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The conference had panels on Security Studies;
Canadian transatlantic relations; US presidents
and transatlantic relations; US Isolationism and
Internationalism; US-Dutch relations; Anglo-
American Relations; Literature and Culture;
NATO; and Planning and the Environment. Over
120 delegates attended and some 100 academic
papers were delivered, including plenaries by
Frank Costigliola, University of Connecticut,
‘W. Averell Harriman and Archibald Clark Kerr: A
Comparative of Politics, Personalities and Reac-
tions to the Rigours of Living in Moscow’; Simon
Duke, European Institute of Public Admini-
stration, ‘Normative cynicism in EU-US rela-
tions’; and Sabine Broeck, Bremen Univer-
sity, 'Transatlantic Slavery and Modern Femi-
nism’

Several papers have been submitted to the Jour-
nal of Transatlantic Studies for consideration for
publication and there are plans for 2 special is-
sues of the Journal of Transatlantic Studies
drawn from papers given at the conference on
US presidents, and transatlantic relations and on
US Isolationism and Internationalism to be guest
-edited respectively by Professor David Haglund,
Queen’s University Canada, and Dr. Simon Rofe,
Leicester University.

The conference witnessed the first award of the
Donald Watt prize for the best paper by an early
career researcher and Donald presented the
award personally to the winner Bronwen Everill
of King’s College London.
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The conference was a huge success and
much gratitude is owed to the local organ-
iser Tony McCulloch for doing such a splen-
did job. Ties were strengthened with SHAFR
with the current Chair Frank Costigliola pre-
senting a plenary paper and there were dis-
cussions about future mutual participation in
each other’s conferences. There were major
and very positive management committee
developments and important changes made
to the editorial board of the Journal of
Transatlantic Studies. The institutional
strength of the TSA has been notably im-
proved with the creation of an effective
management committee and with the
spread of responsibilities. The TSA now pro-
duces both a monthly e-bulletin and a
yearly Newsletter and its website
www.transatlanticstudies.com established
this year, has already achieved a notable
profile: its data-base of transatlantic schol-
ars is also a significant public good created
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by the Association. Future conference plan-
ning involves Durham as the next venue fol-
lowed by Dundee in 2011 and Cork for
2012, with the possibility of the Roosevelt
Centre in Middelburg being explored for
2013.

The TSA continues to thrive and move from
strength to strength along with its journal
the Journal of Transatlantic Studies now
published by Routledge and producing 4 is-
sues a year. We are all now looking forward
to an even more successful and larger con-
ference at Durham 12-15 July 2010.

For further information I would invite you to
visit www.transatlanticstudies.com

Professor Alan Dobson: Chair TSA 16/09/09

Scottish Charity Regulator: TSA Charity
Number SC039378

ADDRESS BY JONATHAN PARISH*
“NATO At 60 - Summit Outcomes And The Way Forward”

Christ Church University -

Professors, Ladies and Gentlemen,

It is a great pleasure for me to be here
amongst academics. I am most definitely not
an academic!

I was at the NATO 60th Anniversary Summit
meeting in Strasbourg / Kehl earlier this year,
where my role was the preparation of the Sum-
mit declaration. As you will know, that declara-
tion was negotiated by all NATO nations over
the course of the previous four weeks, and the
most significant decision was the one to initiate
work on a new Alliance Strategic Concept. The
Strategic Concept is the foundation document
for the Alliance - it explains what we do, why

Canterbury - 15 July 2009

we do it, and how we do it - and it is agreed by
all Allies.

What I should like to do in my brief remarks
this morning is explain why I believe we need a
new Strategic Concept, and what the main is-
sues are that must be covered during its devel-
opment. So, let me start with the reasons for
deciding to develop a new Strategic Concept - 1
believe there are four.

First - the current Strategic Concept dates back
to 1999. At that time, it was agreed by sixteen
nations, but now we are an Alliance of twenty-

eight. And France is back in the military struc-
ture.
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Second - although many aspects of the cur-
rent concept are still relevant, it does not take
into account key political and security events
of the early 21st century, such as the terrorist
attacks of 11 September 2001 and NATOQO's en-
gagement in Afghanistan. So the current con-
cept does not reflect the enormous transfor-
mation that the Alliance has undergone - and
in particular is doesn't reflect the way that Al-
liance has moved from being a “Eurocentric”
Alliance to one which is dealing with security
issues, and conducting operations, well be-
yond Europe’s borders.

Third - we need to make a broader public
aware of NATO and how it continues to be
relevant to their security. Many do not fully
understand, or are simply unaware of, the im-
mense changes that NATO has undergone
since the end of the Cold War. A new, up-to-
date basic document would make it easier to
explain the Alliance and foster the public sup-
port that is essential to its continued success.
And let me add that this will be of interest not
only to publics in Allied nations. Given that
NATO’s strategic interests coincide with those
of an increasing number of non-Alliance coun-
tries, I have no doubt that a new Strategic
Concept would be read attentively in these
countries too.

The fourth, and arguably most important, rea-
son for a new Strategic Concept is a concep-
tual one. The demands on NATO today are
greater than ever before. A clear vision of the
role and

coretasks of the Alliance is therefore urgently
required. Only then will we be in a position to
take the necessary political decisions to priori-
tise the many tasks, and to identify the re-
sources required to fulfil them. The prepara-
tion of a new Strategic Concept will require a
profound debate among Allies, which will not
always be easy or harmonious. But it is a dis-
cussion that we need to have if we are to
reach a new consensus.

These were among the key considerations that
led to the decision to develop a new Strategic
Concept. But what can we expect to see as
the content of such a document? In my view,
if a new Strategic Concept is to have real
value, it must tackle the following key issues.
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First, a new concept must clearly describe the
new strategic environment and the relevant
emerging trends. We should not only consider
terrorism, failed states, and the proliferation
of weapons of mass destruction, but also the
security implications of climate change, cyber-
attacks, energy interdependence and piracy.
Because these are all features of the volatile
climate of “globalised insecurity” in which
NATO needs to find its place and define its
role.

Second, the Strategic Concept must provide a
new understanding of what we mean by col-
lective defence. Today, a cyber attack or en-
ergy cut-off can paralyse a country — without
a single shot being fired. And the melting of
the Arctic icecap will have security implica-
tions, not just for the NATO Allies that are lo-
cated in the High North. These security chal-
lenges do not necessarily require military re-
sponses, but they do require collective re-
sponses by all Allies. It is essential that we
reinforce the concept of Allied solidarity in this
new security environment. We need to reas-
sure all nations that they will not be left to
face these challenges on their own, or in re-
gional groupings. Regionalisation within the
Alliance - for example High North, Black Sea,
Baltics, Mediterranean, or Eastern and Central
Europe - is a dangerous path and must be
avoided.

Third, military transformation. Collective ter-
ritorial defence remains, and will remain, the
very core principle upon which the Alliance is
built. But today, the requirement to deploy
forces to distant crisis regions, often at short
notice, is just as important as the requirement
to have forces that can defend national bor-
ders. A new Strategic Concept must make
clear that we need the forces and capabilities
to operate across the full spectrum of military
operations, from war fighting to peacekeeping,
and it must also map out how this is to be
met. And let me add that in the current finan-
cial crisis, equitable burden sharing and cost
sharing between Allies to meet NATO’s trans-
formation goals will become even more signifi-
cant.

Fourth, a new Strategic Concept must empha-
sise the notion of a "Comprehensive Ap-
proach”. Security in Afghanistan, and else-
where, demands a coordinated application of
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economic, political and military measures. NATO
can‘t do all this - but neither can any other in-
ternational institution or organisation.

That is why we need a qualitatively new level of
cooperation between NATO and other interna-
tional institutions, in particular with the UN and
the EU. A new Strategic Concept has to recog-
nize this, and to lay out NATO’s contribution to
such a comprehensive approach. The signature,
last year, of a NATO-UN Declaration is a major
step in this direction, but there are also other
international organisations with which NATO
needs to develop closer relations, in particular
the European Union. And a new Strategic Con-
cept should give fresh impetus to that institu-
tional rapprochement.

Fifth, a new Strategic Concept must reconfirm
the consolidation of Europe as a long-standing,
strategic objective of NATO. Over the past
twenty years, the Alliance - together with the
European Union - has played a major role in the
creation of a European continent that is whole,
free and at peace. But this is still work in pro-
gress. And so NATO must continue to engage
countries all across Europe in political dialogue
and practical cooperation. And it must keep its
door open to countries wishing to join NATO -
not just because it is the sovereign right of na-
tions to choose their own alliances and alle-
giances, but also because NATO enlargement
has very clearly enhanced stability and security
for all nations in the Euro-Atlantic area, including
- despite its continuing misgivings about the
process — Russia.

NATO’s developing relationship with Russia is a
sixth issue that has to be addressed in a new
Strategic Concept. Clearly, effective cooperation
between NATO and Russia is essential for ad-
dressing many of the common challenges we
face - from stabilising Afghanistan, through ter-
rorism, to WMD proliferation. But Russia cur-
rently appears to perceive that the West, and
notably NATO, does not take fully into account
its security concerns. This is a perception that
needs to be tackled - both by NATO and by Rus-
sia. As far is the Alliance is concerned, work on
the new Strategic Concept should help to foster
a clear consensus on how we want to engage
with Russia, and how we can give further sub-
stance to our relationship.
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Finally, a seventh issue that needs to be high-
lighted in a new Strategic Concept is the growing
importance of NATO'’s partnerships with nations
not just on the European continent, but around
the globe. Today’s increasingly complex, global
security challenges require the broadest possible
cooperation. I already mentioned the Alliance’s
strong interest in working with other institutions
in @a comprehensive approach to tackle these
challenges. The same can be said about our in-
terest in engaging other, individual nations in
finding common solutions to common problems.

Over the past fifteen years, NATO has already
developed relations with dozens of countries
throughout Europe and well beyond, including as
far as Australia, Japan and South Korea. This
vast network of political and military ties offers
NATO members and partner countries unique
opportunities for cooperation - from political
consultations all the way to participation in
NATO-led operations. In short, these partner-
ships have created a cooperative momentum
that has never before existed between so many
different countries. And we need to reinforce
that momentum still further.

Ladies and Gentlemen,

Let me conclude. I have focused my remarks
this morning on the new Strategic Concept -
why it’s needed, and what I believe it should ad-
dress. Of course there are many other vitally
important elements in NATO's agenda - in par-
ticular ensuring we succeed in Afghanistan. But
I believe that if we get the new Strategic Con-
cept right - and I am convinced we can - then
addressing today’s problems, including Afghani-
stan, will be made far easier. Why do I say
that? Because the very process of developing
the new Strategic Concept will offer Allies the
opportunity to take the necessary political deci-
sions to prioritise our many tasks, and to iden-
tify the resources required so we can conduct
them successfully. Thank you.

* Jonathan Parish is senior planning officer in
the Policy Planning and Speechwriting Section of
NATO’ s Political Affairs and Security Policy Divi-
sion. These are the personal views of the
speaker and do not represent the views of the
organisation.
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EDITORIAL COMMENT

Europe And Obama’s America

What has the arrival of a new administration in
Washington meant thus far for Transatlantic
relations? The answer, possibly, is much less
than expected, but there may be a sense of re-
lief in this. Because the last administration
meant a good deal for America’s relationship
with Europe, especially after the radical
changes to U.S. foreign and security policy fol-
lowing September 11 2001, people on both
sides of the ocean might welcome a more lan-
guid pace of change than that of the past eight
years.

Where good will is concerned, certainly, very
little is missing. As Democratic nominee for the
presidency in 2008 Barack Omaba enjoyed a
reception from the
European public not
witnessed since the
days of President John
F. Kennedy. Candidate
Obama was also more
than happy to return
the affection with
rhetoric that had many
Europeans wanting to
elect him their own
leader. Among the
signs held aloft by an
ecstatic audience in Berlin was one proposing
Obama fir Kanzler.

Upon taking the oath of office, however, Presi-
dent Obama’s relationship with Europe became
vastly more complex, informed by an array of
outstanding issues between the world’s most
powerful state, the United States, and it largest
trading block, the European Union. Overlaying
this relationship is the history of bilateral rela-
tions between Washington and major European
allies headquartered in Berlin, London and Paris
in addition to multilateral ties through NATO,
the OSCE and the G-20. Within weeks of its
assumption of office it has been evident to the
new administration that much if not all of the
acrimony in transatlantic relations during the
Bush years was as much the product of durable
political differences as of the Bush administra-
tion’s diplomatic style, as chaffing as many

Europeans found the latter to be. French Presi-
dent Nicholas Sarkozy thanked Obama for his
promise close the controversial detention facil-
ity at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, yet was much
less grateful for Obama’s advice that Turkey be
granted full membership in the EU - advice also
given regularly by the Bush and Clinton admini-
strations. Discussions of NATQO's effort in Af-
ghanistan, too, were less than encouraging.
After all, European governments generally ap-
proved of the multilateral effort in counter-
insurgency and nation-building in post-Taliban
Afghanistan, whereas they were divided over
the Anglo-American invasion of Iraq in 2003
that Senator Obama himself openly opposed.
Although the president
has ramped up the
American effort in Af-
ghanistan to the tune of
17,000 additional troops,
- European NATO allies
have been reluctant to
increase radically their
own commitment. To
borrow from the vocabu-
lary of former Secretary
of State James Baker,
Obama seemed
“underwhelmed” by the
European response to his request for additional
help. In April The Times of London noted that
many of the president’s comments were “an
implicit rebuke to the leaders of what was once
called *Old Europe’ for turning inwards rather
than facing up to shared challenges and re-
sponsibilities.”

Inward-facing politics on both sides of the At-
lantic have the potential to do lasting damage
far beyond Afghanistan, to the ligatures of
global trade. In the face of a deep and pro-
tracted recession governments have been un-
der pressure to respond to worst of protection-
ist impulses arising from failing corporate bal-
ance sheets and rising unemployment. To his
credit, British Prime Minister Gordon Brown has
warned repeatedly that concluding the Doha
round of world trade liberalization talks could
be critical to the material, as well
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as the psychological, chances of economic
recovery. Riveted to such domestic chal-
lenges as health care reform, however, Presi-
dent Obama has thus far shown little interest
in the vitality of international trade. That
other North American NATO state, Canada,
has meanwhile been sufficiently worried by
the Buy-American provisions of Obama ad-
ministration’s fiscal stimulus initiatives to
place new value on free trade negotiations
with the EU.

An agreement would give Canada greater ac-
cess to a market of 500 million people, but
“it is less clear,” noted The Economist re-
cently in an unusual moment of thickness,
“what motivates the EU.” Canada recently
concluded a free-trade deal with Panama, in
which the benefits to Canada are less obvious
than those to Panama. The answer to the
motivational calculus question in both cases,
as The Economist has argued since its found-
ing in 1843, is that more trade is always bet-
ter than less trade. The larger implications of
a Canada-EU agreement is not lost on Ameri-
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can business, whose National Association of
Manufacturers has called upon the Obama
administration to take up the transatlantic
agenda. The administration’s recent imposi-
tion of tariffs on tires imported from China
testify to the urgency of reviving an interna-
tional freer trade agenda.

It is probable that North Americans and Euro-
peans will disagree over what has kept us
safe since 1945, whether and to what extent
we think nation-building in Afghanistan is vi-
tal to our own security. But is it too much to
hope for that since the 1930s we have collec-
tively learned something about what has
made us wealthy and progressively more de-
mocratic? If in late 2009 European govern-
ments are worried that President Obama
might not, after all, be all that could be
hoped for in American leadership, they
should collectively take their cue from Ottawa
and propose the cure of liberal commerce.

Carl Hodge — University of British Columbia-
Okanagan

ARCHIVE REPORT
The Roosevelt Study Center, Middleburg, The Netherlands

Researching at the Roosevelt Study Center in
Middleburg, the Netherlands

In April this year I was fortunate enough to
conduct funded research at the Roosevelt
Study Center. The RSC offers small grants up
to 500 euros for working in its archives. Based
in the small and pretty town of Middleburg,
the RSC is a fantastic resource for students
and scholars of the United States who are
based in Europe. I was able to access the
microfilmed presidential papers of Lyndon
Johnson in a quiet, modern environment aided
by a friendly and knowledgeable staff.

The RSC’s holdings range from the papers of
the Republican Party, 1911-1980 to a collec-
tion on the Black Power movement. For those
interested in foreign relations the Center has

microfilmed papers of several presidents, in-
cluding those of John F. Kennedy, Lyndon B.

Johnson, Richard M. Nixon, and Jimmy Carter.

Not surprisingly, the most extensive holdings
are those related to Franklin D. Roosevelt.
The RSC website contains useful finding aids
for many of its collections, allowing the re-
searcher the opportunity to plan carefully be-
fore a visit. For a European studying transat-
lantic relations and presidential history, the
availability of such extensive holdings on this
side of the Atlantic Ocean is of great benefit.
For details on the RSC, its holdings, events
and grants, please see http://
www.roosevelt.nl/.

Sylvia Ellis — Northumbria University
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ANNOUNCEMENTS

New Transatlanticisms : Africa and the Americas

A bumper double special issue of The Journal
of Transaltantic Studies dedicated to ‘New
Transatlanticisms: Africa and the Americas’
has just been released (Vol. 7, No. 3, Sep-
tember, 2009). Edited by Thea Pitman and
Andy Stafford, both of the University of
Leeds, the issue aims to overcome the com-
partmentalisation found in so much work pro-
duced in the field of transatlantic studies in
order that a more comprehensive under-
standing of the way in which multilingual,
multicultural, multiracial and even specifically
south Atlantic and strategically non-
Eurocentric phenomena may be included in
such studies, alongside and in conjunction or
contrast with the more familiar, Anglophone,
black diasporic, and/or North Atlantic or tri-
angular paradigms.

The approach adopted is thus as wide-
reaching and ‘suggestive’ as possible, consid-
ering a plural concept of the Americas, in-
cluding African-America and the Caribbean
alongside Latin America, in dialogue with an

arguably equally plural concept of Africa
(North and sub-Saharan, multilingual, multi-
racial). It presents a range of examples of
transatlantic solidarities, discourses, dia-
logues and imaginaries, from the specific
programme of 1960s tri-continentalism and
its legacy, to the impact of key thinkers from
either side of the Atlantic across the region,
to reflections on how theories that seek to
analyse the black Atlantic experience may
need to be more nuanced, to considerations
of the problems raised by any easy sugges-
tion of comparability of experience and
‘natural’ empathy between (post-)colonial
subjects in Africa and the Americas.

The special issue contains thirteen articles
addressing the nature of these transatlantic
relationships in the fields of history, literary
and cultural studies. The issue as a whole
also attempts to balance the view of the
Americas from Africa with that of Africa as
seen from the Americas.
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The Transatlantic Studies Association
9th Annual Conference

Will Be Held In St. Aidan’s College, Durham University

Durham 12-15 July 2010

The General Call for Papers Will Be Circulated Shortly.

In the Meantime Anyone Who Wishes To Propose and Organise a Special Or Themed Panel
for the Conference Should Contact :

Either: The Conference Convener John Dumbrell j.w.dumbrell@durham.ac.uk

Or: Chair of the TSA Alan Dobson a.p.dobson@dundee.ac.uk
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STAR (Scotland’s Transatlantic Relations)
Project Update—August 2009

Since its inception, the STAR (Scotland’s Trans-
atlantic Relations) Project has provided a focus
for international circum-Atlantic research with a
Scottish dimension. Convened by Susan Man-
ning, Grierson Professor of English Literature at
the University of Edinburgh and director of the
Institute for Advanced Studies in the Humani-
ties at UE, STAR has fostered discussion
through a combination of events and initiatives,
including seminars, conferences, joint projects
and publication ventures. Via its website,
www.star.ac.uk, it has publicised relevant infor-
mation and resources for the benefit of an ever
wider audience. The STAR group has expanded
into a recognised international network with a
number of achievements, including the Edin-
burgh University Press series ‘Edinburgh Stud-
ies in Transatlantic Literatures’ and the Litera-
ture and Transatlanticism MSc at the University
of Edinburgh. The MSc programme is steadily
recruiting graduates from the UK and overseas,
offering a wide range of courses which aim to
both cover the body of scholarship in the field
and to link with debates and ongoing research
that seek to expand it.

Its core programme of regular seminars on
transatlantic topics that shape the direction of
the field continues to provide a rich source of
interdisciplinary exchange for colleagues from
across the Scottish universities and beyond.
The STAR Seminar Series in the spring 2009
included individual papers by guest speakers
Professor Ian Duncan of the Department of
English at the University of California, who
spoke on “Darwin, Circumnavigation, and the
Aesthetics of World History”; Professor Clare
Pettitt of the Department of English at King’s
College London, who talked about “Within call?
Transatlantic Time-lag in the Nineteenth Cen-
tury”; Dr Keith Hughes, who teaches American
Literature at the University of Edinburgh, gave
a paper on “Negritude and Blackness: Richard
Wright's Africa”; and Dr Eric White, a Newby
Trust Postdoctoral Fellow, IASH at the Univer-
sity of Edinburgh, who presented his ongoing
research on ‘*”A Machine of Mirrors”: Technol-

ogy, Identity, and Print Culture in the Transat-
lantic Avant-garde.” Continuing its ongoing col-
laborations, STAR also held a joint session with
the Human Geography Research Group, wel-
coming geographer Dr Innes Keighren of the
University of Edinburgh, who spoke on
“Inscription, Observation, and Trust: Under-
standing British Travelers’ Accounts of Nine-
teenth-century South America.”

The seminar series for the autumn 2009 term,
which is currently being programmed and will
be announced shortly at the STAR website, will
be articulated around two core events. The
first, organised jointly by STAR/IASH and the
Royal Society of Edinburgh, is a day symposium
on “Darwin and Lincoln on Race and Society,”
scheduled for 13 November at RSE. Speakers
include Professor Catherine Clinton for Queen’s
University Belfast, Professor James A. Moore of
The Open University and Dr Jon Hodge from the
University of Leeds. The guest speakers and
the respondents, locally based historians and
scientists, will be exploring the connections and
conflicts between Darwin’s and Lincoln’s work
in moral, civic, and racial contexts; the origins
of their thinking in Enlightenment discussions of
human nature and society; the nature of their
original contribution, situated in time and

place; and its implications and reverberations
in contemporary culture and politics.

The second focal point of the autumn series will
be the Transatlantic Literary Studies Lecture
given by Professor David Simpson of the Eng-
lish Department of the University of California
at Davis, to celebrate the Transatlantic Literary
Studies series (11 December 2009, St. Cecilia’s
Hall, Edinburgh), details of which are to be an-
nounced soon to the STAR website.

Pursuing actively possibilities for research col-
laborations, the STAR has partnered with the
Universities of Birmingham and Nottingham to
explore discourses of moderation, a topic which
has emerged from discussions held at the STAR
Project seminar series in recent years. The re-
sulting collaborative project, “"Rhetorics of
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Moderation: Politics and Pragmatics,” has
been developed into an ESRC-funded seminar
series, within which each partner institution
will host a on-day seminar. STAR will host
the third seminar in the series, details of
which are soon to be announced following the
funding award. In the meantime, STAR con-
tinues to explore possibilities for collabora-
tions that can expand advanced research and
debate within the transatlantic paradigm and
therefore eagerly welcomes suggestions from
the scholarly community, within the UK and
beyond.

Finally, STAR has had the pleasure of re-
launching in January 2009 its attractive new
website! With a revamped look, the site is

designed both to expand the contours of
transatlantic discourse and to introduce users
to an academically rich online community,
while particular attention was given to pres-
entation and structure. Please visit us at the
same web address, www.star.ac.uk, and feel
free to leave thoughts and suggestions as the
site expands. We look forward to a more ac-
tive engagement with all our members, in
Scotland and abroad. In addition, STAR will
continue to accept contributions to its grow-
ing archive of online papers and resource
materials of transatlantic interest from our
members. If you have any suggestions or
wish to be included in the STAR mailing list,
then please contact either Kristin Cook at
K.A.Cook@sms.ed.ac.uk or Professor Susan
Manning at Susan.Manning@ed.ac.uk.
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CALLS FOR PAPERS

The Donald Cameron Watt Prize

To be awarded annually by the Transatlantic
Studies Association for the best paper at its
annual conference by an early career scholar.

Judging will be based solely on the written
versions of the papers submitted, which may
not necessarily be the delivery versions. En-
tries should be submitted by 30 April, pre-
ceding the annual conference in July. This is
the final deadline and no late entries can be
accepted. The full version of the paper must
be submitted by this date. The delivery of the
paper is not part of the assessment but can-
didates for the award must attend and de-
liver the paper at the conference.

The prize for the best paper will be awarded
at the conference dinner. In addition, the pa-
per will automatically be sent out for referee-
ing for publication in the Journal of Transat-
lantic Studies providing that it has not been
submitted elsewhere.

Sum £250
Early career scholar is defined as:
a PhD student;

anyone within 3 years of having been
awarded a PhD,

anyone who has a full-time appointment at a
recognised higher education institution, but
has not held the post for more than 3 years
and does not fall into the doctoral category.

Papers should be submitted to Tony
McCulloch on or before 30 April 2010 for
the annual conference in July 2010
(tony.mcculloch@canterbury.ac.uk).
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Separateness and Kinship: Transatlantic Exchanges
between New England and Britain 1600-1900

University of Plymouth, UK 14-17 July 2010

This three-day international conference will
explore issues arising from the relationship
between Britain and New England in the sev-
enteenth, eighteenth and nineteenth centu-
ries, in the light of recent developments in
the reading of transatlantic connections. In
the run up to the 400" anniversary of the
sailing of the Mayflower, and in the context
of new critical perspectives on transatlantic
studies, such as post-colonial theory with its
emphasis on the whole Atlantic rim, femi-
nism, discussions of displacement and de-
bates about national identity, what does it
now mean in the early twenty-first century to
revisit with an interdisciplinary perspective
the cultural and ideological exchanges be-
tween Britain and New England 1600-1900?

The conference will include contributions
from literary scholars, art historians and spe-
cialists in the history of architecture and
other material cultures.

The conference will be held at the University
of Plymouth in the United Kingdom. Those
wishing to reserve a place should register
their interest by contacting artsre-
search@plymouth.ac.uk. Details of booking

and payment information will appear on the
conference website later this year.

Call for Papers

The conference organisers invite submissions
of proposals for panels or individual papers.
Proposals for entire sessions should include:

e a paragraph describing the session as a
whole

e a one-page abstract of each paper
a one-page CV for each participant.

The conference organizers prefer four pre-
senters per session, excluding the chair, al-
though submissions for panels of three will

be considered. Proposals for individual papers
should include a 300 word abstract and a one
page cv.

All submissions should be sent as Microsoft
Word attachments to Robin Peel
(rpeel@plymouth.ac.uk) and the deadline is

March 1%, 2010.
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9/11 and American Studies

The 2008 presidential campaign in the US
marked the end of an era, one that, what-
ever vyour political persuasion, was defined
by the terrorist attacks on September 11,
2001, and the subsequent emergence of the
Bush Administration’s Global War on Terror.
Like the Cold War, the GWOT has had a pro-
found impact on America not only with re-
spect to its foreign policy but also with regard
to its domestic constructs, its cultural output,
and its representation in literature, film and
music.

To commemorate the tenth anniversary of
the attacks and to interrogate the impact
that subsequent event had on ‘Americanism’

and American Studies, the Journal of Ameri-
can Studies is putting together a special edi-
tion starting from the open-ended question of
"Did 9/11 Matter”? We are looking for con-
tributors to submit proposals for articles
based upon this theme, which examine any
aspect of the topic with respect to American
Studies.

Abstracts of 300-400 words should be sub-
mitted to Bevan Sewell
(bevan.sewell@nottingham.ac.uk) and Scott
Lucas (w.s.lucas@bham.ac.uk) by 11 Novem-
ber 2009. Depending on the number of pro-
posals we receive, there may also be scope
for a potential edited book collection.

Literature and Culture

To make the Transatlantic Studies Associa-
tion a truly interdisciplinary body, the TSA
Committee encourages all past Literature and
or Culture delegates to submit panel propos-
als or papers for next year’s annual confer-
ence in Durham in July 2010.

Given that debates around American Excep-
tionalism have taken on an increased mo-
mentum with the dawn of the Obama presi-
dency, the Literature and Culture panel is
pleased to announce “Transatlantic Excep-
tionalisms” as this year’s theme in order to
explore the phenomenon of Exceptionalism

as it manifests itself within any or all transat-
lantic exchange. The Committee is also in-
terested in ‘open submission’ panel proposals
on other topics.

If you have any questions or comments,
please contact Prof. Constance Post
<cjpost@iastate.edu> or Louise Walsh
<walsh.lou@gmail.com>.

You may also access the TSA Literature and
Culture Blog at http://
transatlanticliterature.blogspot.com. We are
eager to hear from you!
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FEATURE ESSAY

NATO: A Global Alliance Or An Alliance With Global

Partners?

In 2009, the new US president Barack
Obama appointed Ivo Daalder, a former Clin-
ton Administration official and Brookings In-
stitution scholar, as the US Ambassador to
NATO. Three years earlier, in September
2006, Daalder and another NATO scholar,
James Goldgeier, published an article in For-
eign Affairs in which they set out the case for
NATO to expand its membership on a global
level. The authors advanced the argument
that NATO should expand to include other
democratic coun-
tries that share
NATO’s values and
core interests, in-
cluding Australia,
Brazil, Japan, In-
dia, New Zealand,
South Africa, and
South Korea.! At
present, NATO has
a series of global
partnerships with
“contact” countries
such as Australia,
New Zealand, Ja-
pan and South Ko-
rea. In 2004,
NATO’s Secretary-
General Jaap de Hoop Scheffer justified such
partnerships on the basis that ‘Since NATO is
having its operations over a strategic dis-
tance, long distance, it means that there is
also the need for a dialogue with other inter-
est ed n a&tHowever, where Daalder and
Goldgeier call on NATO to embrace the con-
cept of a truly global alliance, de Hoop Schef-
fer has struck a more cautious note, stating
that NATO should remain
gl obal p arather tharshetoming a fully
-fledged global alliance, with a global mem-
bership.? Although none of the “contact”
countries are requesting membership - yet -
the debate over NATO’s global membership is
likely to remain on the alliance’s agenda as it

moves forward. Having taken on operations
in Afghanistan, Iraq, Darfur and provided hu-
manitarian assistance in the aftermath of
Hurricane Katrina and the Pakistani earth-
quake, it is abundantly clear that NATO is
now an alliance with an increasingly global
reach. Countries such as Australia, Japan
and New Zealand have made important con-
tributions to NATO’s ISAF mission in Afghani-
stan and with a growing framework of coop-
eration, dialogue and training, the momen-
tum for these coun-
tries to formalise
their relationship
with NATO is likely to
grow. Yet, the possi-
bility that countries
such as Australia, or
even Israel or India,
might one day be-
come fully fledged
members raises pro-
found questions over
whether NATO will
remain a transatlan-
tic alliance or evolve
into a global alliance
of democracies.

The case for enlarging NATO beyond Europe
rests on the argument that while nations
such as Australia, Japan or South Korea
might not share the transatlantic history that
has helped bind NATO members together, in
an era of new and emerging global chal-
lenges they do share a common commitment
to democratic values and ideals, as well as
the common goal of meeting the challenge of

- gdohal terrorisrg and failed jstatigs. US officials

and policymakers have also expressed their
support for turning NATO into a global alli-
ance, and indeed, the very concept is a dis-
tinctly American one. As early as 2003, Con-
doleezza Rice told the International Institute
for Strategic Studies that the answer to an
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international system of balance of power was

a ‘global alliance of democracies, a global
NATO.” In June 2007, Tom Lantos, Chair-
man of the House Foreign Affairs Committee
argued during congressional hearings on
NATO that, ‘In a period of globalization,

where everything is globalized, from academ-

ics to trade, clearly NATO ideally would be
transformed into a global security mission.’
He further added, ‘We should consider seri-

ously NATO’s own expansion beyond the bor-

ders of Europe and North America. Why not
allow firmly democratic nations, such as
South Korea, New Zealand, Australia and Is-
rael, to join the world’s greatest military alli-
ance? Their interests and ideals are joined

with ours.” Even NATO’s supreme allied com-

mander in Europe, General Brantz Craddock,
agreed with Lantos that ‘From the best mili-
tary advice perspective, it would indeed be
enormously helpful to have ... more democ-
ratic, peace-loving nations as a part of the
alliance.”

Although NATQO’s global partnerships are
likely to be central to the alliance’s ability to
meet global security threats and challenges,
enlarging NATO to include countries outside
the Euro-Atlantic zone risks diluting the
transatlantic character that has been at the
very heart of NATO since its inception. In
1957, Karl Deutsch conceptualized NATO as
an ‘Atlantic community,’ that was character-
ised by ‘binding forces’ within the alliance
and the possibilities for cooperation beyond
the realm of military security.” The chal-
lenges of the post-Cold years led many to
question whether, in the absence of a single,
unifying threat to members’ interests, the
concept of an Atlantic community was still
relevant. Divisive debates over strategy and
tactics marred NATO's two Balkans interven-
tions, while the unilateralism of the second

Clinton Administration and the first months of

the Bush Administration led some - including

Daalder himself - to ask whether the US and

Europe were in fact *heading for divorce.”’ The

divisive and often fractious debates that sur-
rounded the decision to go to war in Iraq in
2003 seemed to suggest NATO was facing a
crisis as serious as any the alliance had ex-
perienced. As trans-Atlantic relations de-

v

scended into a vitriolic round of insults and
counter-insults, the concept of an Atlantic
community, its members bound together by
enduring ideals and values, seemed a distant
memory. Yet, despite repeated proclamations
that NATO is an alliance in irreversible de-
cline, its transatlantic heartbeat shattered by
deep structural undercurrents and the di-
verging strategic visions of its members, it
would seem that the transatlantic character
of NATO does remain the engine that drives
the alliance forwards.

The Bush Administration’s more diplomatic
second-term approach to dealing with com-
mon challenges, combined with a change in
leadership in a number of European coun-
tries, produced a somewhat revitalised trans-
atlantic relationship that saw greater coop-
eration on a number of issues, including cli-
mate change and Iran. The presidency of
Barack Obama also seemed to herald a more
improved transatlantic relationship; Obama
affirmed the unique history that Americans
and Europeans share, and claimed that whilst
the US and Europe had clearly had their dif-
ferences, ‘Americans and Europeans alike will
be required to do more - not less. Partner-
ship and cooperation among nations is not a
choice; it is the one way, the only way, to
protect our common security and advance
our common humanity.”® NATO remains at
the heart of this transatlantic relationship,
the principal forum for political dialogue and
military cooperation that drives the relation-
ship forward, and sustains it during times of
crisis and disagreement. Although the con-
cept of an Atlantic community might have
been questioned during recent years, it re-
mains central to understanding NATQO'’s ability
to transcend individual disputes and chal-
lenges.

Turning NATO into a ‘global alliance of de-
mocracies’ risks not only undermining this
transatlantic character at the heart of the al-
liance, it also threatens to create an exclu-
sive club that alienates those not invited to
join and create further divisions and resent-
ments. Expanding the alliance beyond
Europe, to include other democratic nations,
would be certain to antagonise Russia at a
time when relations are already strained, cre-
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ating an ‘us/them’ dichotomy that does not
serve anyone’s interests. Other states, in-
cluding North Korea, China and Iran, will also
not look favourably on such a development.
The inclusion of India into NATO would un-
doubtedly impact on relations with Pakistan,
a country whose cooperation is vital in ensur-
ing a stable, democratic Afghanistan. Would
countries such as Iraq and Afghanistan,
should they evolve into stable democracies,
begin clamouring for NATO membership? The
inclusion of Israel would surely only serve to
further alienate Palestinians and many Middle
Eastern countries already angered by what
they perceive to be excessive Western sup-
port for Israel. Moreover, given that the
case for globalising NATO is one that has
been made principally by US policymakers
and scholars, it also raises the question of
whether a global alliance would be little more
than a ‘Pax Americana’, a vehicle for the US
to spread democracy and generate support
for its policies.

In addition, real — and legitimate - fears re-
main that a global NATO would be paralyzed
by decision-making processes unable to rec-
oncile competing geopolitical and strategic
nterests. Enlarging NATO further threatens to
only widen the military capability and tech-
nology gap within the Atlantic Alliance and
potentially reduce NATO's interoperability. It
would also raise key questions over NATO's
Article V guarantee which declares an attack
upon one member to be an attack upon all.
While NATO might well have evolved into a
collective security organisation, it still re-
mains committed to the defence of member
states’ territory. Thus, opening up the alli-
ance to include countries such as Israel,
Georgia or India raises very real questions
about how the alliance would respond, in
practical terms, should such states be at-
tacked. Would an enlarged alliance continue
to operate by consensus? Given the difficul-
ties inherent in forging consensus in a 26-
member alliance, and the extent to which
national caveats and restrictions are hamper-
ing NATO’s mission in Afghanistan, it is un-
surprising that support for a truly global alli-
ance remains tepid at best.

X
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While Daalder and Goldgeier might be right
when they argue that opening NATO’s door to
contact countries would benefit an alliance
whose military resources are stretched thin
by its current operations, NATO would be
better served, at present, in focusing on
more pressing concerns, not least, ensuring
its mission in Afghanistan does not fail and
crafting a new Strategic Concept. NATO's
global partnerships should be carefully nur-
tured; they are vital to NATO’s growing effec-
tiveness in dealing with global threats, but
alliance members should not become side-
tracked by grandiose notions of turning NATO
into a global alliance, one in which the funda-
mental character of NATO would be signifi-
cantly altered.

Ellen Hallams — UK Defence Academy,
Shrivenham

Ivo Daalder & James Goldgeier, ‘Global

NATO,’ Foreign Affairs, September/October

2006, pp. 109-110.

2 See ‘NATO looks to global partnerships,’ 27

April, 2006, available at http://www.nato.int/

gocu/update/2006/04—apriI/e0427c.htm
Ibid.

4 See ‘NATO expansion is Bush pipedream,’

Korea Herald, 08 Apr 2008, available at

http://www.iiss.org/whats-new/iiss-in-the-

press/april-2008/nato-expansion-is-bush-

pipedream/

> Global NATO: Congressman Suggests Cre-

ating Worldwide Alliance,” 22 June 2007,

available at http://www.usembassy.org.uk/

nato242.html

® Ibid.

7 Karl Deutsch, Political Community and the

North Atlantic Area, Princeton: Princeton Uni-

versity Press, 1957, p. 203.

8 Barack Obama, ‘A World That Stands as

One,’ Berlin, July 24*, 2008, available at

http://my.barackobama.com/page/content/

berlinvideo/
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EMORY ELLIOTT: IN MEMORIUM

Emory Elliott’s unexpected passing marks not
merely a heavy, but a singular, blow to the do-
main of American Studies and its internationali-
zation. At the time of his death, Emory was
University Professor and Distinguished Profes-
sor of English at the University of California,
Riverside, and the Director of the Center for
Ideas and Society. From 1972 to 1989, he was
on the faculty of Princeton University where he
chaired the English Department and American
Studies. His books included Power
and the Pulpit in Puritan New Eng-
land, Revolutionary Writers: Lit-
erature and Authority in the New
Republic, and The Literature of
Puritan New England . He was
the editor of The Columbia Liter-
ary History of the United States,
The Columbia History of the
American Novel, and The Prentice
Hall Anthology of American Litera-
ture, and Aesthetics in a Multicul-
tural Age. His other publications—
-in collections, journals, maga-
zines—-are simply too humerous
to count, much less recount, here.
And, in addition to a towering ac-
cumulation of prestigious invitations, plenaries,
and keynotes, Emory also served several years
as President of the American Studies Associa-
tion—-all the while doing what many others in
that post would not dare do: he embraced the
true internationalization of American Studies
and its blending with disciplines that many
other Americanists were wont to see as compe-
tition—-such as Transatlantic Studies.

But like any recitation of titles and achieve-
ments, this is merely a compendium. A true
memorial also illuminates personal aspects of
the departed. So let me cast an admittedly
feeble illumination upon the life and work of
Emory Elliott by starting with one character-
defining (and characteristically American)
axiom.

Among our many colloquial truisms, we Ameri-
cans have a whole category of aphorisms that
celebrate the virtue of living a life in which our
deeds conform to our utterances. The most
blunt, almost brutal expression of this is "Put
up or shut up." At the other end of the spec-
trum, the more measured, almost Emersonian

version of the same axiom is: “"Say what you
mean; do what you say.” But, must popular
(and probably, catchiest) of all is: “you talk the
talk, but do you walk the walk?”

In all regards of his life, Emory Elliot was, from
start to finish, the kind of person who walks it
the way he talks it. He didn’t just write about
trans-cultural exchange in art, scholarship, poli-
tics; he actively promoted it by taking a hand in
it. And he didn't do this from the
comfy confines of an office in Cali-
fornia; his tireless traveling and
work in support of these ideals

| were the very model of the kind of
intercultural exchange he espoused.
And by way of proving that claim,
let me share a simple fact and then
a short anecdote.

The fact first: the greatest proof I
have of Emory’s dedication to
transatlantic and internationalist
study is this surprisingly mundane
tidbit: over the years I knew
Emory, we met and shared a long
meal or a quick chat on many occa-
sions, at many conferences--but only ONCE did
such a meeting take place in the United States
of America. Bottom line: if you wanted to meet
Emory Elliott, you probably had to take a trip
beyond the reach of Homeland Security to do
so, because his job and passion was to reach
out and personally forge the bonds he spoke of.

But it is this final, and admittedly personal, an-
ecdote which furnishes the best illustration of
the traits and qualities that guaranteed that
Emory’s impact upon internationalization (of
both specific scholarship and general discourse)
would extend far beyond the covers of the
books he wrote and beyond the applause for
the talks he gave.

About a decade ago, in Prague’s airport, a di-
sheveled, confused, and utterly Czech-illiterate
American academic stood bewildered in the
midst of the roiling arrivals terminal. Naturally,
this was not Emory; this was me: East of the
former Iron Curtain for the first time in my life,
completely uncertain of what the signs said,
where to go, or how to get there.
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Just as things were looking their most dire
and indecipherable, a guide arrived from the
US embassy, whose welcoming smile faltered
when she learned that I was not her assigned
charge. A moment later, her charge did ap-
pear, striding confidently toward the guide,
who hastily set about detaching herself from
me. She explained that a car had been sent
for *him* (pointing at the approaching man)
because he was an internationally renowned
Americanist who was to be driven out to the
same conference I was attending. Hearing
this, her tall and distinguished guest inter-
vened with easy affability, inquiring if there
wasn't an extra seat in the vehicle. Only
later did I learn just how august a person I
sat next to for the next three hours, my long
legs--and his longer legs--pushing our knees
almost up to our chins as we sat chatting in
the back seat of the rather compact Embassy
car. But what I knew right away was that
here was a scholar whose extraordinary intel-
lectual gifts were readily matched by his
genuine kindness, congeniality, and charm.

The international fellowship and exchange
that Emory Elliott espoused was not theory
for him, nor was his personal warmth a role
he adopted to suit his high purpose. Emory’s
gift for reaching out to others was an integral
part of who he was—-and because it was a
living reality, what he effortlessly and enthu-
siastically practiced on the individual level
also became his professional hallmark, wher-
ever he went. Few scholars have been so
widely and warmly loved—-and through that
love, few have opened more doors, more
ears, more eyes, more hearts.

Emory Elliott was, as we say in America, the
real deal.

And I suspect that’s just how he’d want to be
remembered.

Chuck Gannon — Distinguished Professor of
English, St. Bonaventure University

CONFERENCE ANNOUNCEMENTS

Aleksanteri Conference 2009:

"Cold War Interactions Reconsidered"
University of Helsinki, Finland, 29-31 October 2009

The 20th anniversary of the collapse of the
Berlin Wall provides us with an ideal opportu-
nity to look back at the Cold War era and re-
assess it from a modern day perspective.
Two decades after the Cold War was said to
have ended, the concept of a Cold War has
once again reappeared in the rhetoric of
world politics. Therefore, one cannot argue
that the Cold War was merely a process of
the past with minor relevance to the present.

The 9th Aleksanteri Conference “Cold War
Interactions Reconsidered”, will be hosted by
the Aleksanteri Institute and will take place
at the University of Helsinki on 29-31 Octo-
ber, 2009.

The conference wishes to emphasise a mul-
tidisciplinary approach, promote critical self-
evaluation and a theoretical discussion on
disciplines that are not so obviously con-
nected with traditional Cold War studies. We
encourage scholars to evaluate the current
state of the area studies and to discuss how
the Cold War influenced and perhaps still in-
fluences our thinking, identities, communica-
tion and culture. The conference will cover
the whole of the Cold War period and the
post-Cold War period up to the present day.
Deadlines are as follows:

For further information please download the
flyer (RTF, 39KB), contact the Conference
Coordinators or visit the conference home-

page.
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PUBLICATION ANNOUNCEMENTS

Hans Krabbendam, Kees van Minnen, Giles

Scott-Smith (eds), Four Centuries of Dutch-
American Relations, 1609-2009 (New York:

SUNY Press & Amsterdam, Boom, 2009)

FOUR CENTURIES
OF DUTCH-AMERICAN
RELATIONS

NL
USA

EDITEDBY
HANS KRABBENDAM
CORMNELIS A. VAN MINNEN
GILES SCOTT-SMITH

BOOM

Sylvia Ellis, A Historical Dictionary of Anglo-

American Relations (Lanham, Maryland:

Scarecrow Press, 2009)

ANGLO-
AMERICAN

RELATIONS
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New Series: Transatlantic Perspectives With Berghahn
Books

Submissions of manuscripts and collections
of essays as well as proposals for editions of
primary sources are solicited for a new book
series dedicated to Atlantic/Transatlantic cul-
ture and history, broadly perceived. We are
especially interested in manuscripts (60,000
to 100,000 words in length) dealing with
transatlantic relations and/or transatlantic
interpretations of culture, history, and poli-
tics. Manuscripts will be peer-reviewed. The
series is published by a strong academic
press with a presence on both sides of the
Atlantic, Berghahn Books, which publishes
approximately 80 new titles per year, with
headquarters both in New York and Oxford,
UK (http://www.berghahnbooks.com/).

Please send inquiries to the series editors,
Christoph Irmscher, Indiana University
Bloomington, IN 47405
(cirmsche@indiana.edu)

or

Christof Mauch, Ludwig-Maximilians-
Universtaet Muenchen (mauch@Imu.de).

Thanks,
Christoph Irmscher
Professor of English ,

Indiana University.
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MEMBERS’ NEWS

The Journal of Transatlantic Studies is
pleased to announce that Michael Cullinane
of University College Cork as graciously
agreed to become the new Review Editor of
the JTS, replacing Charles Whitman of the

University of Wales. We thank Charles for
his service and invite all members of TSA
who would like to review books for the
journal to contact Michael at
M.Cullinane@ucc.ie .

Contributions to the newsletter should be sent to the editors: Professor Carl Hodge
(chodge@shaw.ca) or Dr. Sylvia Ellis (sylvia.ellis@northumbria.ac.uk).
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THE TRANSATLANTIC

STUDIES ASSOCIATION
9th ANNUAL CONFERENCE

WILL BE HELD IN
ST AIDAN’S COLLEGE
DURHAM UNIVERSITY

Durham 12-15 July 2010

The General Call for Papers Will Be
Circulated Shortly.

In the Meantime Anyone Who
Wishes To Propose and Organise a
Special Or Themed Panel for the
Conference Should Contact

Either:

The Conference Convener John
Dumbrell
j.w.dumbrell@durham.ac.uk

Or:

The Chair of the TSA Alan Dobson
a.p.dobson@dundee.ac.uk
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Announcing a new series from Edinburgh University Press

Edinburgh Studies in Anglo -American Relations

Series Editors: Steve Marsh, Cardiff University and Alan Dobson, University of Dundee

the media. Monographs focusing on either the bilateral relationship or its impact on third
parties and the wider international system are equally welcome. The series concentrates
on the 20t/ 215t century, but there is scope for inclusion of studies of earlier periods too.

The series editors therefore invite proposals from authors for monographs covering any
aspect of Anglo-American relations. These include:

International Security * Intelligence Co-operation * Military Co-operation * Economic Co-
operation * Nuclear Co-operation * Rogue States * Anti-terrorism* Case studies of par-
ticular administrations and / or issues * Values, Culture and Norms * The Influence of
Party Ideologies * The Impact of the Media * Transition of Power from Britain to the USA
* Imperialism and De-colonisation* Demography and ethnicity* The impact of personal
diplomacy

Anglo-Amer i can relations constitute arguabl
relationship since at least the Second World War. Recent and current events i 9/11 and
the invasion of Iraq in particular i have thrust this so-called special relationship once
more into the international spotlight and stimulated renewed debate about its wider po-
litical, military, economic and cultural impact and implications.

In light of the sustained popular and political saliency of Anglo-American relations, and
the relative neglect of their study over the past 20 years, this series aims to:

*encourage scholarly re-engagement with Anglo-American relations

*create a focused outlet for quality original research in this field

*become an internationally recognised source of expertise in the area

*stimulate academic and popular debate about Anglo-American relations

The scope of the series is cast broadly, seeking to combine traditional avenues of explora-
tion1 such as the political, economic, security and military facets of Anglo-American rela-
tionsiwi th studies of its 6édsofterd di mensio

Authors interested in writing for the series should contact the series editors in the first in-

stance: MarshSI@Cardiff.ac.uk or a.p.dobson@dundee.ac.uk. A series guide for authors will

be available on the EUP website (www.euppublishing.com) from September 2008.
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