increasingly 
became an instrument of national integration. 
 
The “Other” Cold War 
The lecture that sparked the most heated discussion was the second keynote by Ruud van Dijk 
(University of Amsterdam). In his lecture he argued that the contest between the two Cold 
War superpowers was not just driven by a hunger for power, but had a genuine ideological 
dimension that affected virtually every facet of life during the 1945-1990 era, although culture 
had a relatively small role as the looming danger of nuclear war was too palpable to grant too 
much attention to such trivial matters. As the Cold War ended, the scientific sphere broadened 
and a genuine international community of scholars emerged that studied the Cold War from 
various new disciplinary angles that had come into being in the last couple of decades. 
Similarly to David Caute, van Dijk illustrated the evolution from “old” to “new” Cold War 
history. Although Van Dijk gave a fair assessment of the orthodox approach to studying the 
Cold War, from which perspective issues of culture can only ever be peripheral (if 
acknowledged at all), his approach did trigger responses that pointed out both the extensive 
critiques of the orthodox approach since the late 1960s, and the narrow vision it represents in 
terms of understanding the effects of the Cold War on social and cultural life in general. Van 
Dijk’s talk was exactly useful, therefore, for outlining where the divisions continue to lie in 
terms of disciplinary and theoretical outlook on the Cold War.  
 
Where Do We Go from Here? 
In the final session a group of speakers was assembled to assess the previous two days and to 
sum up where they thought the most fruitful avenues for the future of Cold War studies may 
lie. Thomas Lindenberger spoke of the need to join the narratives of experience from East and 
West, in terms of how both sides tried to deal with the common socio-economic problems of 
providing sufficiency (if not abundance). In doing so this would open up the strict 
periodization of the Cold War (1947-1991) to a broader understanding of cultural change in 
the longue durée. Sarah Wilson called for a greater understanding of cultural forms and 
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identities outside of the U.S. (or Soviet) norms, something which the conference had 
succeeded in covering. David Caute raised the need to fully understand why communism was 
genuinely popular amongst large communities in both East and West, and provocatively 
posed the question of who really won the Cold War, using the example of Jackson Pollock’s 
exhibition in London in 1959, which the general public ignored in favour of attending an 
official Soviet art exhibit in much larger numbers. Sabina Mihelj called for the introduction of 
new conceptual frames for interpreting the Cold War (such as “multiple modernities”), and a 
more subtle understanding of “agency” away from assumed Cold War determinism. Above 
all, she made a plea for this field to escape institutionalisation so that it can maintain its 
vibrant cross-disciplinary character, but she rightly pointed out that it probably will not be too 
long before a Chair in Cold War Culture is established somewhere.  
 
Giles Scott-Smith and Paul Vromen 
 
 
“Speak Softly, But Carry a Big Stick”:  
Theodore Roosevelt Visited Middelburg 

 
The above quotation best sums up the mentality of one of the most famous presidents of the 
United States. Theodore Roosevelt was a realist, the embodiment of American masculinity 
and vitality. 
On October 2nd, 2008, Middelburg hosted the legendary 26th president of the United States. 
His 150th birthday as well as the fact that he left office one hundred years ago prompted the 
Roosevelt Study Center to commemorate the former President’s life in a unique way by 
inviting him to visit Middelburg and speak at the historic City Hall. 
 
The man who breathed life into President Roosevelt was 
Ted Zalewski, an actor, amateur historian and social 
worker. This multi-talented educator shared the striking 
features of his namesake and showed the President’s 
versatility and remarkable zest for life. Those who 
attended President Roosevelt’s visit got a taste of his 
enthusiasm and passion as the former statesman looked 
back on his turbulent life. His accomplishments, the 
hardships he had to overcome and his sense of purpose 
both in his personal life and in politics shone through 
clearly: “The joy of life is his, who has the heart to take 
it.”  
In his childhood Teddy Roosevelt was plagued by bad 
eyesight and severe asthma. Even though this ailment still 
continued to haunt him later on, he nevertheless led a 
very adventurous and physically demanding life, inspired 
by the many stories of physically strong American heroes such as Davy Crockett, which filled 
his childhood reading. Roosevelt was a Republican with a progressive edge and optimistic 
outlook. On receiving his first pair of spectacles as a boy he exclaimed remembered: 
“Suddenly I could open my eyes and found out that the world was beautiful.” 
 
Mr. Zalewski presented a living biography to a receptive and captivated audience. There was 
comic relief as the president vividly talked about his humbling experiences as a cowboy on 
the frontier, where the hardened pioneers initially gave him a hard time because of his elitist 
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manners and overly decorated cowboy gear, which gained him the affectionate nickname 
“fancy pants.” 

 
His masculinity included compassion and love for 
nature: he could not bring himself to kill what he saw as 
a defenseless bear during one of his hunting trips. 
During his presidency, he saw to it that numerous 
national parks were established with the goal of 
preserving American wildlife.  
 
His political legacy was laying the foundation of 
America as a superpower by building up the navy, the 
“Big Stick.” His desire to give every American a 
“square deal” by evening out the economic extremes of 
plutocratic power as well as too much trade union 

influence, thereby strengthening America’s middle classes and setting the premise for his 
distant cousin Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s New Deal program. In just under an hour, Mr. 
Zalewski did a great job in bringing President Theodore Roosevelt’s personality and political 
legacy to life. 
 
Paul Vromen 
 
 
Verslag 1e prijswinaar Theodore Roosevelt American History Awards 2008 
 
Sabrina Otterloo, die in 2008 met haar scriptie “The War on Walter Lippmann: How Lyndon 
B. Johnson Handled His First Among Critics” een reis naar de geboortehuizen van de twee 
Roosevelt presidenten in New York en naar de presidentiële bibliotheek in Hyde Park won, 
schreef het volgende verslag van haar reis. 
 
10 september was het zover: Mijn scriptie bracht mij terug naar Amerika. Op het vliegveld 
werd ik warm onthaald door Claire Bellerjeau en Norman Parsons van de Theodore Roosevelt 
Association. De eerste twee nachten bracht ik door in Brooklyn, om de volgende dag eerst 
zelf New York in te gaan en de 9/11 herdenking bij te wonen. De eerste nacht in de 
studentenflat daar was al spannend; midden in de nacht ging het brandalarm af, wat wel erg 
spannend is de nacht voor 11 september. Gelukkig was er niks aan de hand en de studenten 

leken al helemaal niet onder de indruk. De volgende 
dag in de stad zelf, bleek dat 9/11 voor New York 
allang geen moment meer is om massaal bij stil te 
staan. Het publiek stond op de stoep bijeengepakt ver 
verwijdert van het daadwerkelijke Ground Zero, 
terwijl het verkeer voor hun neus gewoon zijn 
dagelijkse weg vervolgde. Dat is New York: dag en 
nacht gaat men daar gewoon door. Het is werkelijk 
“the city that never sleeps”. Maar wel een stad met 
gigantisch veel bezienswaardigheden, zeker voor een 
historica! 

Vrijdagmorgen werd ik opgehaald door de voormalig TRA president Rob Dalziel en zijn 
vrouw Mary Lou. Met hen bezocht ik het geboortehuis van Theodore Roosevelt, een 
Brownstone huis middenin de stad. We kregen daar een rondleiding van een gids die zijn 
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verhaal erg toespitste op mijn Nederlandse achtergrond en daardoor kwamen zelfs de Dalziels 
nog nieuwe dingen te weten. Zo zijn de Brownstone huizen gebouwd en ingedeeld naar de 
Amsterdamse grachtenpanden, noemen de New Yorkers een stoep nog steeds “stoop” (en 
kennen de kinderen daar “stoop ball”) en had TR zijn sterke gevoel van verantwoordelijkheid 
op te komen voor de minderbedeelden te danken aan zijn Quacker grootmoeder. Het museum 
gaf verder een indrukwekkend beeld van de zo energieke TR, die niet alleen een sterk 
politicus was geweest, maar ook professioneel historicus, naturalist, auteur, soldaat en 
natuurlijk jager. Het hele museum hing vol met bizonhoofden, hertengeweien, beren en 
zebravellen, vogels en zelfs een opgezette leeuw. Ook in zijn huis op Sagamore Hill, in 
Oyster Bay hing het vol. Claire Bellerjeau gaf me daar een geweldige tour die verder ging 
door het stadje, langs het graf van TR en het strand waar vlakbij de TRA straks haar nieuwe 
museum wil gaan bouwen. Een erg mooie en passende plek! Mijn bezoek aan de TRA sloot ik 
daarna af met een gezellig diner in het voormalig kantoor van TR (dat nu een restaurant is 
geworden) met president Jim Bruns en zijn vrouw Linda, die mij zelfs nog een kijkje lieten 
nemen in hun huidige kantoor met het nieuwe schilderij van TR. 
 
Daarna reisde ik af naar Hyde Park, voor een bezoek aan de Franklin en Eleanor Roosvelt 
Institute. Zo’n mooie omgeving; groene heuvels en bossen langs de Hudson rivier. Ik kreeg 
daar rondleidingen door het Springwood huis, Top cottage (het vrijetijds huis waar hij de 
koningin van Engeland een hotdog serveerde), het Van der Bilt huis (erg overdreven New 
Ritch) en het daarna erg bescheiden huis van Eleanor Roosevelt. Ook mocht ik een kijkje 
nemen in de archieven en ging zelfs de grote kluis open met bijzondere documenten als 
FDR’s geboortekaartje, schoolrapport, de huwelijksfelicitatie van TR aan FDR, “first drafts” 
van toespraken als die van 1941 na de aanval op Pearl Harbor en Eleanor’s bijdrage aan de 
eerste VN handvest, een brief aan Eleanor van Einstein, een brief van FDR aan Einstein terug 
en een vertaalde versie van Mein Kampf. 
    
Mijn bezoek aan Hyde Park sloot ik af met een diner 
met FERI president Chris Breiseth. Met hem had ik 
interessante discussies over mijn scriptie, 
onderzoekplannen en natuurlijk de huidige 
presidentsverkiezingen. Ook in het gesprek met 
Breiseth bleek weer dat de FERI niet onder stoelen of 
banken steekt dat ze overtuigd is dat Obama moet en 
zal winnen. Het gesprek en Breiseth’s suggesties voor 
mijn verdere onderzoek over de relatie tussen de Pers 
en het Witte Huis ten tijde van de “oude journalistiek” 
en de Koude Oorlog waren zo inspirerend, dat ik nog een dag langer ben gebleven om nog 
even het archief in te duiken. Op eigen initiatief ben ik daarna nog doorgereisd naar Austin, 
daar waar het drie jaar geleden allemaal begon voor mij. Naast het bezoeken van oude 
huisgenoten, ging ik daar ook nog even terug naar de Lyndon Baines Johnson Library om ook 
daar nog wat bronnenonderzoek mee te pikken. Het was dus werkelijk een geweldige reis met 
alles er op en er aan. En, al zijn de details nog niet volledig ingevuld, het plan voor uitbreiding 
van mijn scriptieonderzoek is gevat. Inspiratie te over, zeker met de wijze raad van onder 
andere TR: “Keep your eyes at the stars and your feet on the ground”. 
 
Sabrina Otterloo 
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Aankondiging TRAHA 2009 
 
Vanaf 1987 stelt het Roosevelt Study Center jaarlijks prijzen ter 
beschikking voor doctoraalscripties over onderwerpen uit de 
Amerikaanse geschiedenis. De “Theodore Roosevelt American 
History Awards” zijn genoemd naar Theodore Roosevelt die niet 
alleen de 26e president van de Verenigde Staten van Amerika, 
maar ook een verdienstelijk historicus was. De prijzen hebben tot 
doel de bestudering van de Amerikaanse geschiedenis en het 
gebruik van de unieke boeken- en bronnencollecties van het 
Roosevelt Study Center te bevorderen. 
 
Zij die voor de “Theodore Roosevelt American History Awards 
of the Roosevelt Study Center 2009” in aanmerking willen 
komen moeten hun doctoraalscriptie vóór 31 december 2008 
indienen bij de begeleidende docent Amerikanistiek van de 
universiteit waar zij studeren. Deze docent/hoogleraar selecteert 
de beschikbare scripties en zorgt voor inzending aan het Roosevelt Study Center (maximaal twee 
scripties per universiteit). De inzendingen zullen worden beoordeeld door de volgende juryleden:  
 

- Prof. Dr. Adam Fairclough (Universiteit van Leiden) 
- Dr. Jaap Kooijman (Universiteit van Amsterdam) 
- Drs. Sabrina Otterloo (prijswinnaar 2008) 

 
De uitreiking van de prijzen vindt plaats in het voorjaar van 2009, in het Roosevelt Study Center, 
Abdij 8, te Middelburg. 
 
 
FULBRIGHT INFORMATION 
        
Fulbright Scholars  
      
Professor Gerard Magliocca from Indiana University School of Law has been with us for a 
while now and will continue to hold the Fulbright-Dow Distinguished Research Chair at the 
Roosevelt Study Center until January 2009. Paul Vromen presents him with a set of questions 
that allow Professor Magliocca to better introduce himself. 

  
 
Tell us a little about your academic background. Where does 
your interest in legal history come from? Also, how do legal 
studies differ from ‘regular’ American studies? For instance, 
you talked about a lack of peer criticism in legal academic 
publications in comparison with other academic fields. Could 
you elaborate on the reason for that and/or name similar 
examples? 
 
I received my BA from Stanford University and a law degree from 
Yale. My interest in history goes back to when I was a child, and 
approaching law from a historical perspective has many advantages 
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over more conventional methods of legal analysis. As for the differences between academic 
law and American studies programs, they could not be more different. For example, law 
journals are not peer reviewed (whereas peer review is used in every other social science 
discipline) and there are no graduate students assisting law professors as there are in other 
fields. The reason for this is that law was traditionally a profession and law teachers were 
charged with training new attorneys. As a result, our standards evolved independently and did 
not incorporate the practices that developed everywhere else in academia. 
 
Could you explain the projects you are working on in the next couple of months and why 
you will be working on them at the Roosevelt Study Center? 
 
I am working on a project about Huey P. Long, the Governor and Senator from Louisiana 
during the 1930s. Long was a charismatic figure who emerged as Franklin D. Roosevelt’s 
chief rival during the New Deal and was about to launch his own presidential campaign when 
he was assassinated in 1935. What makes Long especially interesting to me is that he 
established what many observers called the first and only “dictatorship” in the United States 
within Louisiana. The State imposed severe restrictions on free speech, rigged elections, 
formed a secret police force, and engaged in many other tactics that were antithetical to 
democracy. Understanding this regime and the reaction that Americans, including President 
Roosevelt, had to these developments is the focus of my work. The Roosevelt Study Center is 
an excellent place to continue this research because its collection is filled with materials 
related to the politics of the 1930s. 
 
Do you think legal aspects receive enough attention from American studies programs? 
 
Law definitely does not receive enough attention from American studies programs. Part of 
that relates back to my earlier point about the separation between academic law and other 
disciplines—there is a tendency for lawyers to ignore everyone else and vice versa. Another 
factor is that many scholars in history or political science tend to treat law as the end product 
of other social or cultural forces rather than a means that shapes those forces. If you take the 
former view, then legal doctrine is relatively unimportant. As you might expect, I take the 
latter perspective. 
 
Do you observe common problems in the Dutch and American legal systems (keeping in 
mind they are of course quite different) and do you see ways that they can benefit from 
each other? 
 
Well, I cannot speak with great authority on Dutch law, but it does strike me that the United 
States and the Netherlands are confronting some similar legal problems. Immigration comes 
to mind. In discussing that subject with Dutch colleagues, I find that the concerns and 
arguments expressed are very much like the ones that appear in American discussions about 
illegal immigration into our country. Should amnesty be given to those already in the 
country? Will that just encourage more immigration? Can the welfare system be maintained 
without imposing immigration restrictions? And how does a society maintain its culture and 
values while also encouraging immigration? So I think that Dutch and American scholars can 
learn a great deal from each other on this issue and many others. 
 
During your stay so far, have there been any particular aspects of Dutch culture that 
strike you as remarkable in either a positive or negative way (or both)? 
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As an American, one the oddest things about the Netherlands is the fact that so many people 
living at the street level have large windows facing the street and leave the curtains open! This 
would never happen in the U.S. because would not want their neighbors or people walking by 
to see into their lives. I am not sure if that is because Americans have a stronger need for 
privacy or are just more afraid of crime. 
 
In the near future, what are your goals outside the academic world? Are there any 
particular places in the Netherlands and Europe that you have not yet seen and that you 
really want to visit? 
 
Well, I intend to see as much of the Netherlands and of Europe as I can before I leave in 
December. So far I’m well on my way! Alas, I think it will not be cold enough for me to go 
skating on one of the canals, assuming that in the era of global warming it is ever cold enough 
for that.  
 
Paul Vromen 
 
 
Fulbright-Dow Distinguished Research Chair 
 
In the spring of 2009, Professor Gale Mattox of the United States Naval Academy will hold 
the Fulbright-Dow Distinguished Research Chair at the Roosevelt Study Center. Her project, 
which she aims to complete during her stay at the RSC, will be a book titled: The Strategic 
Transformation of Europe and the U.S.: A New Security Paradigm?, which will build on 
research undertaken over the past year(s) and is designed to contribute to the literature on the 
changing U.S./European security landscape and the emerging European role in the security 
architecture on the continent and globally. 
 
 
Walt Whitman Chair in American Cultural Studies  
 
In de tweede helft van het academische jaar 2008-2009 zullen drie Fulbright professors de 
Walt Whitman Chair bekleden. Prof. Lorrie Goldensohn zal verblijven aan de Vrije 
Universiteit van Amsterdam. Haar academische specialisatie betreft 19 e en 20 ste eeuwse 
Engelse en Amerikaanse poëzie. Daarnaast komt naar de Radboud Universiteit van Nijmegen 
Prof. Daniel Morris , professor in Engels aan de Purdue University, West-Lafayette in 
Indiana. Aan de Universiteit van Leiden zal Prof. Katherina Preston the Walt Whitman 
Chair gaan bekleden. Zij is de David N. and Margaret C. Bottom Professor of Music aan het 
College of William and Mary in Virginia. Kijk voor nadere informatie op www.fulbright.nl.  
 
 
Studeren in de VS: hoe doe je dat?  
 
Op 1 oktober 2008 organiseerde het Fulbright Center de jaarlijkse informatiebijeenkomst over 
studeren in de VS op graduate niveau. Zo’n honderd studenten van allerlei studierichtingen 
van hbo- en wo-instellingen uit heel Nederland kwamen op de bijeenkomst af. Immers, het 
aanmeldingstraject is een ingewikkelde procedure, dus hoe pak je dat nu aan, laat staan de 
vraag hoe je aan het geld komt om zo’n studie te bekostigen. Het Fulbright Center legt het 
allemaal uit. 
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Het eerste deel van de avond staat vooral in het teken van twee zaken: wat moet je allemaal 
regelen voor de toelating aan een Amerikaanse universiteit en hoe financier je de torenhoge 
collegegelden—ook al is de dollar momenteel nog zo goedkoop. Het selecteren van de juiste 
universiteiten, de verschillende toelatingstesten als TOEFL, GRE en GMAT, het schrijven van 
een motivatiebrief, de aanbevelingsbrieven en het regelen van beurzen waaronder de 
Fulbright beurs; al deze zaken komen aan bod. Na deze sessie is het niet ongebruikelijk dat 
een enkele student de zaal verlaat, ontmoedigd door de enorme hoeveelheid werk. Suchi 
Joshi, een Amerikaanse Ph.D. studente die nu in Nederland studeert en een masterprogramma 
aan Wake Forest University in North Carolina volgde, vertelde wat al dat werk je kan 
opleveren: een intensieve studie ervaring met inspirerende hoogleraren, waarbij je continu 
wordt uitgedaagd om meer kennis op te doen en beter te presteren dan je aanvankelijk dacht 
dat je kon. Samen tot laat in de avond in de bibliotheek zitten die er 24X7 open is, en ook in 
het weekend ontkom je er niet aan je studieboeken open te doen. Toch is er tussendoor wel 
degelijk tijd voor een American Football avond, een etentje met vrienden of hangen in de 
kroeg.  
 
Voor de volhardende student volgen er na deze plenaire sessie enkele panelsessies over 
specifieke opleidingen in de categorieën: Hard Sciences, Social Sciences & Humanities, MBA 
en LL.M. (een masterprogramma voor rechtenstudenten). Traditioneel is Social Sciences & 
Humanities de populairste sessie. De sessies bestaan uit paneldiscussies met oud-studenten 
(inmiddels consultants, advocaten en promovendi) die eerder met een Fulbright beurs in de 
VS studeerden of onderzoek deden. Studenten kunnen dan meer specifieke vragen stellen over 
het leven op een Amerikaanse universiteit, welke beurzen zijn aangevraagd, hoe moeilijk het 
was om op een bepaalde universiteit terecht te komen, wat de studie je in persoonlijk en 
professioneel opzicht heeft opgeleverd, etc. Deze sessies worden altijd het meest gewaardeerd 
door de studenten omdat ze wat meer zijn toegespitst op de persoonlijke situatie van iemand. 
Een rechtenstudent met aspiraties om een LL.M. programma in de VS te volgen herkent zich 
meer in iemand die dat ook heeft gedaan dan in de student die Kunstmatige Intelligentie op 
Cornell University heeft gestudeerd. Studenten met serieuze interesse worden op deze manier 
bevestigd in hun ambities en studenten met minder serieuze interesse worden enthousiast 
gemaakt zich meer te verdiepen in hun mogelijkheden. Aan het eind van de avond gaan de 
studenten gewapend met kennis, tips en soms e-mail adressen van de Fulbrighters terug naar 
huis. 
 
Marlies Eijsink 
Fulbright Center 
 

Hark Upon the Gale 

A Student’s Perspective of Being Home Away from Home 

Studying abroad can seem to be an exciting but also scary experience for many students 
looking at foreign universities. At least for me it did. I had always wanted to study abroad 
somewhere and, as a student of the English Language and Culture at Leiden University, this 
became a reality. When I had the chance to apply to study abroad in my third year, I did not 
hesitate. Although I applied to different programs, I was thrilled when I heard I had been 
accepted to my first choice American university: the College of William and Mary.  
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I had heard about the university through one of my professors and my interest was sparked 
from the beginning. I then researched more about its history but in the end I think it were the 
pictures of the beautiful campus that finalized my decision. So of course I was happy to be 
selected. However, after that initial happiness doubts started to creep in whether I should go 
or not. Going away to a strange country for a whole year, not even staying in Europe but 
going to the United States? Leaving familiarity behind in exchange for something completely 
unknown? This new possibility would be quite an overwhelming turn in my (academic) life. 

Ultimately, I decided to simply pack up my things and go, however daunting it all seemed to 
be. This proved to be one of the best decisions of my life. Having counted down the months, 
weeks, and days until I was waving goodbye to friends and family, I went through Schiphol 
customs alone for the first time in my life, destination: Williamsburg, Virginia. The name was 
as exotic to me as any other major city in the United States. 

I still remember the first day after my nightly arrival in August of last year, when I was 
walking over the Sunken Gardens on campus and thinking to myself: “I can’t believe I’m 
finally here.” Received with such warmth and hospitality, I already felt quite at home after the 
first week of introduction. There were many things I had to get used to: living with a 
roommate and sharing a bathroom in my dorm hall being one of them. One of the major 
things was the early start of some of the courses there. At Leiden, most of my classes did not 
start until 11 AM or later whereas at William and Mary students showed up fresh and awake 
at their 8 o’clock morning classes, although some still dressed in their pajamas. 

Having always been a great fan of music, I became involved at the beginning of the year with 
the campus radio station, WCWM. Through WCWM and its activities I have met some 
wonderful people. So wonderful in fact, that they took me on a partially school sponsored trip 
to New York City in honor of the CMJ Music Marathon, an annual festival filled with music 
shows, conferences and the presentation of the College Radio Awards. This was only one of 
many travels during the course of the year. My biggest journey took me all across the country, 
from Virginia to California and back again, in just 2.5 weeks during our December winter 
break. Most people went home for the holidays; I crammed myself in a car with three friends 
instead. It is hard to believe that we drove over 7000 miles round trip but it is one of the many 
experiences that I will never forget. 

Another event that left a big impression on me was the William and Mary Graduation. Even 
though I did not officially receive my degree from the College, I asked if I could be part of the 
Commencement ceremony because it would be great to be able to graduate with all my senior 
friends. To my surprise, they said yes, as uncommon a request it maybe have been; so I too 
was allowed to wear the cap and gown and do the traditional senior walk across campus. At 
my graduation here at Leiden things were a little more casual but I enjoyed being able to 
experience both these different worlds. 

It was great to be a part of the William and Mary life, if only for a year. Not only have I 
learned so much from the faculty, I’ve learned even more from the students. I was, and still 
am, in awe of their passion for learning, of their desire to do service in many different fields, 
and, most importantly, of their sense of community. I believe that there is a whole lot more 
about going to university than just studying. It is not just reading books or attending classes. 
It’s about learning how to stimulate your mind, how to challenge answers that you’re given 
and to ask new questions for yourself instead. Because university should not only be about 
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studying but about experiencing as well and I think that studying abroad would be a great 
learning experience for any student. It was definitely one for me and I cannot wait to go back.  

Laura ten Thije Boonkkamp 

 
CONFERENTIES 
 
Report on 6th International MESEA Conference  
“Migration Matters: Immigration, Homelands, and Bor der Crossings in 
Europe and the Americas” 
 
The 6th international MESEA conference “Migration Matters” was organized and hosted by 
the American Studies program at Leiden University from June 25 through June 28, 2008. The 
conference, which was co-sponsored by Leiden University, the Netherlands Royal Academy 

of Arts and Sciences, and the United States Embassy 
in The Hague, was extremely successful. It was 
attended by more than 250 scholars from thirty-five 
countries, including the United States, Canada, Italy, 
Germany, France, the United Kingdom, the 
Netherlands, Spain, Finland, Greece, Morocco, Iran, 
Turkey, Argentina, Hungary, Romania, Poland, 
Russia, South Africa, China, Taiwan, Korea, and 
Japan. Several NASA members also attended the 
conference and presented a paper. 
 
The conference was opened by a keynote lecture by 
Saskia Sassen, the Robert S. Lynd Professor of 
Sociology and Member of The Committee on Global 
Thought at Columbia University, whose 
groundbreaking work on globalism, migration, and 
citizenship has influenced scholars in a wide range of 

disciplines. Sassen’s keynote lecture explored the ways in which the global city facilitates the 
transformation of citizenship in today’s post-national states—allowing immigrants to 
reposition themselves as rights-bearing subjects and successfully to conceive alternative ways 
of entering into the democratic process. In a second plenary lecture, the prominent Dutch 
sociologist Han Entzinger (Erasmus University Rotterdam) discussed and historicized the 
recent shift in integration policies in the Netherlands from a multiculturalist to an 
assimilationist approach, comparing Dutch immigration and integration policies with 
developments in other immigration countries in Western Europe. While official integration 
policies tend to reflect classical ideas on what national societies should look like, immigrants 
often successfully pursue divergent integration pathways. Entzinger’s recent study of second-
generation immigrants in Rotterdam shows, however, that the more integrated second-
generation immigrants are in terms of education, the greater the perceived cultural distance 
between them and the indigenous Dutch population has paradoxically become in the past 
decade. In the third and closing keynote lecture, African-British visual artist and scholar 
Lubaina Himid presented and discussed her recent art projects Naming the Money (2004) and 
Negative Positives (2007), in which she tries to reclaim the identities of black slaves and 
servants in seventeenth- and eighteenth-century Europe and to deconstruct the media images 
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of today’s black sporting heroes by exposing and critiquing the racial preconceptions that 
underwrite those images.  
 
In more than sixty panels, scholars from a variety of disciplines addressed aspects of 
immigration, homelands, and border crossings in Europe and the Americas, elucidating why 
“Migration Matters.” The multiplicity of angles from which the conference theme was 
approached is reflected in the panel titles, such as “Expatriation and Spacelessness,” “Human 
Trafficking,” “Slavery History, Memory,” “Transnational Migration,” “Migration, Gender 
and Public Policies,” “Multiethnic Immigrations in Film,” “Perilous Border Crossings in 
Contemporary Film,” “Detention Centers and Other Border Paradoxes,” “Diaspora, Exile, 
Relocation and Language,” “Transnational and Transcultural Migrations and the Challenge of 
U.S. Ethnic Studies in the Twenty-First Century.” For example, the panel “Migrating 
Narratives, Migrating Subjects: Transnational Re-imaginings of National Histories” explored 
U.S. ethnic literatures and histories through narratives that reposition the nation within a 
transnational framework and a pluralized analysis of community histories in order to expose 
the implications border crossings have on political histories, immigrant subjects, and generic 
forms. The panelists triangulated U.S.-Europe-Africa and U.S.-Mexico-Asia as well as 
hemispheric U.S.-Latin American methodologies to reconsider national histories and the 
impact different types of migration have had on the narration of such histories. In “The 
Cultural Politics of Race and Nation in the United States and Great Britain: A Comparative 
Perspective, 1945-Present,” panelists problematized the notion of “cultural politics,” drawing 
attention to the ways in which such political processes take form on the cultural terrain. The 
papers explored the two counterforces of a dialectic that has shaped the political cultures of 
the United States and Great Britain throughout much of the post-war era: the construction of 
mainstream discourses around conceptions of race and nation on the one hand, and the 
formation and mobilization of communities around languages of race, ethnicity, and locality, 
on the other.  
 
Young Scholar Excellence Awards were awarded to Maria Boletsi, a Ph.D. candidate at 
Leiden University for her paper on “Migratory Cultural Objects in the Balkans (or, When the 
Sound of the Other Sounds Strangely Familiar),” and Monika Fodor from the University of 
Pècs in Hungary for her paper “We Just Are—Narrative Construction of Liminality among 
Second- and Third-Generation Hungarian-Americans.” The prize winners were selected by an 
international jury through a blind-review process. 
 
The keynote lectures, the Young Scholar 
Award-winning essays, and a peer-reviewed 
selection of papers presented at the 
conference will be published in one or two 
conference volumes. 
Various social events during the conference 
also offered an opportunity to renew 
friendships and make academic contacts: a 
welcome dinner at the foot of the historic 
fortress in the center of Leiden, a reception 
in the city hall hosted by the mayor, and the 
conference dinner. Two highlights were a 
bus excursion to the Peace Palace in The Hague, seat of the International Court of Justice 
(ICJ) and the Permanent Court of Arbitration (PCA), and literary readings by award-winning 
authors Gordon Henry, Aritha Van Herk, Isabel Hoving, and Marie-Hélène Laforest. 



 
 25 

In order to further its mission to promote intercultural, interethnic and interdisciplinary 
scholarship and understanding, MESEA has made an effort to draw scholars from countries 
such as Morocco, Iran, and Eastern Europe. For this purpose MESEA has offered financial 
support to enable scholars and graduate students from soft-currency countries to present their 
research at the Leiden conference. The ethnic, national, and disciplinary diversity of the 
conference participants and the exceptionally cordial and collegial atmosphere at the 
conference indicates that MESEA 2008 on “Migration Matters” was successful not only as a 
high-level academic event, but also in achieving the organization’s aim of promoting cross-
cultural contact and understanding. 
 
Joke Kardux 
(Photos: prof.dr. Dorothea Fischer-Hornung, president of MESEA) 
 
 
Call for Papers AADAS Conference “Across Borders” 
 
A joint conference sponsored by the Association for the Advancement of Dutch-American 
Studies in collaboration with members of the Canadian Association for the Advancement of 
Netherlandic Studies will be held at the Redeemer College, Ancaster, Ontario (Canada) 
from Wednesday 3 to Friday June 5, 2009. 
 
How do people, organizations, ideas, and movements cross borders, or translate in a new 
location, and if they do not, why not? At this international conference we welcome presenters 
and panel members who together help conferees explore the stories of Dutch migrants in 
several settings, enabling us to compare and contrast the Dutch ethnic experience in the 
broadest sense in North America and other countries. We hope to link scholars of one nation 
to another, so that collectively we can cross those geographic borders. Hence we encourage 
panels that bring together people researching topics such as Dutch religious life, education, 
agriculture, social advocacy groups, gender roles, popular stereotypes, language and arts, 
sports and drama clubs, advocacy groups, and farm and labor organizations, in various 
locations in Canada with those doing similar studies in parts of the United States and 
elsewhere. The theme “across borders” also has more literal as well as symbolic dimensions, 
envisioning how individual people or groups cross borders, whether geographic ones or 
mental ones. Such topics may include biographies and autobiographies, or problems of 
adjustment and multiculturalism, Suitable as well is research on prominent authors and artists, 
scholars and journalists, business people and politicians of Dutch extraction. As always, of 
course, submissions on other topics are also welcome. The organizers plan to publish a 
selection of papers from the conference. 
 
Please submit abstracts or paper proposals, with a brief resume, before December 21st, 2008 to 
Harry Van Dyke, vandyke@redeemer.ca; Suzanne M. Sinke, ssinke@fsu.edu; and Enne 
Koops, ennekoops@hotmail.com 
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BEURZEN EN PRIJZEN 
 

Terra Summer Residency in Giverny 2009 
 
Terra Foundation for American Art 
June 15-August 9, 2009 
 
The Terra Summer Residency in Giverny provides ten summer fellowships to artists and 
scholars from the United States and Europe. These fellowships are awarded to artists who 
have completed their studies at Masters level and doctoral students engaged in research on 
American art or transatlantic artistic exchange. Throughout the eight-week program, senior 
artists and art historians are also in residence to mentor fellows and pursue their own work. 
Terra Summer Residency fellows are awarded a stipend of $5,000 and artists receive an 
additional $200 for the purchase of materials. 
For information on the conditions of eligibility, application forms and a description of the 
residency facilities, please consult the foundation website at http://www.terraamericanart.org, 
or contact the Terra Summer Residency offices at tsr@terraamericanart.org. Application 
deadline: January 15, 2009. 
 
 
2010 OAH David Thelen Award 
 
The Organization of American Historians sponsors a biennial award (formerly the Foreign 
Language Article Prize through 1998) for the best article on American history published in a 
foreign language. The winning article will be published in The Journal of American History. 
David Thelen was editor of The Journal of American History from 1985 to 1999. 
Entries must have been published during the preceding two calendar years (2007-2008). To be 
eligible, an article should be concerned with the past (recent or distant) or with issues of 
continuity and change. It should also be concerned with events or processes that began, 
developed, or ended in what is now the United States. It should make a significant and 
original contribution to the understanding of U.S. history. We welcome comparative and 
international studies that fall within these guidelines. 
The Organization of American Historians invites authors of eligible articles to nominate their 
work. We urge scholars who know of eligible publications written by others to inform those 
authors of this award. Under unusual circumstances unpublished manuscripts will be 
considered. We ask authors to consult with the committee chair before submitting 
unpublished material.  
Since the purpose of the award is to expose Americanists to scholarship originally published 
in a language other than English—to overcome the language barrier that keeps scholars 
apart—this award is not open to articles whose manuscripts were originally submitted for 
publication in English or by people for whose English is their first language.  
Please write a one- to two-page essay (in English) explaining why the article is a significant 
and original contribution to our understanding of American history. The essay and five copies 
of the article, clearly labeled “2010 David Thelen Award Entry,” must be mailed to the 
following address and received by 1 May 2009:  
 
Edward T. Linenthal, Editor, The Journal of American History (Committee Chair) 
David Thelen Award Committee 
1215 East Atwater Avenue 
Bloomington, IN 47401 (USA) 
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The application should also include the following information: name, mailing address, 
institutional affiliation, fax number, email address (if available), and language of submitted 
article. Copies of the article and application will be reviewed by contributing editors of The 
Journal of American History who are proficient in the language of the submission, as well as 
by referees (proficient in the language of the submitted article) who are experts on its subject 
matter.  
The final prize decision will be made by the David Thelen Award Committee by 1 February 
2010. The winner will be notified by the OAH and furnished with details of the annual 
meeting and the awards presentation. In addition, the winning article will be printed in The 
Journal of American History and its author awarded a $500 subvention for refining the 
article’s English translation. 

 
 
NIEUWE PUBLICATIES 

Elk verkiezingsjaar levert weer meer publicaties over Amerika op dan de vorige. Daar zitten 
de te verwachten boeken van de Amerikadeskundigen bij zoals Frans Verhagen met korte 
biografieën over de presidentskandidaten en Charles Groenhuijzen over het Amerikaanse 
politieke systeem. Nieuw is dat spraakmakende boeken die in de VS uitgegeven worden nu 
ook in een Nederlandse vertaling verschijnen, zoals de memoires van Obama en van McCain 
en de commentaren van Naomi Wulf (Het einde van Amerika) en Stephen Mansfield (Barack 
Obama. Zijn droom zijn geloof).  

De nieuwste loten aan de publicitaire stam vormen vertalingen van originele boeken over de 
vroege Amerikaanse geschiedenis. De vertalingen van de autobiografie van Ben Franklin en 
van het boek van Joseph Ellis over de grondleggers van de Amerikaanse revolutie zijn de 
voorboden van deze trend. Hoe het komt dat de twee boeken door kleine Friese uitgeverijen 
zijn uitgegeven is me nog niet helemaal duidelijk en kan op de marginale status duiden. 
Blijkbaar zien zij toch een plek voor dit soort boeken op de Nederlandstalige markt. Het risico 
is misschien ook minder groot omdat deze klassieke teksten een langere levensduur hebben.  
 
Benjamin Franklin 
De autobiografie (Bornmeer 2008) 300 pag., 
ISBN 978-90-5615-195-9, € 25 

Twee eeuwen geleden verscheen de eerste Nederlandse 
vertaling van deze autobiografie. De uitgever heeft voor de 
gezaghebbende uitgave van J.A. Leo Lemay en P.M. Zall 
gekozen. Zij beschouwen dit boek vooral als een uitleg over 
de inhoud van de Amerikaanse Droom voor een individuele 
Amerikaan die aan invloed, gezag en rijkdom wil winnen: het 
prototype van de nieuwe mens in de nieuwe wereld. Het was misschien beter geweest om dit 
boek met een inleiding te beginnen en ook de eerdere Nederlandse vertalingen te analyseren. 
Waarom is het de moeite waard om dit boek nu weer in een Nederlandse druk te laten 
verschijnen?  
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Joseph J. Ellis 
De grondleggers. De Revolutionaire generatie. De herontdekking van de democratie de 
uitvinding van de politieke partij (Leeuwarden: Elikser, 2008) 438 pag., ISBN 978-90-8954-
008-9, €27,50 

De Amerikaanse historicus Joseph Ellis won met dit boek in de VS in 
2001 een Pulitzerprijs. Hij acht het debat tussen Hamilton, 
vertegenwoordiger van de nationale macht en Thomas Jefferson de 
verdediger van de individuele vrijheid nog steeds actueel, niet alleen 
vanwege de huidige spanning tussen deze idealen, maar ook omdat de 
manier waarop dit debat is ingezet aan het eind van de achttiende eeuw 
ervoor zorgde dat het nog steeds gevoerd kan worden. In de 
achteruitkijkspiegel van de geschiedschrijving ziet hij dat de 
Amerikaanse democratie de trend zette voor alle andere 
onafhankelijkheidspogingen.  

Dit boek wil de historische setting van de grondslagendiscussie over de Amerikaanse staat 
opfrissen door de motieven, opvattingen en strategieën van de mythische generatie 
grondleggers te ontrafelen. Het doel is niet om de polarisatie nieuw leven in te blazen, maar 
om aan te tonen dat de Grondwet en de uitwerking ervan een collectieve onderneming was 
van een kleine groep die elkaar zeer goed kende en besefte dat ze geschiedenis schreef. Het is 
een aanwinst dat deze kleine uitgeverij dit boek in een uitstekende Nederlandse vertaling op 
de markt brengt. Voor een Nederlands publiek bevat het verhaal soms wat te veel details, 
maar de boodschap is de moeite waard, terwijl de schrijfstijl de sfeer van de late achttiende 
eeuw doet herleven. 
 
 
Stephen Mansfield 
Barack Obama. Zijn droom zijn geloof  
(Kampen: Kok, 2008), 192 pag., ISBN 9789043515863, €14,90 
 

Na de positieve beschrijving van Mansfield over het geloof 
van George W. Bush in 2004, verwachtte ik een vrij kritisch 
boek over het geloofsleven van Obama. Dat bleek echter 
mee te vallen.  Dit boek is meer een bundeling van drie 
lange essays dan een doorlopende analyse. De eerste 
bijdrage volgt de religieuze vorming van Obama’s 
(groot)ouders aan de hand van Obama’s eigen informatie en 
dat van onderzoeksjournalisten. Daarin komen geen nieuwe 
onthullingen, maar wel een karakterisering van Obama als 
een postmoderne gelovige. Speciale belangstelling heeft 
Mansfield voor twee beschuldigingen die over Obama’s 
geloof de ronde doen: als zou hij als moslim zijn 
grootgebracht en later in de radicaal marxistische handen 
van predikant Jeremiah Wright gevallen zijn. Mansfield 
nuanceert beide. “Barry” was te jong om een 
moslimgelovige genoemd te mogen worden. Zijn toetreding 

tot de Trinity United Church of Christ in Chicago, was een beslissing voor een 
sociaalbewogen geloofsgemeenschap, die het principieel opnam voor de onderdrukten (met 
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als symbool de Amerikaanse zwarte gemeenschap). Obama deelde niet de diepe boosheid en 
verontwaardiging van zijn predikant en voer een veel mildere koers. Deze combinatie hielp 
hem zijn boodschap als Democraat vorm te geven. Hij toont zich een postmoderne gelovige 
door andere godsdiensten niet bij voorbaat te verwerpen. Mansfield’s behandeling van 
Obama’s beroep op de burgerlijke religie (civil religion) is onbevredigend, want ook de 
behoudende christenen maken daar veelvuldig gebruik van. 
 
Het slot van het boek is teleurstellend: in een hoofdstuk getiteld “Vier portretten” worden drie 
oppervlakkige schetsen gemaakt van de bewaarder McCain, de activiste HIllary Clinton en de 
behoudende George Bush als contrast met Obama. Dat levert behalve een beeld van Obama 
als de man van de toekomst weinig nieuwe inzichten op. Misschien komt dit boek te vroeg 
omdat de hamvraag is hoe de politicus Obama zijn geloof vertaalt in beleid. Dat relaas moet 
nog even op zich laten wachten.  
 
 
Frans Verhagen 
Ooggetuigen van de Amerikaanse geschiedenis in bijna honderd reportages 
(Amsterdam: Bert Bakker, 2008), 275 pag., ISBN 978-90-351-3313-6, €18,95 
        
Bijna iedere Nederlander heeft een al of niet gefundeerde 
mening over “Amerika”. De boeken van Frans Verhagen 
proberen een basis onder die meningen te leggen. Zijn nieuwste 
boek verschijnt op een moment dat discussies over typisch 
Amerikaanse onderwerpen weer volop gevoerd worden: het 
verkiezingssysteem, religie, het rassenvraagstuk, en—met de 
recente economische problemen in het achterhoofd—de 
spanning tussen overheidsbemoeienis en decentralisatie. Aan de 
hand van sleutelgebeurtenissen in de Amerikaanse geschiedenis 
presenteert Verhagen een redelijk compleet overzicht met als 
doel de dikwijls oppervlakkig gefundeerde mening van de 
gemiddelde Europeaan over Amerika wat meer diepgang te 
geven. Hij probeert aan de hand van “ooggetuigenverslagen” van 
belangrijke gebeurtenissen een beeld te geven van het spanningsveld tussen verschillende 
morele opvattingen, de politieke structuur van de Verenigde Staten, en paradoxale ideeën als 
individualisme en non-conformisme die allebei desalniettemin stevig zijn verankerd in de 
Amerikaanse samenleving. 
 
Ieder stuk wordt voorafgegaan door een introductie en korte epiloog of onderbroken door een 
tussentijdse uitleg waar dat nodig is. Waar mogelijk worden parallellen getrokken naar het 
huidige Amerika. Door de veelzijdigheid aan onderwerpen en de bovengenoemde opbouw is 
het voor de onervaren lezer mogelijk in korte tijd een beter beeld te krijgen van de historische 
ontwikkelingen in de Verenigde Staten en de grondslagen van het huidige politieke, sociale en 
economische klimaat. 
 
Dit boek is tevens uitstekend geschikt als primer voor een BA of MA-student Amerikanistiek, 
omdat het door de veelheid aan onderwerpen deze programma’s kan aanvullen en de student 
ook aan kan sporen om andere aspecten van de Amerikaanse samenleving nader te 
onderzoeken. Dit neemt niet weg dat er toch nog een aantal punten van kritiek overblijft: het 
onderwerp van de Marshallhulp die voor de relatie met Europa van groot belang is en als 
model voor buitenlandse hulp fungeert, ontbreekt. Enkele teksten (zoals de Roe versus Wade-
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beslissing over abortus) bevatten geen ooggetuigenverslagen, maar interpretaties achteraf. De 
bronvermelding zou op zijn minst de paginanummers van de selecties hebben moeten 
bevatten.  

 
 
Robert P. Swieringa, Jacob E. Nyenhuis, Nella Kennedy, eds. 
Dutch-American Arts and Letters in Historical Perspective (Holland, MI: Van Raalte Press, 
2008), 234 pag., ISBN 978-0-9801111-2-5, $22.50. To be ordered via vanraalte@hope.edu. 

This book features 17 papers from the June 2007 conference 
examining the ethnic literature and art of Dutch immigrants and 
their descendants in North America. The papers presented in the 
book are grouped into five sections: artists, writers, writings, 
journalists and imagery. The subjects primarily cover the period 
since the Midwest Dutch immigration of the middle 19th century, 
and range from local figures and situations to individuals and 
events to across the U.S. and abroad. The authors include scholars 
based locally, elsewhere in the U.S. and in the Netherlands.  

 

 

Hans Krabbendam en Paul Vromen 

 
 
LEZINGEN  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The Island 
Een cultureel uitwisselingsproject over de relatie tussen New York en Amsterdam 
Georganiseerd door het John Adams Institute & Waag Society  
 
In 2009 is het 400 jaar geleden dat Henry Hudson naar de 
Nieuwe Wereld reisde en de rivier opvoer die nu zijn naam 
draagt. Deze gebeurtenis is als startpunt te zien van Nederlands-
Amerikaanse relaties. Ter ere hiervan wordt het educatieve 
project The Island ontwikkeld om de historische band die 
Nederland met de Verenigde Staten bindt voor middelbare 
scholieren visueel zichtbaar te maken en dit opnieuw te laten 
beleven. Op een innovatieve manier wordt geschiedenis, 
cultuureducatie en culturele uitwisseling samengebracht. 
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Van september 2009 tot februari 2010 wordt het project uitgevoerd op scholen in Amsterdam 
en New York. Kijk voor meer informatie op www.john-adams.nl/activities. 
 
 
The coming months, the John Adams Institute organizes the following lectures: 
 
Dexter Filkins 
The Forever War 
 
Moderator:  Chris Kijne 
When:  November 20th, 2008, 8 p.m. 
Where:  West Indisch Huis, Herenmarkt 99, Amsterdam 
Admission:  TBA 
 
In “The Forever War,” Dexter Filkins—one of America’s top war 
correspondents—has produced a book of scintillating beauty, if one 
can apply such a term to the nightmare that has unfolded in 
Afghanistan and Iraq. How to sort through the lies, the bombs, the 
billions of dollars, the thousands of deaths? Filkins stays close to the 
ground. He tells stories. He bears witness. He knows which details 
hold meaning. “His writing,” says novelist Robert Stone, “is one of 
the scant good things to come out of the war.” Join us for an evening 
with this award-winning New York Times journalist. 
 
 
Chip Taylor 
Songs from a Dutch Tour 
 

Moderator:  Chris Kijne 
When:  December 14th, 2008, 3 p.m. 
Where:  Paradiso, Weteringschans 6-8, Amsterdam 
Admission:  TBA 
 

Singer-songwriter Chip Taylor will take the John Adams Institute 
stage to talk about his special bond with The Netherlands, but 
also to play some of his famous songs. Taylor is the man behind 
such classics as Wild Thing (The Troggs), Try Just a Little Bit 
Harder (Janis Joplin) and Angel in the Morning (Juice Newton), 
and is considered one of the great American songwriters of his 
generation. In the mid-‘70s, he turned his back on the music 
industry to become a professional gambler. He was one of the 
most feared card counters in the land and was ultimately banned 
from every casino in Atlantic City. His way with cards turned into 
an addiction, and, strangely enough, fans in the Netherlands 

helped to pull him back from the brink. In his book Songs from a Dutch Tour he talks about 
music, gambling and his bond with Dutch fans. 
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Seminar with Aristide Zolberg on Immigration Policies in 
the United States and in Europe 
 
When:  Wednesday October 29

 th, 2008, 2.30 p.m. 
Where:  SOMA-CEGES conference room, Square de l’Aviation 29, 1070 Brussels 
Admission:  Free 
 
It gives us great pleasure to announce that the SOMA-CEGES Centre for Historical Research 
and Documentation on War and Contemporary Society will host a seminar with Professor 
Aristide Zolberg (New School University, New York). Born in Belgium, Zolberg immigrated 
to the United States in 1948. This personal itinerary certainly influenced his research activities 
on migration. In view of his book A Nation by Design: Immigration Policy in the Fashioning 
of America (Harvard University Press, 2006), he will present a comparative approach of 
migration policies in Europe and in the United States.  
 
For more information: www.cegesoma.be  
 

 
TENTOONSTELLINGEN 
 
Heartland         
 
Heartland is een interdisciplinair project over de hedendaagse visuele 
cultuur, kunst en muziek die voortkomt uit het hart van de Verenigde 
Staten. Heartland bestaat uit een groepstentoonstelling met nieuw en 
bestaand werk in het Van Abbemuseum en een muziekprogramma in het 
Muziekcentrum Frits Philips in Eindhoven. Daarnaast omvat het project 
lezingen en debatten, een foto-expositie, publicaties en een “artists-in-
residence”-programma. Het project is een ambitieuze samenwerking 
tussen het Van Abbemuseum en het Muziekcentrum Frits Philips, met het 
Smart Museum of Art in Chicago als Amerikaanse partner. Heartland vindt plaats in 
Eindhoven van 3 oktober 2008 tot en met 25 januari 2009. Een deel van de tentoonstelling 
reist in 2009 naar het Smart Museum of Art in Chicago. 
 
Deelnemende organisaties: 

•  Van Abbemuseum 
•  Muziekcentrum Frits Philips, Eindhoven 
•  Smart Museum of Art in Chicago 
•  MU, Eindhoven 
•  Rhodes College Center for the Outreach in the Development for the Arts, Memphis 
•  Memphis College of Art, Memphis 

 
Heartland website: www.heartlandeindhoven.nl 
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ELECTION EVENTS  
 
U.S. Election Night, Utrecht 
 
Locatie: Helling 7 

Dinsdag 4 november 2008 worden de Amerikaanse 
presidentsverkiezingen gehouden: een reden om een 
spetterende Election Night te organiseren!  

Live muziek en een groovy DJ worden afgewisseld met intrigerende debatten met o.a. U.S. 
citizens en europarlementariërs. In de medialounge kun je non-stop uitslagen en commentaar 
volgen. Via live videoconference gaan we in gesprek met Amerikanen die hun eigen 
verkiezingen op de voet volgen. Natuurlijk laten we je niet gaan zonder te hebben genoten 
van een American Breakfast! 

Kijk voor meer informatie op www.tivoli.nl of bel 030-2109191 

Groninger Forum Election Night  

Op dinsdag 4 november 2008 kiezen de Amerikanen een nieuwe president. Er staat veel op 
het spel. Wordt de Republikeinse hegemonie van de laatste periodes doorbroken, of weet de 
conservatieve presidentskandidaat het vertrouwen van de Amerikaanse kiezer wederom te 
winnen? En welke effecten heeft de uiteindelijke keuze op de betrekkingen met de rest van de 
wereld? 
Velen kijken op veilige afstand mee… behalve de Groninger USA-watchers. Want op 4 
november wordt daar een avond- èn nachtvullend programma gepresenteerd over, rond en 
reagerend op de Amerikaanse presidentsverkiezingen: “Election Night”. 
 
Neem voor meer informatie contact op met Pernille Claessen (publiciteit) via 
pernille@groningerforum.nl of +31 (0)6 536 111 06 of met Gerda Vrugteman 
(programmacoördinator) via g.vrugteman@groningerforum.nl of +31 (0)6 238 800 37 
 
Groninger Forum 
Postbus 780 9700 AT Groningen 
www.groningerforum.nl 
 
 
U.S. Election Breakfast, Maastricht 
 
Wednesday, November 5th , 2008 
07.30 to 10.30 hrs a.m.  
Location: Courtyard, Kapoenstraat 2 
 
Watch and discuss the U.S. election results (live CNN and BBC World), listen to what experts 
have to say and enjoy a real American breakfast at this unique event hosted by the 
Montesquieu Institute (Faculty of Law) and the Maastricht Graduate School of Governance. 
 
For more information and registration: www.unimaas.nl/electionbreakfast 
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The President’s Night 2008, Amsterdam 
 
Locatie: Melkweg/Stadsschouwburg 
 
Op 4 en 5 november zijn de Melkweg en de Stadsschouwburg het toneel van de President’s 
Night en het All American Breakfast. Vanaf 19 uur vinden in de Melkweg debatten, 
interviews en optredens plaats. Er is tot vroeg in de morgen contact met correspondenten in de 
VS en de exit polls worden nauwlettend gevolgd. In de Grote Zaal van de Stadsschouwburg 
worden ondertussen de stoelen uit de zaal gehaald en vervangen door lange ontbijttafels. ‘s 
Ochtends wordt in de Stadsschouwburg ontbeten met de ochtendkranten en de 
commentatoren, bagels en slappe Amerikaanse koffie. 
 
Voor meer informatie: www.melkweg.nl 
 
 
“Who’s the President?” Breakfast, Scheveningen 
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KALENDER 2008/2009 
 
3 oktober 2008-25 januari 2009 Tentoonstelling Heartland, Eindhoven 
29 oktober 2008 Seminar Aristide Zolberg, Brussel 
31 oktober 2008 NASA-conferentie RFK, Leiden 
4-5 november 2008 Verkiezingsevenementen 
20 november 2008 Lezing D. Filkins, John Adams Institute 
14 december 2008 Lezing C. Taylor, John Adams Institute 
27 maart 2008 Amerikanistendag, Groningen 
3-4 april 2009 Conferentie Henry James, Parijs 
3-5 juni 2009 Conferentie Across Borders, Ontario, Canada 

 
 
  
 


