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NASA-NIEUWS 
Bestuursbericht 

 
 

“Why do the hard-headed, self-possessed Americans go so wild with excitement at election 
times?” asked James Bryce in his 1898 classic, The American Commonwealth. Groping for an 
explanation, Bryce wondered if Americans really were the “cool and sober people” of Yankee 
stock or whether—like the Scots but unlike the English and the Germans—they were both 
“logical” and “excitable,” with emotions “capable of being quickly and strongly stirred.” 
National stereotypes being out of fashion, we might dismiss Bryce’s characterizations as 
worthless. Yet some of his other observations show that, for all the apparent craziness that 
was so evident in the recent mid-term elections—not to say the absence of what Europeans 
would style rational debate—America’s political culture has remained remarkably consistent 
over the decades and even centuries. Bryce pointed to the frequency of elections, the length of 
the electoral cycle, the importance of “endorsements,” the premium placed on publicity, and 
the primacy of personal abuse over discussion of issues. As Americanists, we can see beyond 
the media hype and turn to historians and cultural analysts for a sense of proportion and 
perspective. We can draw, for example, upon the classic works by Richard Hofstader—The 
Paranoid Style in American Politics and Anti-Intellectualism in American Life—whose 
analysis of the irrationalities of American politics is as relevant to 2010 as it was to 1950 and 
1890. 
 
NASA is organizing and supporting a continuous program of events devoted to American 
Studies. The past month saw a two-day international conference at the UVA on the Vietnam 
War, organized by NASA board member Beerd Beukenhorst, and a second major 
international conference, “The Obama Effect,” held at the Roosevelt Study Center, organized 
by NASA treasurer Giles Scott-Smith. Organizing conferences demands dedication and 
imagination, and I wish to extend NASA’s thanks to all those people, in addition to the main 
organizers, who make these events possible. In addition to having energetic individuals, 
NASA is also fortunate to enjoy financial and institutional support from the US Embassy and 
the RSC.  
 
Forthcoming events include Amerikanistendag (Leiden University, 1 April 2011), and a major 
international conference at the Roosevelt Study Center, “American Responses to the 
Holocaust: Transatlantic Perspectives” (Middelburg, 15-17 June 2011). 
 
The awarding of research grants of 500 euro each to two graduate students has been a very 
successful, not to say enjoyable, NASA initiative of the past year. In order to make this award 
on a regular basis, and also to expand the number of available grants, NASA is establishing a 
ring-fenced fund, to be named the Rob Kroes Scholarship Fund after the much-loved and 
much-respected Founding Father of NASA. We are seeking both donations and bequests to 
NASA in members’ wills (testamenten). Details of how to contribute to the fund will be 
posted on the NASA website. 
 
 
 
Adam Fairclough 
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Nineteenth National Amerikanistendag 2011 at Leiden University 
 
The 19th NASA Amerikanistendag is tentatively scheduled on 1 April 2011 taking place at 
Leiden University. While an official Call for Papers, revealing the theme of the event as well 
as the key-note lecture, will be distributed later this year, the organizing committee will, as 
always, provide the opportunity to BA, MA and PhD students of American Studies to present 
their original research at this gathering of American Studies departments in the Netherlands.  
 

Call for Papers “American Responses to the Holocaust: 
Transatlantic Perspectives” 

 
The NASA and the Belgian Luxembourg American Studies Association (BLASA) are pleased 
to announce that they will be co-organizing an international conference titled American 
Responses to the Holocaust: Transatlantic Perspectives, to be held at the Roosevelt Study 
Center in Middelburg, the Netherlands, 15-17 June 2011. 
 

 
 

The conference aims to explore American responses to the Holocaust and the ways in which 
the systematic destruction of European Jewry during World War II has figured in American 
politics, in important cultural and social debates in the United States, in American literature 
and popular culture, and in other aspects of American life, such as religion, education, and 
jurisprudence. We encourage multi- and interdisciplinary approaches to the topic, which we 
hope will bring a new American studies perspective to what has traditionally been the focus 
of Jewish Studies and Holocaust studies. We are particularly interested in papers that explore 
the responses to the Holocaust from a transatlantic perspective.  
 
Keynote speakers are Hasia Diner, New York University, Deborah Dwork, Clark University 
and David Cesarani, University of London.  
 
The conference organizers are Gert Buelens (Ghent University), Hans Krabbendam 
(Roosevelt Study Center), and Derek Rubin (Utrecht University) in cooperation with the 
NIOD, Institute for War, Holocaust and Genocide Studies in Amsterdam and the Institute of 
Jewish Studies in Antwerp.  
 
Those interested in presenting a paper are kindly requested to submit a one-page proposal for 
a 20-minute presentation and a brief curriculum vitae before December 1, 2010 to Hans 
Krabbendam (jl.krabbendam@zeeland.nl). For an extend Call for Papers, as well as more 
information on the conference, visit www.netherlands-america.nl.  
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NASA Fall event “Whose Vietnam? The Enduring Echo of the Vietnam War”  
Conference Review 

 
On 8 October 2010, a conference on the legacy of Vietnam was organized at the University of 
Amsterdam. This one-day event aimed at bringing together an international group of scholars 
to discuss the legacy of the Vietnam War from a variety of perspectives.  
 
Indeed, a varied group of panelists and speakers from different corners of the world attended 
the conference. The program featured scholars from South Africa, France, the US, the UK, 
Germany, Poland, and the Netherlands. History was the academic background of most 
attendants, but the legacy of the Vietnam War was also approached from an anthropological, 
literary, cultural, legal and military perspective. A few of the topics that were discussed 
include Vietnam-veteran reunions on the internet and in “real-time,” memorialization of the 
war and its legacy on US foreign policy, post-Vietnam conservatism and the various ways in 
which the US military responded to the loss in South-East Asia. Each of the presentations 
deserve an in depth review here, but the restrictions of space for this particular article allow 
only for a short description of the two keynotes.  
 
Opening the day was Christian Appy, professor of history at the University of Massachusetts 
in Amherst, USA, and author of the highly acclaimed Patriots: the Vietnam War Remembered 
From All Sides. The closing key-note was delivered by Patrick Hagopian from the University 
of Lancaster, UK, whose recent The Vietnam War in American Memory: Veterans, 
Memorials, and the Politics of Healing has received much praise as an outstanding 
contribution to the literature on the legacy of the Vietnam War. 
 
In his morning key-note titled “The Pride is Back”: The Strains of Post-Vietnam Nationalism, 
Chris Appy shared some of his current work for his new book on the Vietnam legacy with the 
audience. Connecting, amongst others, Bruce Springsteen with Chrysler advertisements from 
the 1980s, prof. Appy illustrated the cultural and political legacy of the Vietnam War and 
showed the dynamic interaction that shaped American society in the eighties in response to 
the war-experience. This response is still very visible today.   

 
Patrick Hagopian closed the day by taking the 
attendants on a tour through the history of war 
crimes legislation in his keynote From My Lai 
to MEJA: An End to US Defiance of 
International Law? Drawing a line from the 
My Lai massacre to recent criminal charges 
from Iraq, dr. Hagopian not only showed how 
the United States dealt with the issue of war 
crimes over the past fifty years, but also posed 
questions on responsibility and the 
construction of international legislation that 
were thought-provoking.  

 
The conference “Whose Vietnam? The Enduring Echo of the Vietnam War”  was made 
possible thanks to the kind support of the NASA, The American Embassy in The Hague, the 
History Department of the University of Amsterdam and the Institute of Culture and History 
(ICH/ICG). The organizers would like to extend their gratitude to these institutions for their 
help.  
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 2010 US CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS 
 

Carney vs. Marino 
Midterm elections in Pennsylvania’s 10th District 

 
On 2 November the United States went to vote. The House of Representatives, several 
governors and one third of the Senate went up for reelection. Democrats and Republicans 
were battling each other for majorities in both representative bodies. Most races were in dead 
heat, with Republicans having a slight margin overall. In Pennsylvania’s tenth Congressional 
district, the stakes were also high. Two terms Democrat Chris Carney faced former attorney 
Republican Tom Marino. As a member of Chris Carney’s campaign, I report on this exciting 
election battle.  
 
The 10th District of Pennsylvania is located in the extreme northeast corner of the state, 
bordering New York and New Jersey. This overwhelmingly Republican district, R+8 
according to the Cook Index, had been a Republican-held seat since 1961. Until Democrat 
Chris Carney downed incumbent Don Sherwood in 2006. Sherwood had been uncontested in 
previous races, but scandal helped unseat him. In 2008 Chris Carney beat Republican Chris 
Hackett 56.3 % to 43.7 %. Late September Carney had enough money to run a respectable re-
election campaign. According to Opensecrets.org the Carney campaign had $792,891 to 
spend, while the Marino campaign was nearly tapped with $11,137. All polling stations 
suggested Carney maintained the edge in this race. The district favored Carney. Although 
Marino was behind in the polls and that he needed a big cash injection he claimed to show the 
race was competitive. Marino stood a chance of unseating Carney, particularly given the 
strong demographic edge he had. 
 
Media campaign 
A well-organized campaign consists of three parts that make up the whole: the media 
campaign, recruitment campaign and mobilization campaign.i The message, often the core of 
the campaign is repeated again and again in reaction and to distinguish from the other party or 
candidate. Carney tried to present himself repeatedly as a conservative Democrat. As a former 
senior terrorism and intelligence adviser at the Pentagon and as acting chairman of the House 
Homeland Security Subcommittee on Management, Investigations and Oversight, he has a 
strong record on national security. He supported additional troops being sent to Afghanistan, 
he is pro gun rights and strict border security. Carney suggested that tax cuts are a good thing, 
                                                 
i Radunski, P. Moderne Wahlkampfführung als politische Kommunikation, München, 1994 
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primarily for small businesses and for families. He introduced the Made in America Act to 
prevent jobs from going overseas and to reinstate the Research and Development tax credit 
for American manufacturers. And although Carney supported the unpopular stimulus 
package, “Obamacare”—a true horror to most Republicans—and other prominent parts of the 
Democratic agenda, Republican elected officials throughout the district announced their 
support for the Congressman.  
 
Other, and more local, key election themes were the introduction of a toll for I-80 highway. 
Both candidates feared that this extra toll would stifle economic development in the region. 
The candidates disagreed on the development of Pennsylvania’s Marcellus Shale, a natural-
gas resource. According to Marino this resource is the key to creating clean-energy jobs in the 
district. Carney voiced concerns that drinking water contamination could be a problem unless 
the natural-gas industry and leaseholders are held to appropriate requirements set by the 
federal government to prevent contamination. Carney and his opponent Marino clashed on 
several occasions. Carney was being accused of running a negative campaign because of 
running several adds on Tom Marino’s ethics. In a campaign television commercial Carney 
accused Marino of serving as a reference for Louis DeNaples’ casino gaming license 
application while his office was investigating the businessman and knew he pleaded no 
contest to a felony charge of defrauding the federal government. Carney denied running a 
negative campaign but said the questions stem from a failure to answer questions about his 
tenure as US attorney. 
 
Volunteer campaign 
The recruitment and mobilization campaign are mainly intended to support the media 
campaign. The aim is to promote the identification of members and supporters with their own 
party voters, politicians and the campaign message. With things like posters, billboards and 
buttons the beliefs of the fixed supporters have to be strengthened in order to arouse the 
interest of new voters. The bottom-up approach of the Carney campaign was successful. 
Many volunteers were motivated to take part in party meetings, motivational meetings, and 
handing out leaflets. With the visit of vice president Biden, a Scranton native, the campaign 
got an extra boost. His visit to the district gave the campaign momentum. More people 
wanted to participate, people were motivated to be a part of the campaign. The number of 
volunteers, as well as donations, and with that advertisement, went up. 
 
Elections 
A well co-coordinated media and recruitment campaign eventually resulted in a 6 point lead 
in the polls just days ahead of the elections. On election day, exit polls first showed a good 
turnout, essential for a Democratic win. As the day progressed, however, key demographic 
groups like first time and young voters, who had voted for Obama in ’08, stayed at home, 
while independents largely voted for the Republican candidate Marino. Those factors resulted 
in an unexpected loss—89.170 (45%) against 109.603 (55%)—for Carney. Tom Marino will 
now be representing Pennsylvania’s tenth Congressional district for two years, while Carney 
promised his campaign team, as well as all his supporters and voters, that he would run again 
in 2012. My guess is that his reelection in 2012 won’t be easy if the anti-Democrat and 
incumbent sentiment remains, and the Republicans have more funding, a strong message and 
well organized media and volunteer campaign.  
 
Willem Hinskens is political advisor at PvdA Amsterdam. Earlier he worked for the 
campaign of Rudy Giuliani, the office of Senator Arlen Specter and the Delegation of 
the European Commission to the US.  
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Blue Dog Blues: Southern Democrats in the Midterm Elections 
 
These days, the political culture of the southern states is generally associated with Republican 
dominance. For most of the twentieth century, however, Democrats ruled the old 
Confederacy. The transformation from the solid Democratic South to the solid Republican 
South was a gradual change that finds its origins in the New Deal era. During the 
administration of Franklin Roosevelt, federal interference increased dramatically, a trend that 
was for the most part sustained by FDR’s Democratic successors. By the end of the New 
Deal, conservative white southerners more and more resented the real and perceived growth 
of government control, especially in the field of race relations. This group took the helm in 
breaking the South away from the Democratic Party, first to the Dixiecrat camp, later to the 
Republicans. Since the end of World War II, the Deep South state of Mississippi in particular 
has been a place where Democratic aspirants to the White House have had difficulty winning 
elections. Only two Democrats managed to carry the state in the post-war era: Adlai 
Stevenson in 1952 and 1956, and Jimmy Carter in 1976. Besides these three campaigns, 
Mississippi cast its electoral votes for Republican contenders or for states’ rights gadflies such 
as Strom Thurmond and George Wallace. 
 
Although presidential candidates of the Democratic Party generally did not fare well in 
Mississippi, their counterparts at the state and local level had more success in winning 
elections. The rise of southern Republicans is a relatively recent phenomenon; in the case of 
Mississippi, all its members of Congress were Democrats until 1964, when Republican 
Prentiss Walker was elected to the US House on the coattails of archconservative Barry 
Goldwater. Walker was the first Republican to represent Mississippi in Congress since the 
end of Reconstruction. In most cases, southern candidates of the Grand Old Party were unable 
to defeat incumbent Democrats from the South, who were frequently just as conservative as 
their Republican opponents and whose leverage on Capitol Hill was of great benefit to their 
home states. Not until these old-time Democrats retired (or died in office) did Republicans 
have a good chance to fill the vacated seat. Besides the fact that the establishment of 
Republican rule in the South was a protracted process, southern Democrats remained 
competitive up until the last elections. Even in Mississippi, a territory most people identify as 
a GOP stronghold, Democrats were victorious in three of the state’s four congressional 
districts during the 2008 campaign. Indeed, the contemporary Republican South is not near as 
solid as the Democratic South once was. 
 
Yet the national Democratic Party cannot always count on the votes of Democratic legislators 
from the South. Like their predecessors, many southern Democrats in Congress today are 
often not more than Democrats in name. Out of the three Democratic congressmen from 
Mississippi, only Bennie Thompson can be considered a loyal party member. He supported 
the health care bill, the economic stimulus package, and the energy act. Mississippi Democrat 
Gene Taylor joined his Republican colleague from the Third District, Gregg Harper, in 
opposing all of these proposals. The other Democratic House member from Mississippi, 
Travis Childers, eventually decided to back the stimulus plan, a vote for which he paid dearly. 
In a newspaper interview, Bennie Thompson declared that the Mississippi Democratic 
delegation in Congress did not have a single meeting to discuss the problems their state 
faces—and if such meetings did take place, he had not been invited to any of them. Thompson 
has represented the Delta since 1993 and is currently the ranking member on the House 
Homeland Security Committee. The majority of the electorate in Thompson’s district is black, 
and the region is dealing with high rates of poverty and unemployment. The planters who ran 
this part of the state before the passage of the Voting Rights Act actually belonged to the first 
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group of southern whites that started to vote Republican. Childers and Taylor are from 
districts where African Americans make up around 25 percent of the voting population, and 
they ran into serious trouble this election year. 
 
In a campaign ad, Thompson described himself as “a leader in helping pass President 
Obama’s landmark health care legislation.” Neither Taylor nor Childers would ever make 
such claims. Instead, they appeared to be in a contest for most reactionary politician of 
Mississippi. Both men belonged to the so-called Blue Dog Democrat coalition in the US 
House, a bloc of fiscal conservatives that votes with the Republicans on various issues. The 
first thing that appeared on Taylor’s campaign website was a quote by the congressman 
telling the visitors to his homepage that he is a God-fearing pro-lifer. Moreover, the Democrat 
from the Mississippi Gulf Coast received the backing of his former Tea Party opponent Joe 
Tegerdine, and he recently told a newspaper reporter that he voted for McCain instead of 
Obama. Taylor has served in the House since 1989 and usually did not have to make a great 
effort to win reelection. Childers became a member of Congress only two years ago, however. 
He won a special election in the spring of 2008, when Mississippi Representative Roger 
Wicker was appointed to the Senate after Trent Lott’s retirement. In the regular elections that 
same year, Childers managed to hold on to his seat. At that point even the voters of north 
Mississippi seemed to be fed up with the Republican Party, at least in the House of 
Representatives. Childers no longer had that advantage this year, and he was at pains to 
convince his constituents that he was a more effective conservative than his opponent, Alan 
Nunnelee. Childers took a particular pride in his endorsement from the National Rifle 
Association. 
 
I went to the only debate between Nunnelee and Childers, on the campus of the University of 
Mississippi. In his opening statement, Nunnelee declared that he was on “a crusade to save 
America.” His main point in the debate was that the Democrats had taken the country 
completely in the wrong direction; they were responsible for the high rate of unemployment 
in the United States, the rising national debt, and excessive federal spending on economic 
stimulus programs. Childers depicted himself as a strong bipartisan who was independent 
from both the Republican leadership in the House and his own party. He answered his rival’s 
criticism by charging that Nunnelee did not have a problem to take federal dollars as 
chairman of the state Senate Appropriations Committee. “He’s so quick to criticize it,” 
Childers stated, “but yet he raked in $600 million to fill every hole in the state budget and left 
teachers on the sidelines, left classrooms overflowing when he could have done something 
about it and he didn’t.” A week later, Childers reappeared on the Ole Miss campus, and he 
brought a guest with him: former President Bill Clinton. Clinton also talked primarily about 
education, arguing that students would be better off with a Democratic Congress. And he 
reminded his audience that the economic meltdown started during the Bush presidency, a fact 
that the American electorate already seems to have forgotten. 
 
As the election results rolled in on Tuesday night, it quickly became clear that the Democratic 
Party was not going to hold on to their majority in the House of Representatives. Across the 
South, Blue Dog Democrats fell to Republican challengers, and Mississippi was no exception. 
Even with the aid of a former US president, Travis Childers lost to Alan Nunnelee by almost 
fifteen percent. Childers regretted that his attempts to reach across the aisle did not result in a 
second term, while Nunnelee saw his victory as a clear indication that the people in north 
Mississippi, like the people in the rest of the country, were frustrated with Washington and 
desired change. In the Fourth District, GOP candidate Steven Palazzo defeated Gene Taylor, 
despite the Democrat’s strong conservative voting record, 21 years of seniority, and the 
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endorsement of the state’s leading newspaper. The main points of this year’s election in 
Mississippi were somewhat similar to 1964, when Prentiss Walker was elected as the state’s 
first Republican in the twentieth century: increased resentment against federal interference, 
antipathy to a “liberal elite” embodied by Nancy Pelosi, and the ever-present issue of race, 
intensified by the fact that a black Democrat is now president of the United States. Combined 
with the economic crisis, it comes as no surprise that the Democratic Party was going to lose 
in the South. But what about the future of the party in the states below the Mason-Dixon 
Line? Based on the returns of the 2010 election, it seems like the southern Democrat is a 
vanishing political breed. Democratic candidates still have a chance to win campaigns in the 
South if they manage to mobilize the African American electorate and receive the backing of 
an adequate minority of whites. In past elections, though, the Republicans have been much 
more effective to rally white southerners behind their banner. During the coming years, the 
Democrats face the difficult task to engineer an electoral strategy that will bolster their 
chances in the South without giving up too much of the party’s progressive agenda. 

 
 
 
Maarten Zwiers is a PhD student at the University of Groningen, currently on a research 
trip through the US for his dissertation on US Senator James Oliver Eastland (1905-
1986) of Mississippi. Part of his trip is funded by the NASA Research Grant.  
 
 
 

 
Interview with Ruth Oldenziel 

 
Together with a group of journalists, Mrs. Oldenziel (Professor at the 
Technical University Eindhoven in American and European history 
technology, and NASA Board Member) has recently returned from a 
tour through the United States, organized by the Netherlands Atlantic 
Association, with stops in Phoenix, AZ, Dallas, TX, and Washington 
D.C., where she interviewed key politicians, policy makers, police 
agents, journalists, tea party and union activists, and ordinary voters 
about issues linked to national and local elections. As the interview 
takes place a day before the elections, it delves into the mood of the 
country and the themes which play a role in the voter’s decision 
making at the ballot box.  
 
Your trip started in Arizona where a local issue, a very strict immigration law passed in April 
2010 giving, for instance, police forces the right to ask anyone for their citizenship 
documentation, has gathered much national and international debate. Does this issue play a 
role in the elections? 
 
Absolutely! Governor Jan Brewer, who up until May of this year had no change of getting re-
elected, by signing this law, has shifted the debate and is now expected to win the elections 
with a landslide. One of the most important issues which play a role into all of this is that due 
to the national and international attention, and especially the appalled reactions on the news of 
the passing of this law, voters in Arizona feel that outsiders should not mingle in their 
elections. They are the only one who knows what is important to Arizona. In addition, ever 
since border control in neighboring states like Texas and California has drastically increased, 
Arizona has become the main “hole in the fence” and funnel with Phoenix turning into the 
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main hub for illegal immigration and illicit trade, increasing the criminal activity there. It is 
something that is worrying the people in Arizona and has changed the debate completely.  
 
In Arizona immigration plays an important role in the elections. Are local issues in other 
parts of the country also what drives people to the polls on 2 November, or are the elections 
dominated by larger national themes? 
 
The biggest difference between now and two years ago is that fear now dominates the public 
debate. At its core it is the bad economy of the country, for which scapegoats are sought. 
These can be “the immigrant,” “the banks,” “Obama,” “the federal government,” depending 
on who you ask. That fear is also symbolized by the ever increasing security measures. A 
marked difference is that not only people and cargo on international flights are heavily 
scrutinized, but domestic flights are subject to the same strict security procedures. This did 
not happen several years ago.  
 
If you had to describe the general mood of the country, you would describe this as “fear”? 
 
Yes, the feeling of hope has turned into the feeling of fear, articulated by the people who 
make the most noise and who attract the most media attention and who will win these 
elections. Remarkably, the underlying motivation of this fear,--high unemployment and the 
state of the economy is not at the focus of the discussion. If you ask people what they worry 
about they will mention the federal budget, taxes, banks, government interference with the 
health care system, but they will not directly address unemployment. Afterall, Americans 
believe that it is one’s individual responsibility. There is no easy vocabulary to attribute 
unemployment. In contrast to previous campaigns in the Republican Party, social issues—gay 
marriage, abortion—play a much smaller role in their discourse. The election therefore boils 
down to who has the best plan to bring the economy back up. This debate, however, is framed 
in a very ideological way in contrast to the Clinton or Reagan midterm elections, which also 
faced economic downturn.  
 
If the economy, as the issue behind the ideological rhetoric, is the main point of this election 
cycle, and it all turns to the question of who has the best plan to solve the economy, will these 
elections be decided by a greater enthusiasm of the Republicans for their own plan, or more 
by the lack of enthusiasm of the Democrats for the solutions of the Obama administration? 
 
Both issues will play a role. Historically more Republicans vote during a mid-term election, 
while Democrats, especially younger voters, will stay at home, but will turn up for the 
presidential elections. The focus on economy during these types of elections is also a historic 
trend. New in the 2010 elections is the ideological debate in which it all gets discussed.  
 
To give an example: Since the 1950s, taxes have never been as low as they are now under the 
Obama Administration. As part of his stimulus package married couples received $800,-, 
while singles received $400,- in tax deduction. Not only did it not receive any media attention 
or did the Obama administration campaign on this issue, but when you ask people about the 
tax reduction they react surprised and will give you a thoroughly ideological anti-Obama 
answer about how he is taxing people to death. There seems to be a disconnect between 
perception and reality, which is why fear has been able to grow.  
 
Can President Obama be blamed for fact that people are not even aware of some of his 
actions? 
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Barack Obama started to govern, which, in my opinion, he has done extremely well. What he 
forgot to do, however, is to be a politician to communicate his policies. Part of politics is to 
show what you have accomplished, to let people know your side of the story. On the other 
hand, as the minority party the Republicans have run a tight Congressional ship with perfect 
party discipline a level not seen in post WWII America.  
 
Barack Obama has even admitted in an interview with the NY Times Magazine that for too 
long he thought that good deeds would sell themselves in the end, even if there are unpopular 
in the short run.  
 
President Obama now has a favorability rating between 40% and 50%, down from more than 
70% when he was just in office. Congress however receives even lower favorability ratings of 
around 20%. What do these numbers mean? 
 
If you compare Obama’s polling numbers with those of Reagan and Clinton, who both 
experienced an economic downturn during their presidency as well, Obama is not performing 
as badly as sometimes is portrayed, even sometimes a few point better than both those 
presidents. That is a remarkable score during a time when the economic problems are so much 
worse than what either Reagan or Clinton had to endure.  
 
The low ratings for Congress can be explained by anti-establishment feelings in America. 
These have always been present, but are currently on the rise. One of the more notable aspects 
of this rise is the fact that several long serving extremely conservative Republican members of 
Congress like Bob Bennett from Utah have been ousted by a Tea Party candidate running 
during the primary election.  
 
The Tea Party Movement plays an important role in the election cycle, but as the example of 
the ousted Republican shows, it is still unclear if and how the Republican Party will be able to 
incorporate this movement. What do you see as distinct characteristics of the Tea Party? 
 
The Tea Party is not one party. For 80% the movement consists largely of very different 
fractions without a leader or a national platform. The remaining 20% of the movement is well 
organized and has a lot of money. If you ask a Tea Party member, which we have done during 
our tour, if Sarah Palin is their leader, you get long winded answers, but never a whole 
hearted endorsement. One thing that all fractions do have in common is a clear ideological 
framework even if they disagree on particulars. . The discourse Tea Party members use to 
discuss certain ideas and topics can be traced back directly to Fox or Glenn Beck.  
 
Most remarkable aspect of the movement is the level of education of its followers. They feel 
humiliated by “the professional elites,” which is how they would describe it. Of course, they 
do not refer to an actual group of elites, but to the knowledge economy, to which they have no 
access. They derive their sense of self from their status as outcasts of that economy. They are 
proud not to be part of the Ivy League or even University educated group of America, but take 
pride in teaching themselves through Google or Glenn Beck and in being autodidacts.  
 
These anti-establishment, anti-Ivy League voices of people who are not part of the knowledge 
economy are not only part to the Republican Party. Could you imagine a movement similar to 
the Tea Party Movement taking hold in the Democratic Party as well? 
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There is a similarity between the rhetoric and use of resources of the 2008 grassroots 
campaign of Obama—which had its roots in the 2004 Howard Dean campaign—and how the 
Tea Party Movement currently operates. “Give me my country back” was a phrase of the left, 
now used by the right. The use of social media in order to organize has never been easier and 
the lessons how to do it were learned during the ’08 Obama campaign. If you listen to how 
union leaders talk about the Democratic leadership, you hear the same complaints as you hear 
at Tea Party conventions about the Republican leaders. For some Tea Party members, who we 
talked to in Dallas, TX, President Bush represents the worst thing that happened to 
conservative movement, blaming him for running a huge budget deficit and letting two wars 
go out of control. They are now happy to have someone like Obama in the White House so 
they have something they can fight against.  
 
In order to take a look beyond the outcome of these mid-term elections, how do you see the 
Tea Party—with its characteristics of for the large part not being organized into one group, 
not having one person like Sarah Palin or Jim DeMint who they all see is their leader—
developing into a movement which might also nominate a Presidential candidate in 2012? 
 
Considering the vast differences between 2008 and 2010, makes it hard to say with any 
certainty what will happen in 2012. If you had not visited the US since ’08, you would now 
have the feeling to have arrived in a totally different country. The outcome, however, will 
certainly depend on if and how the economy has recovered. Furthermore, the Republican 
Party has to take into account these activists for whom it is more important to be ideological 
pure than to have a strategy to win the elections. The struggle who will be Republican 
nominee in 2012 will therefore be very tough, tougher than the race within the Democratic 
Party. Not only because they will have a sitting President running for re-election but also 
because Democrats adhere to more or less the same ideology within the party in contrast to 
the Republican party. It reminds me of the 1960s, when the two parties played reverse roles.  
 
One of the issues which will also play an increasing role in American politics is money, 
especially after in 2010 US Supreme Court ruling in Citizens United v. FEC, in which they 
found that all limitations on corporate spending on election campaigns were unconstitutional. 
Are the gloves off in that respect with this election cycle as well? 
 
Businesses always support the winning team. A 
lot of big corporations now support the 
Republican Party because they expect it will get 
the majority of the seats in the House of 
Representatives. If that situation changes 
between now and 2012, you will see that 
corporate America will support the Democrats. 
As mentioned before, 80% of the Tea Party 
Movement is currently run on a local level 
without much money, expect in the last week of 
the campaign when money flooded in for 
negative tv ads. 2010 is probably a dress 
rehearsal as the infrastructure is put into place. If someone like Karl Rove will be put in 
charge in 2012, then there is a totally different ball game.  
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During this mid election $4 billion will be spent, which is far more than the 2008 election and 
will only increase during the 2012 Presidential elections. This ruling is clearly a disaster for 
democracy, as if no lessons were learned from the Watergate era.  
 
Your tour ended in Washington D.C., where on the Saturday before the elections the “Rally to 
Restore Sanity and/or Fear” took place. Organized by comedians Stephen Colbert of The 
Colbert Report and John Stewart of The Daily Show, this rally was clearly a reaction to 
Glenn Beck’s rally in August this year, at which thousands of Tea Party supporters gathered 
on the Mall. What was your experience with this rally last Saturday, and how would you 
describe the differences between the two rallies? 
 

For me, several aspects stand out. In the sixties it was the left 
who organized big rallies and demonstrations. Today the 
biggest rallies are organized by the Tea Party, in which their 
attendees are very vocal and have a lot of signs. There were 
very few, but funny and smart signs, at these at the 
Cobert/Stewart rally. The people who had made signs, 
however, had put a lot of effort into making them in line with 
the ideas behind the rally, showing of a lot humor. While you 
would expect the crowd to a rally of two comedians to be 
composed of mostly students, I was struck by how many 50 and 
60s year olds attended last Saturday march.  
 
Although the event was organized as not political, the politics 
were there throughout. There were people who had come all the 
way up from California and Texas in order to make their 
statement. This is the new “silent majority” that Nixon referred 
to in his bid against the leftist protest generation. Now that 
silent majority is represented by the Democratic majority of the 
knowledge economy, against the right wing activists. In 
comparison with the sixties, it is the world in reverse.  

 
It is remarkable that the only one able to organize such a counter rally against the wall of 
sound coming from Fox News and others is someone who is also part of the media. Both 
Stephen Colbert and John Stewart are entertainers. But that shift is part of a bigger trend 
where you see that politics does not take place anymore in discussions in serious news media 
outlets, but take place on the intersection between news and entertainment. Significantly 
Glenn Beck calls himself a “clown” playing with the line between politics and entertainment. 
Both the left and the right feel that the political system is in a gridlock, where no conversation 
between opposite sides of the aisle can take place. In order to get out of this gridlock, the 
country might need “the jesters” who are currently the only ones able to say it and be heard.  
 
This is the biggest deception after two years into the Obama presidency. How is it possible 
that someone who was such a good campaigner, has let the debate slip out of his hands and 
allowed the conversation to turn into one of despair and end of times?  
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Elk Nadeel . . . : Barack Obama en de Congresverkiezingen van 2010 
 
Na de verkiezingsnederlaag van de Democraten, kan president Obama zich in alle rust 
opmaken voor zijn herverkiezingscampagne. Nu hij en zijn partij niet meer alleen 
verantwoordelijk zijn voor het dagelijkse politieke beleid maar die macht moeten delen met 
een Republikeins Huis van Afgevaardigden, is Obama eindelijk af van de absurde 
verwachtingen die zijn presidentschap karakteriseerden. De uitslag van de verkiezingen 
bevestigt wat iedereen met gezond verstand al wist: Obama is ook maar een mens. Een 
dergelijke ontnuchtering heeft alleen maar voordelen, ook voor de president zelf. 
 
De Republikeinen zullen hun stompzinnige politiek van obstructie waarschijnlijk voortzetten 
en zich blijven inzetten voor de allerrijkste Amerikanen. Met demagogische trucs zullen zij 
steun voor dit “beleid” blijven vinden bij een achterban die nauwelijks beseft waar zijn 
werkelijke belangen liggen. De partij is al enige tijd hersendood. Gematigde 
vertegenwoordigers van de partij in bijvoorbeeld de Senaat zijn uitgerangeerd. Maar in 
tegenstelling tot de eerste twee jaren van Obama’s presidentschap kunnen de Republikeinen 
zich niet langer verschuilen achter hun minderheidsstatus. 
 
Obama kan met enige tevredenheid terugkijken op de eerste twee jaren van zijn ambtstermijn 
en zich meer dan voorheen toeleggen op het aan de man brengen van zijn opvattingen en 
resultaten. (Vrouwelijke kiezers in de Verenigde Staten blijken slimmer dan hun mannelijke 
tegenhangers en hoeven veel minder overtuigd te worden van de juistheid van Obama’s 
Democratische beleid.) Obama weet dat hij de geschiedenisboeken heeft gehaald. Zijn 
verkiezing tot president was historisch. Maar tevens bleek hij eenmaal “in office” in staat de 
gezondheidszorg te hervormen: in tegenstelling tot verschillende voorgangers wist hij het 
werk van Franklin Roosevelts New Deal en Lyndon Johnsons War against Poverty wel af te 
maken. Het zal hem goed doen meer aandacht te besteden aan het overbrengen van zijn 
boodschap en het contact met de burger te herstellen. Voor die boodschap en dat contact heeft 
hij door alle crises en de perikelen rond de wetgeving met betrekking tot de gezondheidszorg 
te weinig tijd gehad.  
 
De tweede helft van een presidentiële ambtstermijn is zonder meer minder geschikt voor grote 
initiatieven. Een eigen agenda moet vooral snel na ambtsaanvaarding gerealiseerd worden. 
Elke beleidsmaatregel en president maken vijanden. Obama en zijn Democraten verloren deze 
verkiezingen niet alleen door de irrationele activiteiten van de Tea Party aanhang en de 
demagogie van hun Republikeinse tegenstanders maar ook door de tegenwerking van (een 
belangrijk deel van) werkgevend Amerika, dat vergaande regulering van de private sector 
wilde dwarsbomen. Daarnaast hebben zijn gematigde voorstellen tot hervorming van de 
gezondheidszorg en relatief milde aanpak van de banken de linkervleugel van zijn partij van 
hem vervreemd: Obama kan de hem resterende tijd van zijn ambtstermijn gebruiken om de 
banden met deze groepen (die hem het Witte Huis gebracht hebben) aan te halen, door hun 
agenda uit te dragen (in de wetenschap dat een Republikeins Huis deze wetsvoorstellen toch 
niet zal aanvaarden). 
 
De Democratische meerderheid in de Senaat en zijn eigen veto macht bieden Obama de 
nodige bescherming tegen Republikeinse pogingen zijn verworvenheden teniet te doen en de 
mogelijkheid, indien gewenst, compromissen met zijn tegenstanders te sluiten. Aldus kan hij 
toch nog enige inhoud geven aan zijn naïeve retoriek over samenwerking tussen de 
verschillende partijen en zich een president betonen die boven de partijen staat. 
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Het enthousiasme dat hij losmaakte in de presidentsverkiezingen van 2008 zal in 2012 echter 
ontbreken. Obama zal iets nieuws moeten verzinnen om een tweede campagne succesvol af te 
sluiten. De personele herschikking in zijn regering en onder zijn naaste medewerkers, die al 
een tijdje bezig en voortgezet zal worden, biedt de nodige kansen. Er gingen een tijdje 
geruchten (inmiddels afgedaan als ongefundeerd) dat Joe Biden en Hillary Clinton misschien 
van plaats zouden kunnen wisselen. De buitenlandspecialist Biden zou in een tweede regering 
Obama minister van buitenlandse zaken worden; Clinton zou als Obama’s vice-
presidentskandidaat de herverkiezingscampagne ingaan. Enige logica kan het gerucht niet 
ontzegd worden. Obama zal iemand nodig hebben om oude Democratische tijden en 
enthousiasme te doen herleven. Alleen Clinton lijkt op het moment in staat die geestdrift op te 
wekken. Vrouwen vormen zonder meer een van de belangrijkste steunpilaren van de partij. 
Als vice-president van Obama zal ook Hillary Clinton opnieuw de geschiedenisboeken halen 
om vervolgens na acht jaar Obama alsnog de gooi te gaan doen naar de hoogste post in de 
Amerikaanse politiek. Een van de leukste gevolgen van de politieke nederlaag van de 
Democraten is misschien wel dat de machtsverhoudingen tussen Obama en Clinton veranderd 
zijn: hij heeft haar hard nodig. 

 
Dat moet geen probleem voor Obama zijn. Hij is de laatste tijd opvallend 
positief over Clintons partner, die tijdens deze verkiezingen een imposante 
come-back heeft gemaakt en gedeeltelijk als rolmodel zal dienen voor de 
tweede helft van Obama’s regeerperiode. 
 
Eduard van de Bilt doceert Amerikaanse geschiedenis aan de universiteiten van 
Amsterdam en Leiden. 
 

So Now It’s the Tea Party. 
Are the Neocons in Disguise? 

 
The Tea Party alleges that it is concerned about the same things that antagonized colonial 
rebels at the 1773 Boston Tea Party: taxes and representation. In today’s terms they think that 
states' rights are being violated and that individual rights (such as the right to think and speak 
freely) are under attack from the government. It is rather unclear what exactly makes Sarah 
Palin and other leaders of the movement so extremely suspicious. There is little or no proof 
the US government is supporting schemes to impose limits on individual freedom, or any sort 
of freedom for that matter. The major reason for the Tea Party’s outburst of discontent seems 
to be the Obama presidency, which they believe to be the expression of a ‘socialist’ or even 
communist ideology. If we focus on the most moderate part of the Tea Party and ignore the 
lunatics who say that Barack Obama is not a US citizen (the “birthers”), the accusations that 
he is an orthodox, big government liberal whose worldview is not rooted in American culture, 
are still pretty wild.   
 
 Whatever the merits of the Tea Party’s ferocious campaign, it is clear that it has made 
significant gains in both the Democratic Party and the GOP. The Democrats suffered by far 
the biggest losses. Obama loyalists bore the brunt of the attack. To express support for of the 
President was not necessarily lethal, however. Some Democratic candidates in the November 
2 elections did not succumb to the revulsion the President arouses in some circles. Here and 
there they even managed to survive a ringing endorsement of Jon Stewarts Rally to Restore 
Sanity (30 October). And some Democrats who distanced themselves from Obama lost the 
race anyway. 
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How to interpret Tea Party’s relative successes in the elections? Should they be interpreted as 
revenge for John McCain’s 2008 defeat? Is the angry crowd that Sarah Palin mobilizes 
nostalgic about George W. Bush? It is clear that the Tea Party is not the GOP. In some 
Congressional races the Tea Party only cheered on the GOP candidate because an acceptable 
alternative was lacking. Its doubts about the Republican Party suggest that a third party has 
emerged alongside the traditional ones. For one thing, although it is too early to call them 
isolationist, it is clear that the Tea Party is nationalist rather than internationalist. They do not 
logically make good friends with George Bush’s most devoted advocates: the Neocons. 
The Tea party movement has some things in common with the Neocons, for sure. Both 
movements are concerned about America’s future. Both consider it their duty to sound the 
alarm about limitations on freedom the nation is threatened with. “These may or may not be 
the last days of an America that provides liberty the way our founders intended,” the Tea 
Party exclaims. “Let us hold back the powers of evil” is a motto that both a Neocon and a Tea 
Party member will easily endorse. Thinking about the sources of evil, both are inclined to see 
the greatest danger on the Left rather than on the Right. Apart from these obvious similarities, 
however, there does not seem to be much agreement between the one and the other.  
 
“As the 20th century draws to a close, the United States stands as the world's preeminent 
power. Having led the West to victory in the Cold War, America faces an opportunity and a 
challenge: Does the United States have the vision to build upon the achievements of past 
decades? Does the United States have the resolve to shape a new century favorable to 
American principles and interests?” This is how the the Neocon Project For A New American 
Century summarized its aims in 1997. Donald Kagan, Norman Podhoretz, Dick Cheney, 
Donald Rumsfeld, and other pioneers of George Bush’s foreign policy were apprehensive 
about the growing power of America’s adversaries. Their focus was on foreign policy, more 
precisely on what America should do in the Middle East, where they expected the biggest 
challenges to emerge. In a nutshell they argued in favour of a stronger and better equipped 
military. They also supported the Republican presidential candidate, who was more willing 
than Bill Clinton to face the responsibilities of global leadership and the costs that were 
associated with its exercise.  
 
The Tea Party movement, on the other hand, is not an intellectual or elite phenomenon, but a 
typical grassroots rebellion. Nor does it seem to have an ideology as consistent as the 
PNAC’s. Perhaps it is better not to speak of “the” Tea Party, but of Tea Parties all over the 
place. Their views and the way they voice them wildly vary. They bear resemblance to each 
other in their enormous frustration and anger. They  hate big business, Wall Street, and all 
other institutions that have “let the American people down.” The Tea Parties claim that 
smaller government and lower taxes are better, but are unwilling to accept the consequences. 
If Social Security and Medicare are to be preserved, as they say, it remains unclear how a 
much smaller government that has no money can pull that off.  
 
No doubt the Neocons are as strongly opposed to Barack Obama. They have blasted him 
many a time. Yet the Neocon movement, or what is left of it, is not necessarily happy with the 
Tea Party. It may bring Obama down, but more is needed to prevent a Neocon from being 
worried. Some observers even say the Neocons are in panic. Sarah Palin’s demands do not 
cure the problems that President Obama has created with his efforts to balance the budget, but 
rather add to them. If the American people is no longer willing to finance the defense 
spending the Neocons claim is required to keep the United States safe, the Tea Party may 
even be more of a clear and present danger than the political party that is now in power in 
Washington. Cutting big government down to size implies cutting down the defence 
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establishment. The (disastrous) outcome must be that the military will no longer be capable to 
fight multiple wars at a time, as the US is currently doing in Iraq and Afghanistan. To quote 
from Bill Kristoll’s Weekly Standard:  
 
“It is encouraging to see Mr. Obama concerned about deficits and debt. But his concern with 
the military is largely misplaced. It is neither the true source of our fiscal woes, nor an 
appropriate target for indiscriminate budget-slashing in a still-dangerous world.”  
 
No Tea Partier could think of speaking out against any kind of budget-
slashing, or he/she would be the victim of immediate throat-slashing. 
 
Doeko Bosscher is Professor of Contemporary History at the University of Groningen, 
with research covering Dutch and American history, Canadian history and 
environmental history.  

Beck v. Europop 

A few weeks ago James Kennedy came out with an article in the NRC that argued the 
European “New Right” is more of a threat to the established socio-political order than the US 
“Tea Party.” Focusing on the PVV and Wilders in particular, the real difference between the 
US and Dutch populist variants for Kennedy is that the “cultural focus on immigration and 
islam” in the Netherlands (and across Europe in general) can lead to minorities losing their 
constitutional rights and becoming second-class citizens. The Dutch “consensus mentality” 
will lead to this negative approach becoming absorbed into the broader political system 
(which it definitely is). Whereas anyone moving to the Netherlands and becoming a Dutch 
citizen already remains forevermore an “allochtoon” (immigrant), this distinction is becoming 
harder (because of the focus on Islam) and is getting sharper consequences as a result. 

He may be right. But there are a couple of aspects to his pitch that can be contested. Kennedy 
characterises the Tea Party as a conglomerate of local organisations without any particular 
leader which are predominantly focused on the evils and wrong-doings of “The Government.” 
He mentions in passing the nasty sides to this conglomerate—the “birthers,” who deny that 
President Obama is American, for instance—but on the whole he sees a broad movement in 
favour of civil liberties and against state interference with no 
particular political direction. 

The first issue that is slightly problematic is his description of 
the 28 August rally at the Lincoln Memorial led by Glenn 
Beck. According to Kennedy, the choice of location and date 
(precisely 47 years after the Martin Luther King “I Have A 
Dream” speech in the same place) “show that the vision of the 
assassinated black civil rights leader Martin Luther King is 
accepted by this group, if not held high. That feeling for shared 
citizenship is often difficult to find among rightist populists in 
the Netherlands.” To say that Kennedy is being generous here 
would be a massive understatement. The Beck rally—
predominantly white by a huge margin—was a deeply partisan 
call for “national unity” under the pseudo-cloak of apolitical 
religious faith, co-opting Martin Luther King as an icon for a 
movement that is deeply prejudiced. As Taylor Marsh 
commented—correctly—on the Huffington Post, “The ultimate lesson of Mr. Beck’s rally is 
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you cannot say things like ‘I think the president is a racist,’ and then say ‘I stand by that,’ 
then present yourself as someone who will ‘restore America.’” Too right. The cynicism is 
beyond belief. When Beck spoke out on 28 August that “For too long, this country has 
wandered in darkness,” in the context of his previous comments about Obama, one wonders if 
his cynicism can go any lower. Shared vision? Shared citizenship? I think not.  

The other issue on which Kennedy perhaps misses the bullseye is this: Foreign Policy. It 
doesn’t come out much from his article—a brief comment that the Tea Party opposes the 
endless war on terror because it costs a lot. The search for a Tea Party foreign policy is indeed 
a search for a mirage—as P.J. O’Rourke (who else) illustrated in World Affairs recently. 
Whether you like it or not, you need a government to conduct foreign policy. This starting 
point already causes problems for the TP’ers, who after all want “an efficiently minimal 
government and a foreign policy of maximum effectiveness.” Views seem to range from the 
Neocon “nuke Iran” crowd to the isolationist “let the rest of the world disappear” faction. 
Somewhere in the middle are those determined to insist that the US is and shall forever 
remain No. 1 in everything. Obama’s post-Bush, post-Iraq multilateralism is the target here. 
What unites them all is a demand for the protection of borders—the one aspect of foreign 
policy that gets a mention in the (almost-holy) constitution—against everything: 
terrorists, hispanics, Chinese cuddly toys, you name it, keep them out.  

The European populist Right is definitely a threat to the civil liberties of particular European 
citizens, and a deliberately divisive force in European societies. The Tea Party, in contrast, 
assumes the mantle of national unity but does so by wanting to “reclaim” the country from the 
multiculti socialist mish-mash they think it has become under a “Black President.” Its a 
devious and dirty politics. And on top of this, I don’t see the United States conducting any 
kind of coherent, or constructive, or peaceful foreign policy if Congress should come under 
the influence of Glenn Beck and the TP movement this November. You tell me which is the 
greater threat to stability? 

 

Giles Scott-Smith is Senior Researcher at the Roosevelt Study Center, Professor of 
Diplomatic History of Atlantic Cooperation at Leiden University, Associate Professor in 
International Relations at the Roosevelt Academy, and Treasurer of the NASA.  

 

 
Obama’s Foreign Policy after the Midterm Elections 

 
The wave of discontent that swept the Republicans from power in 2006 and 2008 has lost 
little of its power. However, only two years after many Democrats, basking in the glow of 
Barack Obama’s historic victory, were busy predicting a lasting re-alignment in American 
politics, the tide has swiftly turned against them. The economic malaise, coupled with a deep 
sense of frustration about the way Washington works, has turned voters away from the current 
party in power. The Republicans have won a sizeable majority in the House of 
Representatives, while narrowly failing to gain control over the Senate. Domestically, this 
seems to be the perfect recipe for gridlock and extended guerilla warfare between the White 
House and the Republican leadership in Congress.  
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In terms of President Obama’s foreign policy 
agenda, the immediate impact of the elections will 
be limited, for the simple reason that Congress has 
little direct control over US foreign policy. Still, the 
Republicans will do all they can to make life more 
difficult for the president and his foreign policy 
team. In the Senate, the loss of several Democratic 
seats will complicate the ratification of the START 
Treaty with Russia. Failure to get the necessary 67 
votes would endanger Obama’s efforts to engage 

Russia on a number of important issues, from missile defense to sanctions on Iran. On 
Afghanistan, the Republicans will probably resist a quick drawdown of American troops after 
the July 2011 deadline announced by President Obama last year. With respect to Iran, the 
pressure on the Obama Administration to do something about Teheran’s nuclear program will 
increase analogous to the way Republicans relentlessly advocated a policy of regime strange 
in Iraq during the second half of the 1990s. A more hard-line Congress may also limit 
President Obama’s flexibility in dealing with North Korea. 
 
Overall, however, the biggest casualty of the midterm elections may well be President 
Obama’s reputation abroad. Already now, the foreign leaders gathering in Seoul for the next 
G20 Summit will start to wonder whether President Obama might be another Carter rather 
than the FDR he was heralded to be two years ago. If Obama proves to be unable to reverse 
his party’s political fortunes over the next year or so, this would have a serious effect on his 
ability to cajole and persuade those foreign partners he needs most to pursue his major foreign 
policy aims. At a time that American power is already widely perceived to be on the wane, a 
further weakening of Obama’s authority matters. Local power brokers and leaders such as 
Israeli Prime Minster Benjamin Nethanyahu and President Harmid Karzai of Afghanistan 
may simply decide to wait out the remainder of Obama’s term, rather than cooperate with a 
perceived lame-duck president on Middle East peace negotiations or the stabilization of 
Afghanistan. Similarly, the political and religious leaders in Iran, not known for their intimate 
understanding of American politics, may calculate that a weakened President Obama can be 
safely ignored on issues such as a nuclear-armed Iran.  
 
In the end, the success or failure of Obama’s foreign policy agenda will be decided to a 
considerable degree at home. If the massive stimulus program and the overhaul of the 
financial regulatory system passed by the Democrats will pave the way for an economic 
recovery accompanied by a significant drop in unemployment, President Obama will regain 
much of his lost authority and convince friends and foes alike that he 
will not be a one-term president. If not, we must expect a more 
disengaged and isolationist America, unwilling and unable to play a 
leading role in the world. 
 
Thomas Gijswijt is lecturer of American Studies at the Radboud University Nijmegen. 
He received his PhD in History from the University of Heidelberg in 2007 after 
successfully finishing his dissertation—the first history of the Bilderberg Group.  
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Roosevelt Historian Draws Comparison between FDR and Obama 
 
On 3 November, Professor David Woolner, held a lecture at the 
Roosevelt Study Center on the outcome of the US 
Congressional elections. During this lecture, attended by an 
audience of more than 50 people, including a group of local 
high school students, Professor Woolner not only delved into 
the election results, but also provided connections between the 
Obama Presidency at that of Franklin Delano Roosevelt. Both 
presidencies began during a severe economic crisis, but also 
shared a number of similar policy issues—social security, 
health care. A key difference between the two presidents, as 
Professor Woolner pointed out, was that Roosevelt had 
different allies (liberal Republicans) and adversaries 
(conservative Democrats) than the partisan opposition facing 
Obama in Congress.  
 
The effects of this difference are visible for instance in the use of the filibuster—a Senate 
procedure in which a senator continues to talk (even reading out loud whole telephone 
registries and cook books) so that a certain law can not be voted on. This instrument was only 
used 4 times during FDR’s presidency, while Obama has already encountered ten times as 
many, real or threats of filibusters. While Obama experienced a short period in which he 
could rely on sixty senators to break a filibuster, he lost this position with the passing of his 
close friend and ally Ted Kennedy, the senior Senator from Massachusetts. At a special 
election a new senator, Republican Scott Brown, was elected. With the safe majority lost in 
the Senate even before the recent mid-term elections, Professor Woolner expected little 
change with the new composition of the Senate from what we have seen in recent months.  
 
Professor Woolner expected increasing cooperation of the Republicans in the House with the 
Democrats. Since they are now also partly in charge—the new Speaker of the House John 
Boehner being third in the presidential line of succession—their previous policy of “no” will 
not be sufficient. This might be the first step in removing the gridlock in Washington, which 
Barack Obama promised to, but until now has been unable to change. While we should not 
expect historic legislation, the two parties can perhaps agree to bring about legislation that 

will improve the unemployment and let the American 
economy grow. Although the outcome of the election is 
a blow to Democrats, Obama might be able to use it to 
his advantage.  
 
David Woolner is Associate Professor of History at Marist College, 
Poughkeepsie, NY, Resident Hyde Park Historian at the Roosevelt 
Institute in Hyde Park, NY, and this fall’s Fulbright-Dow 
Distinguished Research Chair at the Roosevelt Study Center.  
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ROOSEVELT STUDY CENTER 
 

Stageplaats  
 
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. De 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 dr. Hans Krabbendam, aan wie ook de sollicitatiebrief 
met cv gericht kan worden. De eerstvolgende beschikbare periode is vanaf januari 2011. Een 
sollicitatiebrief kan tot en met één maand voor het begin van de stageperiode ingestuurd 
worden naar Roosevelt Study Center, Postbus 6001, 4330 LA Middelburg. 
 

Theodore Roosevelt American History Awards 2010 
 
Since 1987 the Roosevelt Study Center has presented the yearly Theodore Roosevelt 
American History Awards (TRAHA) to the best theses on American history defended at 
Dutch universities. On 9 April the first prize, a trip to the United States to the birthplaces of 
Theodore and Franklin Roosevelt and the FDR Presidential Library in Hyde Park, New York, 
was awarded to Maarten van Gageldonk, who graduated from the Radboud University 
Nijmegen. He received the TRAHA for his thesis “Multimedia, and Miscellanies Mini-
Museums: Aspen Magazine, 1965-1971. A History and a Contextualization.” Beneath follows 
the report on his “Roosevelt Reis.”  
 

Roosevelt Reis 2010: Report by Maarten van Gageldonk 
16-26 September 2010 

 
“The man who loves other countries as much as his own stands on a level with the man who 
loves other women as much as he loves his own wife,” Theodore Roosevelt famously said one 
year before he died. Despite the risk of being accused of a kind of adultery at the national 
level, I have to say that the Roosevelt Reis 2010 made me fall in love with New York State 
even more than I already had.  
After landing safely on JFK International Airport on Thursday, September 16, I travelled 
swiftly to my hostel, located on the picaresque Upper West Side of Manhattan. Having slept a 
sound night of sleep, I then had a full day of leisure in New York City, during which I visited 
the wonderful Brooklyn Museum and walked the many streets of Greenwich Village, before 
starting my program on Saturday morning. 
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In the morning I was picked up by the Theodore Roosevelt 
Institute’s Rob Dalziel, who first took me to the Theodore 
Roosevelt Birthplace. Located on East 20th Street, the Birthplace 
is a replica of the original house, which was demolished in 1916 
and restored only through heroic effort of the Women’s Roosevelt 
Memorial Association. Inside we were toured by the first of many 
enthusiastic National Park Service guides I would meet on my trip. 
My brain still full of a deluge of information, Rob then took me to 
the Museum of Natural History, guiding me through its many halls 

and wide variety of exhibitions. Although I had been to the Museum before, walking through 
it with Rob made me see it with new eyes. In particular the new exhibition “Race to the End 
of the Earth” struck me. It chronicles a one hundred year old trip to the South Pole, which 
proved both courageous and disastrous. Although the race between the Norwegian Roald 
Amundsen and the British Robert Falcon Scott resulted in Amundson being the first to reach 
the South Pole, it also ended in the death of Scott. The exhibition playfully pulls the visitor 
into the battle between these two men, while never losing a certain seriousness of tone, which 
really brought its dangers home to me.  
 
In the afternoon Rob drove me to Oyster Bay on Long Island, where I was checked into a 
pleasant hotel and, after freshening up, was picked up for dinner by Mrs. Elizabeth Roosevelt, 
a descendent of Theodore Roosevelt. She took me to dinner at a local yacht club, where 
together with two friends we enjoyed the local cuisine. I had never been to Long Island and 
was struck by the beauty of New York State, a beauty that had eluded me on previous trips, 
which had mostly kept me within metropolitan areas.  
 
After a night of rest, Mrs. Roosevelt picked me up again in the morning and drove me to 
Sagamore Hill, the house where Theodore Roosevelt lived from 1885 until his death in 1919. 
Here I was toured by the pleasant Howard Ehrlich, former Director of the Theodore Roosevelt 
Association. Mr. Ehrlich walked me through Theodore Roosevelt’s House and the local 
museum, which really made me see how impressive a person Roosevelt was. He was, in many 
ways, the first president of the people, thus setting the stage for later presidents, such as his 
cousin Franklin Roosevelt and, later, President Kennedy. We are so used to presidents these 
days being “of the people,” that we perhaps do not sufficiently realize that this was not always 
the case. After this enlightening tour of Sagamore Hill, Mr. Ehrlich put me back on the train 
to New York City, where I had several spare days before continuing my trip on Wednesday. 
 
After some more Big Apple exploration on my own, I 
took a train to Poughkeepsie, where I was picked up by 
Mary McFarland, who would be my lively guide for the 
last leg of my tour. During Wednesday and Thursday she 
showed me Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s legacy at Hyde 
Park, including FDR’s home, the museum devoted to his 
life and presidency, Top Cottage (the President’s home 
away from home), and the luxurious Vanderbilt 
Mansion. Hyde Park offers a wonderful slice of the 
President’s life, but also stresses the importance of 
Eleanor Roosevelt, who perhaps became the most famous first lady to date. I was most struck 
by Top Cottage, where we were toured by the energetic Al Vinck, who not only brought the 
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President’s days at the cottage to life, but also showed that a tour can be a stimulating 
interaction between guide and visitors, in which both learn from each other.  
 
The next day Mary picked me up for breakfast at a local diner—one of those I was mostly 
familiar with through television—before putting me back on the train to New York. This 
concluded the official part of my trip, although it left me with a few days to savor NYC’s 
Indian Summer, before flying back safely to Amsterdam on Sunday. 
 
All in all, this trip has meant the world to me, first of all because it has shown appreciation for 
my writing, which is the best encouragement a PhD candidate can get; but it was also a 
delightful way to explore parts of American history I had not been too familiar with before, 
and to see more of New York State. I want to thanks the Roosevelt Study Center, Theodore 
Roosevelt Association, and the Roosevelt Institute for their generousness in making this trip 
possible, as would like to particularly express my thanks to Rob Dalziel, Howard Ehrlich, 
Mary McFarland and Elizabeth Roosevelt for being such wonderful hosts. I look forward to 
being part of next year’s jury for the competition and hope that the winner will have a 
similarly engrossing experience.  
 

Theodore Roosevelt American History Awards 2011 
 
The ceremony for the TRAHA 2011 will take place on 15 April 2011. MA thesis’s should be 
submitted to the RSC through the American Studies co-ordinator by 31 December 2010. We 
encourage students interested in competing for the TRAHA 2011 to contact their thesis 
supervisor, and visit the RSC website (www.roosevelt.nl) for more information.  

 
The Obama Effect: Transatlantic Perspectives Past and Future 

 
From 27 to 29 October the conference The Obama Effect: Transatlantic Perspectives Past and 
Future, a joint venture of the RSC and the Middelburg Center for Transatlantic Studies 
(MCTS), was held in the Abbey of Middelburg. The conference was a great success, with 55 
speakers from 9 different nations, and many participants, including students from Middelburg, 
Groningen, Maastricht, the University of Central Missouri, and Mexico City in attendance. 
Stimulating high quality keynote lectures were provided by Jamie Shea (Head of Policy 
Planning, NATO), Scott Lucas (University of Birmingham and the Enduring America 
website), and Marcel Wissenburg (Radboud University Nijmegen). With the Abbey as the 
perfect location, there was plenty of time for discussion and debate at the conference and its 
surroundings. 
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The sessions covered a broad range of topics, from international law, the arts, race, and 
rhetoric and public speaking, to US-European-Russian relations, US domestic politics and 
foreign policy, and national security. Papers ranged from Obama’s interest in poetry to the 
need for a different approach to counter-terrorism, from possibilities for a new era of gender 
equality in US politics to differences between presidents Bush and Obama towards the Middle 
East, and from the usefulness of entropy for explaining US foreign policy to the engagement 
and outlook of Dutch and American students towards the political issues of the day.  

 
It is intended that this first successful collaboration between the 
RSC and the MCTS will lead to further projects in the future. 
Both institutes would like to thank the generous support of the 
Roosevelt Institute (NY), the US Embassy in The Hague, and the 
Province of Zeeland, without which this event would not have 
been possible. 
 

 
Fulbright-Dow Distinguished Research Chair Spring 2011 

 
From March till June 2011, Henry Aay, professor of Geography and appointed at the Meijer 
Chair in Dutch Language and Culture at Calvin College, Grand Rapids, will fill the Fulbright-
Dow Distinguished Research Chair of the RSC.  
 
Professor Aay is of Dutch descent, but a longtime resident of the US. 
He will return to his native country to do research on his project 
Reel/Real Dutch Landscapes: A Geographical Interpretation of 
Documentary Films about the Netherlands Shown in the United States, 
1941-1974. This project will analyze the representation of Dutch 
landscapes shown in America via documentary films distributed by the 
Netherlands Information Bureau (NIB), a Dutch government agency. 
From 1942 to 1974, the Holland Michigan Office of the NIB circulated 
hundreds of films about the Netherlands to schools, churches and other 
community organizations throughout a 22 state area in the mid-section 
of the United States. Did these documentary films affirm the earlier stereotypic portrayals of 
the Netherlands or did they broaden the imagery? The films circulated by the NIB will be 
compared to other Dutch documentary films available in the Netherlands. 
 
Professor Aay is willing to accept invitations for a few guest lectures. He could talk about his 
present research project or issues of American and Dutch geography, for instance: 
Shrinking Cities in the USA, Urban Agriculture in the USA, Historical Human Modifications 
of Dutch river systems.  
 
For appointments, please mail the rsc@zeeland.nl or Professor Aay at aay@calvin.edu. 
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RSC PhD Seminars 
 

An average of eight PhD students in American History and American Studies working in the 
Netherlands meet every three months at the RSC to discuss the progress of their work and 
gain new insights in selected aspects of American history. The Fulbright-Dow scholars 
contributed their expertise to these stimulating seminars. In the past year professor James D. 
Bratt from Calvin College lectured on regional approaches to U.S. history, first concentrating 
on the South and then on New England. At the September meeting the students were 
instructed by the dean of the humanities of Leiden University, Professor Wim van den Doel. 
His most important message was to be very careful with research time, as belated 
dissertations thwart prospects in the academic labor market. In the November meeting 
Professor David Woolner from Marist College, New York, helped the group to transform a 
dissertation into a book and offered useful advice on how to approach an American publisher. 

  
These seminars serve as a podium for testing ideas, as a support group in times of stress, as a 
source of inspiring insights from American specialists, as a methodological conscience, and as 
safe environment to circulate first fruits of the literal loom.  
 
Those interested in joining us are more than welcome to mail the coordinator, Hans 
Krabbendam at rsc@zeeland.nl. 
 
The next meeting is in Middelburg on 16 March 2011. 
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CONFERENCES & SEMINARS 
 

Leiden American Studies Lecture Series 2011 
“The American Civil War After 150 Years: An Unfinished War?” 

 1 February - 3 May 2011 
 

The election of Abraham Lincoln as the first 
Republican president in 1860 prompted eleven 
southern states to form a slaveholding republic, the 
Confederate States of America, sparking a four-
year war that came close to destroying the United 
States. Long considered the last “gentlemen’s 
war,” the Civil War was nonetheless bloody: 
almost as many soldiers lost their lives between 
1861 and 1865 as were killed in all America’s 
other wars combined. Moreover, the Civil War 
had a savage underside that was far from 

chivalrous. Savage guerilla warfare ravaged parts of the South; black soldiers were routinely 
killed when taken prisoner; armies deliberately laid waste to farms and private homes. 
Although the Civil War preserved the Union, it also created psychological wounds and 
political problems that persisted well into the twentieth century. Indeed, it is impossible to 
understand the United States today—its politics, its racial divisions, its North-South 
differences—without studying the Civil War.  
 
On the occasion of the 150th anniversary of the beginning of the Civil War, the American 
Studies Program in Leiden will organize a series of twelve guest lectures on the American 
Civil War and its legacies in the spring of 2011. This series will examine various political, 
ideological, social and historical aspects of the American Civil War as well as the ways in 
which literature and film have shaped—and continue to shape—the cultural memory of the 
war and its bearing on the present. Among the internationally renowned Civil War scholars 
who will come to Leiden to contribute to the series are prize-winning Lincoln biographer 
Richard Carwardine (Oxford); Victoria Bynum (Texas State University), who will speak on 
unionists in Mississippi; Brian Holden Reid (Kings College London), an expert on Gen. 
Robert E. Lee; Anne Rubin (University of Maryland, Baltimore County), whose recent 
research has been on Union General Sherman’s March through the South; Daniel Sutherland 
(University of Arkansas), who will speak on guerilla warfare; Joanne van der Woude 
(Harvard), on photography and the culture of mourning in the (post-) Civil War Era; and 
Adam Fairclough (Leiden) on the Civil War in Hollywood film.  
 

Lectures: Tuesdays, 1 February through 3 May 2011, 17:00-18:30h. 
Video/DVD: 15:00-17:00h. 
Place: Leiden University, Lipsius building room 003 (Cleveringaplaats 1, Leiden) 

 
The lectures are free and open to all. Students from all Dutch universities can take the lecture 
series for course credit (10 ECTS).  
 
For information and registration, please contact dr. Joke Kardux 
(c.kardux@hum.leidenuniv.nl).  
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Call for Papers “Celebrating 100 Years of Tennessee Williams (1911-2011)” 
26 March 2011 

 
To commemorate the Tennessee Williams’s centennial, the School of American Studies at the 
University of East Anglia, will host a one-day international conference focusing on theatrical 
representations of American identities. The invited keynote speaker is Professor Stephen 
Bottoms (University of Leeds). 
 
On the day of Tennessee Williams’s 100th birthday, the 
20th Century American Drama International Postgraduate 
Conference looks to revisit the theatre produced in the last 
century, considering a plurality of approaches from literary 
to theatre and performance studies, film, gender and 
GLBTQ studies, reflecting on the most recent critical and 
academic canon. Stressing the importance of Tennessee 
Williams, the conference hopes to be an international point 
of intersection for all those interested in Williams’s work 
and 20th century American drama in general.  
 
Please send a titled abstract between 200-300 words (for 20-minute paper presentations) and a 
brief CV to f.costa@uea.ac.uk by 17 December 2010. For more information on the 
conference, please visit http://100yearsoftennesseewilliams.wordpress.com  

 
9th Middelburg Conference of European Historians of the United States 

27-29 April 2011 
 
On 27-29 April 2011 the Roosevelt Study Center in Middelburg, The Netherlands, will host 
for the ninth time the biennial conference of European historians of the United States.  
The theme of this “Middelburg 9” conference is:  

 
“The US South and Europe” 

 
The US South has always been a distinct region but in recent 
years this section of the United States has emerged, according 
to New York Times journalist Peter Applebome, “as a dominant 
economic, political and cultural force in American life. To 
understand America, it is necessary to make sense of the 
South.” This Middelburg conference aims to explore the 
historical relationship between the American South and Europe 
from colonial times to the present era of globalization.  
 
Papers presented at this conference by European and American 
scholars will address economic, social, political, ideological, 
religious, and cultural aspects of this transatlantic relationship 
between Dixie and Europe from the 18th century to the present.  

 
The conference program and registration forms will be posted soon on the website of the 
Roosevelt Study Center (www.roosevelt.nl). All those who are interested in the US South and 
its relations with Europe are welcome to attend this conference in Middelburg. 
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NIEUWE PUBLICATIES 
The Quarters and the Fields 

Damian Alan Pargas, The Quarters and the Fields: Slave Families in the Non-Cotton South 
(Gainesville: University Press of Florida, 2010).  
Damian Pargas provides a unique approach to the examination of 
antebellum slave families. Rather than focus on the more well-known 
cotton plantations, he compares the practice of slavery among the other 
major agricultural cultures of the South: tobacco, mixed grain, rice, and 
sugar cane. Pargas reveals how the demands of different types of masters 
and crops influenced work patterns and habits, which in turn shaped slave 

family life. Demanding labor arrangements in Virginia forced slave mothers to share 
childrearing with white mistresses or elderly slaves. South Carolina slave-owners’ focus on 
task completion rather than gang labor led to enslaved field hands having more time to spend 
with their families and engage in work on their own behalf. In Louisiana, the long days of 
cane cultivation left slaves little time for family contact, but provided them with unique 
opportunities to improve their families’ material conditions. All slave families negotiated a 
variety of boundaries and opportunities, and, as Pargas shows, the differences had much more 
to do with local needs and customs than with the institution itself. 
 

The American Diary of Jacob Van Hinte 
Peter Ester with Nella Kenney and Earl Wm. Kennedy, The American Diary of Jacob Van 
Hinte (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2010). 
In 1921 the Dutch geographer Jacob van Hinte made a research trip to the 
US to collect documents and interviews for his massive dissertation 
Nederlanders in Amerika (1928). Van Hinte kept a diary during his trip, 
which is an indispensable source for understanding the author and his work. 
It reveals the logistics of his trip, his expectations and key informants, 
which are all annotated. The reader discovers how the Dutch immigrants 

cast a charming spell on the author. This stands in a sharp contrast with the indifference of the 
Dutch authorities. They totally miss the value of this cultural capital in the Dutch-American 
relation, which the diary so carefully discloses. Full of wit and wisdom, this travel and 
research diary re-enacts the discovery of Dutch cultural treasures in America in the early 
twentieth-century, which in the process converted Van Hinte into an “Americophile.”  
 

De dynamiek van een emigratiecultuur 
Enne Koops, De dynamiek van een emigratiecultuur. De emigratie van gereformeerden, 
hervormden en katholieken naar Noord-Amerika in vergelijkend perspectief (1947-1963) 
(Hilversum: Verloren, 2010).  
Het boek beschrijft de relatie tussen religie en emigratie en bestrijkt de 
periode van 1947 tot 1963 toen bijna 410.000 Nederlanders emigreerden, 
van wie de meerderheid zich vestigde in Canada en de Verenigde Staten. 
Onder hen opvallend veel meer gereformeerden dan hervormden en 
katholieken. Deze gereformeerden, zo laat Koops in zijn boek over deze 
uittocht zien, waren vooral afkomstig uit de Gereformeerde Kerken in 

Nederland en minder uit de Gereformeerde Kerken (vrijgemaakt), de Christelijke 
Gereformeerde Kerken en de Gereformeerde Gemeenten. Het nieuwe van zijn benadering is 
dat hij het begrip emigratiecultuur benut waarmee het vertrek van emigranten niet als een 
verzwakking, maar als een versterking van een subcultuur te zien is. Het boek laat 
overtuigend zien hoe een collectieve mentaliteit die positief naar emigratie keek een 
stimulerend effect had op daadwerkelijk vertrek. Het boek is een welkome aanvulling op de 
migratiestudies die vooral over de negentiende eeuw gaan. 



 
 29  

BEURZEN & AWARDS  
 

NASA Offers Research Grants 
 
As of 1 January 2010 NASA is offering two grants of 
€500 each to help defray the cost of travel and 
accommodation for research trips to the United States. 
These will be available for Masters and PhD students 
only. Only NASA members are eligible to apply. 
 
The regulations are as follows: 
 
1.  Each applicant must submit a 500-word proposal outlining their research project, an 

itinerary of their intended research trip to the United States, and a CV; 
 
2. The deadline for submitting applications is 1 December; 
 
3. All applications should be sent to Giles Scott-Smith (g.scott-smith@zeeland.nl)  
 
A committee formed by the Chair, Secretary, and Treasurer of NASA will assess the 
applications and announce the successful candidates by 31 December. Within a month of 
completing their research trips, each successful candidate will write a brief report (+/-1000 
words) on their experience, which will be placed both in the NASA Newsletter and on the 
NASA website. 
 
 

10 Doctoral Grants Graduate School of North American Studies 

The Graduate School of the John F. Kennedy-Institute for 
North American Studies invites applications for the 
academic year 2011/2012. Six academic disciplines in the 
humanities and social sciences collaborate in offering a 
structured curriculum. The doctoral program is 

interdisciplinary in its approach and focuses on those social transformations impacting the 
United States and Canada at the beginning of the 21st century.  

Applicants interested in pursuing a doctorate with an emphasis in North American Studies 
must have a completed degree (M.A. or the equivalent) with above average marks in one of 
the following disciplines: American Cultural Studies, American Literature, History, Political 
Science, Sociology and Economics. Grants are awarded for a maximum of three years. 
Continued funding past the first year is based upon a positive annual evaluation of progress. 

Scholarships amount to ca. € 1.500  per month. 

For further information on application requirements and the graduate program, and for the 
application form, please see www.gsnas.fu-berlin.de. Please address all inquiries to our 
Program Assistant: office@gsnas.fu-berlin.de. 
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EAAS Travel Grants 
 

The European Association for American Studies 
provides two types of travel grants. Postgraduate 
students in the Humanities and Social Sciences who 
are registered for a higher research degree at any 
European university may apply. Two kinds of grants 
are available: the Transatlantic Grant and the Intra-
European Grant. It is expected that four scholarships 
will be available this year. The maximum single 

award granted may amount to € 2,000. 
The Transatlantic Grant will permit the holder to conduct research which illuminates some 
aspect of the relationship between the United States and Europe, or between the United States 
and a country or countries within Europe, in a designated university in the United States. The 
term of the grant will be between three weeks (minimum) and eight weeks (maximum). 
Successful applicants will receive a grant intended to cover round trip travel and some of the 
living expenses. Only students registered for a PhD are eligible to apply for the Transatlantic 
Grants. 
 
The Intra-European Grant will allow the recipient to conduct research for a period of up to 
four weeks in an American Studies Center or university library in Europe. Graduate students 
who are registered either for a PhD or a MA degree by research are eligible to apply for Intra-
European Grants. 
 
Grant recipients will be responsible for making their own arrangements for travel and 
accommodation. Travel must be completed within twelve months of the grantee being 
notified of the award. Grantees will be required to submit a report to EAAS within thirty days 
of returning from their research visit. 
 
The application deadline for the 2011 round will be announced in December, 2010. For more 
information visit the EAAS website (www.eaas.eu). 

 
RSC Research Grant 

 
European scholars at all stages in their careers (advanced students preparing 
for a master’s or doctoral degree, and scholars preparing a publication) are 
invited to apply for a RSC Research Grant. The grant consists of a per diem 
of € 35 (covering bed and breakfast in a low-budget hotel), payment of 
travel expenses. The minimum research period at the Roosevelt Study 
Center is one week. The maximum grant is € 500. 
 
All applications for a RSC research grant involving research work leading to a master’s or 
doctoral degree must be endorsed by the professor supervising the work. The Roosevelt Study 
Center can only offer a limited number of grants and will divide them between applicants 
from different European countries. Applications for a Roosevelt Study Center research grant 
should be submitted at least two months before the desired period of research. 
 
Visit the RSC website (www.roosevelt.nl) for more information, further guidelines, as well as 
a grant application form.  
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TENTOONSTELLINGEN & EVENEMENTEN  
 

Obama’s Oorlog en Vrede 
16 november 2010 

 
Op 16 november organiseert SIB-Amsterdam in samenwerking met CREA Amsterdam een 
discussieavond over het Buitenlandbeleid van Barack Obama. De sprekers zullen aan de hand 
van fragmenten van The Daily Show, The Colbert Report en de late-night shows uit de VS, de 
beloftes van Obama onder de loep nemen.  
 

In 2008 was bijna de hele wereld in de ban van de 
Amerikaanse presidentsverkiezingen. Barack Obama 
belichaamde “hope and change.” Zijn levensverhaal, zijn 
vernieuwende manier van campagne voeren en zijn beloftes 
(Yes We Can!) waren een wereldwijde inspiratiebron. 
Obama kreeg na een jaar de Nobelprijs voor de vrede- vooral 
voor zijn werk om het aantal kernwapens terug te dringen. 
Maar in de strijd tegen het terrorisme bombarderen 

onbemande vliegtuigjes Pakistaanse burgers die zich mogelijk met terrorisme bezighouden. Is 
dat niet een grotere mensenrechtenschending dan wat George Bush deed in Guantanamo Bay? 
En hoe staat het nu met de machtspositie van de VS in de wereld? Hoe gaat Obama om met 
China en andere opkomende wereldmachten? Wat is de rol van de VS in internationale 
organisaties als de Verenigde Naties en het Internationaal Monetair Fonds? Een avond over 
de beloftes van Obama, met dr. Ruud van Dijk, docent Geschiedenis van de Internationale 
Betrekkingen (UvA) en dr. Thomas Gijswijt, docent Amerikanistiek (RUN). 
 

Tijd: 20:00 – 22:00u. Kaartjes kunnen vanaf 19:00 worden opgehaald.  
Locatie: CREA Theaterzaal, Turfdraagsterpad 17, Amsterdam 

 
Abstract USA 1958-1966: In the Galleries 

11 september 2010 tot 20 februari 2011 
 
Frank Stella, Kenneth Noland, Larry Poons, Al Held, Gene 
Davis, Sam Francis en Friedel Dzubas. Klinkende namen van 
Amerikaanse kunstenaars uit een tijd waarin auto’s 
staartvinnen hadden, mannen een hoed droegen, vrouwen het 
huishouden bestierden in de suburbs, John F. Kennedy 
president was en reclames het imago van de werkelijkheid 
veranderden. Een tijd van optimisme, vooruitgang en 
bevrijding, maar ook van politieke en raciale tegenstellingen 
en moreel verval. De tijd, kortom, waarin de beroemde 
kunstenaar Donald Judd zijn recensies schreef in de rubriek In 
the Galleries, van het Amerikaanse blad Arts Magazine. 
  
Tegen deze achtergrond—en met Judds kritieken als leidraad—openende Rijksmuseum 
Twenthe op 11 september 2010 de tentoonstelling, Abstract USA 1958-1968. In the Galleries. 
De tweede grote tentoonstelling van werken uit de No Hero Foundation, de particuliere 
verzameling moderne en hedendaagse kunst die het museum in 2009 in bruikleen kreeg.  
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John Adams Institute 
 

Lionel Shriver 
So Much for That 
1 December 2010 

  
Lionel Shriver’s new novel, So Much for That, has just 
been nominated for the 2010 National Book Award. 
Shriver follows a distinctly American tradition of 
exploring difficult material with elegant language. Her 
2003 novel, We Need to Talk About Kevin, became a 
bestseller despite, or perhaps because of, its hard look at 
the aftermath of a mass killing in a school. Her new 
novel is about a man whose dream of retiring to an 
idyllic retreat is destroyed when his wife’s illness forces 
him to keep his job. The novel is a dark and complex 

working-out of the consequences of America’s broken health care system. Join us for an 
evening with one of America’s most thoughtful writers.  
 
Moderator:  Julie Phillips 
When:   1 December 2010,  
Where:  Spui 25, Amsterdam 
Admission:  JAI Member €11 - Non Member €18,50 - Student/Senior €10 

The ticket sale will start in the first week of November 2010  
 

Spike Lee 
Doing the Right Thing 

14 December 2010   
 
America has the Tea Party movement. Europe has its anti-
immigrant movement. How should a society balance the 
rights of citizens with the needs of newcomers? How do we 
ensure that government treats everyone equally? How do we 
respond when it doesn’t? And how can individuals, especially 
young people, find their place and make their voices heard? 
Spike Lee is one of America’s most respected filmmakers and 
one of its most outspoken voices. His last project was the 
documentary If God Is Willing and Da Creek Don’t Rise, 
about the disaster and aftermath of Hurricane Katrina. He is 
also the director of Malcolm X, Do the Right Thing, 
Bamboozled, Summer of Sam, and many other award-winning 
films. Join us for an evening of politics, race, identity, and 
inspiration.  
 
Moderator: Prem Radhakishun 
When:  14 December 2010, 8pm 
Where:  Stadsschouwburg, Leidseplein 26, Amsterdam 
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Stagiair(e) bij de Directie Westelijk Halfrond - afdeling Noord-Amerika en 
Mexico 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Vanaf februari 2011 is er bij DWH/NM een plek voor een nieuwe stagiair(e). De duur van een 
stage is in principe vijf-zes maanden, met een werkweek van 36 – 40 uur.  
De stagiair zal tijdens de stage verschillende taken hebben: 
 

• Het assisteren bij de organisatie van de jaarlijkse VS-landendag in juni; 
• Schrijven van een beleidsrelevante studie over het Amerikaanse 

ontwikkelingssamenwerkingbeleid in relatie tot dat van Nederland; 
• Verrichten van ondersteunende werkzaamheden voor de landenmedewerkers 

VS, Canada en Mexico bij diverse lopende zaken. 
 
Tijdens je stage zal een van de medewerkers van de afdeling je begeleiden. Tijdens je 
werkzaamheden heb je veel contact met andere afdelingen binnen het ministerie, met de VS 
ambassade in Den Haag en de Nederlandse posten in het buitenland. De stage betreft vooral 
een meeloopstage, met de landendag en de studie naar Amerikaanse 
ontwikkelingssamenwerking als aparte, grote projecten, dat je samen met een van de 
medewerkers zult opzetten en uitvoeren. 
 
Sollicitatiebrieven waarin motivatie en geschiktheid naar voren komen, kunnen met CV, voor 
22 november 2010 gestuurd worden naar: dwh-nm@minbuza.nl.  
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KALENDER 2010 
 
11 september 2010 t/m 20 
februarie 2011  

Abstract USA, Rijksmuseum Twenthe 

16 november Obama’s Oorlog en Vrede, CREA Theaterzaal, Amsterdam 
1 december Lionel Shriver lezing, Spui 25, Amsterdam 
14 december Spike Lee lezing, Stadsschouwburg, Amsterdam 

 

 
 
KALENDER 2011 
 
1 februari t/m 3 mei Leiden American Studies Lecture Series 2011 “The American 

Civil War,” Leiden University 
16 maart Roosevelt Study Center Lecture in Transatlantic Relations: Joris 

Voorhoeve, Middelburg 
1 april NASA Amerikanistendag, Universiteit Leiden 
15 april TRAHA 2011 award ceremony, RSC, Middelburg 
27 t/m 29 april “The US South and Europe” conference, RSC, Middelburg 
15 t/m 17 juni NASA/BLASA Conference “American Response to the 

Holocaust,” RSC, Middelburg 
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