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April 2004 Newsletter

 

Thoughts from SHAFR President Mark Stoler 
 
 

The SHAFR events at the recent AHA meeting in Washington were certainly grand occasions. Our reception drew a huge crowd that 
overflowed the room and spilled into the hallway of the hotel. Similarly, the SHAFR Council meeting had near-perfect attendance, despite 
the 7:30 A.M. start time, and there was not a seat to spare. Even the outrageously priced luncheon was well attended this year! 

Frankly, I was quite surprised by this showing. Many SHAFR members are used to being marginalized by the AHA and other larger 
historical societies and consequently have ceased attending such meetings. This year, however, we apparently showed up in record numbers. 
So did members of the Society for Military History (SMH), another marginalized group, who filled a large room to capacity in order to hear 
Richard Kohn of the University of North Carolina deliver the George C. Marshall Lecture on Military History. 

The main reason for the crowds may well have been the appearance, for the first time in many years, of numerous panels that actually dealt 
with diplomatic and military history topics and included SHAFR and SMH members. Indeed, the theme of this year's conference could have 
been composed by a member of SHAFR or SMH: "War and Peace: History and the Dynamics of Human Conflict and Cooperation." (Perhaps 
it was, as the AHA president is the distinguished Civil War historian James McPherson of Princeton University.) 

Actually, this revived interest in diplomatic and military history is not all that new. Three years ago the distinguished diplomatic historian 
William Roger Louis was the AHA president. Furthermore, the AHA and OAH have made numerous overtures over the past few years to 
encourage SHAFR and SMH members to submit panel proposals for the annual meetings. Apparently, we are no longer considered old- 
fashioned historians with dated methods. 

Certainly we have changed in response to criticisms leveled at us, but those changes have been underway for decades. It is the attitude of the 
profession as a whole that has changed in recent years. Perhaps it has taken this long for our message to filter down. Perhaps history 
departments, under increasing pressures from administrators to increase their enrollments, have noticed how popular diplomatic and military 
history remains among students and the public at large. 

Perhaps it was simply time for the pendulum to swing back to us. But that pendulum swing was probably accelerated by September 11 and its 
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aftermath. War and diplomacy, it is now apparent, are dominant issues once again, and dominant societal issues have always had a major 
impact on historiographical trends. 

The struggle for recognition within the profession is far from over. Our older colleagues retire and are not replaced. Nevertheless, we appear 
to be on the upswing. But as a result we now face a new problem of our own making. Consistently rejected for AHA and OAH panels over 
the years, many of us have stopped even applying and instead turn solely to the annual SHAFR Conference to present our work. Now we are 
being asked to send proposals once again to the larger organizations. In last August's Passport, Nick Sarantakes urged us to do so and offered 
sound advice on how to apply. I join him in encouraging you to send such proposals and strongly recommend rereading his recommendations 
in this regard. 

I hope to see many, many SHAFR members in Austin, Texas, at what promises to be an excellent SHAFR conference (June 24-27, 2004)! 
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Why Did the United States Declare War on Nazi Germany? Leading Historians Reverse Themselves 
 

by Richard Hill 

Why did the United States declare war on and invade Nazi Germany?(1) At the 2003 SHAFR conference, a panel of the most distinguished 
historians in the field of pre-World War II U.S. isolationism-Wayne Cole, Manfred Jonas, and Justus Doenecke-participated in a lively debate 
on this question and actually changed their minds about the primary reason for the U.S. entry into the war.(2) 

In their published works, these eminent scholars have all either agreed with or at least never challenged the historiographical consensus that 
the main reason for the U.S. entry into the war in Europe was Hitler's declaration of war against the United States on December 11, 1941. But 
at the recent SHAFR conference they agreed that Hitler's declaration and the events of that week were not really important after all, in the U.
S. decision to go to war. 

Their new explanation, which reverses decades of their published work, was delivered at the conference as a critique of my recently 
published article on Hitler's declaration of war in the SHAFR Newsletter, which was based upon my recent book, Hitler Attacks Pearl 
Harbor: Why the United States Declared War on Germany.(3) My work is the first to examine President Roosevelt's publicly stated 
justification for the U.S. escalation against Germany in December 1941. Although his justification has long since been forgotten, Roosevelt 
clearly and repeatedly explained why he wanted a declared and all-out war against Germany. In December 1941 and January 1942 he 
emphasized what he labeled the "actual collaboration" of the Germans and Japanese in perpetrating the attack on Pearl Harbor. He even went 
so far as to assign Germany the primary responsibility for that attack, accusing the Japanese of being Hitler's puppets or "chessmen."(4) His 
accusations were a clear and accurate reflection of contemporary congressional and public opinion. 

The SHAFR panel members disputed my revisionist thesis, but they did so not by pointing to the explanations they have set out in their 
published work, which emphasize the importance of Hitler's declaration of war. Rather, they suggested a new explanation for the U.S. entry 
into the war that reverses what they have argued for decades. 

In this session Jonas and Doenecke deferred to Cole as the most eminent historian in the field, as they have elsewhere.(5) For decades Cole 
has argued that the Axis' actions of December 1941 were the most decisive reason for the U.S. declaration of war against Germany and 
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subsequent invasion of Europe. But in his prepared and extemporaneous remarks at the SHAFR conference Cole reversed himself by arguing 
for the first time that the events of December 1941 were of little or no importance in provoking the massive U.S. response. He now argues, 
instead, that the pre-existing Atlantic naval war was the main reason the United States so drastically changed its policy. This new explanation 
is a thorough revision of the argument he presented in his most important book, Roosevelt and the Isolationists (1983). 

At the conference Cole asserted that: 

Essentially both Germany and the United States took actions during the six weeks before Pearl Harbor that were barely an eyelash short of 
war in the Atlantic. In that situation the slightest episode conceivably could set off full scale war between the two countries. Even without the 
Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor it is difficult to see how a war between the United States and Germany could have been long delayed--
whether declared or undeclared.(6) 

He reinforced this new interpretation by reiterating that the situation concerning US-German relations: 

at the beginning of December 1941, provided a condition in relations between the two countries that was perilously close to war. The two 
states required only the slightest jolt or the briefest time interval to convert that scenario into full scale war. The attack on Pearl Harbor and 
Hitler's declaration of war provided the massive jolts in the briefest of time. Noninterventionists working through the America First 
Committee were hanging on by their fingernails in their desperate efforts to keep the United States out of the war. Though they never 
changed their foreign policy views, even before Pearl Harbor they knew that their cause was on the verge of being lost. The attack on Pearl 
Harbor and the German declaration of war were enough to serve as the coup de grace ending their futile battle against intervention.(7)

Thus, according to Cole at the conference, it was primarily the Atlantic naval war that lay behind the U.S. decision to declare war on 
Germany. Hitler's declaration of war was of miniscule comparative importance. 

This description of the prewar situation Cole gave at the conference, however, is completely at odds with his rendition of it in Roosevelt and 
the Isolationists, where he wrote that the Axis actions of December 1941 were decisive because there was no chance that Roosevelt could 
have gotten a declaration of war against Germany without Hitler's declaration and the attack at Pearl Harbor. He repeatedly emphasized then 
that "at a time when 80 percent of the American people continued to oppose a declaration of war, President Roosevelt's aid-short-of-war 
tactics provided the maximum involvement that Congress and the public seemed willing to approve before Pearl Harbor."(8) He augmented 
this accurate depiction of the last weeks before Pearl Harbor and Hitler's declaration of war on the United States with extensive detail, and 
repeated his assertion that: 

at no time before the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941, did a majority of the American people favor a declaration of 
war by the United States on the Axis states. . . . During most of 1940 and 1941 about 80 percent of the American people opposed a 

http://www.shafr.org/newsletter/2004/april/hill.htm (2 of 9)12/1/2007 8:55:06 AM



SHAFR: March 2003 Newsletter: Needles in the Haystacks

declaration of war. At the same time, however, the majority favored extending aid-short-of-war to victims of Axis aggression.(9) 

Cole then concluded what every other historian who has published on this subject has concluded: that the Congressional votes on Selective 
Service extension in August 1941, and especially on Neutrality Revision in mid-November 1941 (which came on the heels of the climax in 
the Atlantic naval war in 1941, the U.S.S. Reuben James incident) clearly demonstrated that Congress was not ready to approve a declaration 
of war. The bitter congressional debate following the Reuben James incident showed that: 

The margin of the Roosevelt administration's victory was much too narrow to encourage any move for a declaration of war…. Robert E. 
Sherwood, one of Roosevelt's speechwriters, later wrote of that result: 'The truth was that, as the world situation became more desperately 
critical, and as the limitless peril came closer and closer to the United States, isolationist sentiment became ever more strident in expression 
and aggressive in action, and Roosevelt was relatively powerless to combat it. He had said everything 'short of war' that could be said. He 
had no more tricks left. The hat from which he had pulled so many rabbits was empty. The president of the United States was now the 
creature of circumstance which must be shaped not by his own will or his own ingenuity but by the unpredictable determination of his 
enemies.'(10) 

Cole sums up his 1983 explanation by asserting that: "As noninterventionists they were defeated by the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor and 
by the decisions of Hitler and Mussolini to war against the United States," and he quotes ex-isolationist Senator Arthur Vandenberg to the 
same effect: "At long last, Germany turned upon us and declared war against her most aggressive enemy on earth."(11) 

Everything in Cole's massive 1983 study emphasizes that before the second week in December 1941 there was a political stalemate between 
the interventionists and the isolationists. Moreover, Cole understood that the stalemate was on the issue of aid short of war [italics added]. It 
was that issue that informed the virtual deadlock on Neutrality Revision in mid-November 1941. But there was no stalemate surrounding the 
vastly more important question of a U.S. declaration of war on Germany, because there was no chance at all that Roosevelt could have 
garnered even a slight majority on that question. As Cole repeatedly explained, 80 percent of Americans and their congressmen opposed a 
declaration of war until Pearl Harbor.(12) Yet Cole completely reversed himself at the SHAFR conference, where he asserted that the United 
States and Germany were on the verge of total war just before Hitler declared war on the United States, and therefore Hitler's declaration and 
the Pearl Harbor attack were of little significance for subsequent U.S. policy toward Germany. 

Cole was the SHAFR panel's foremost authority on isolationist sentiment, and he reiterated at the conference what he wrote in Roosevelt and 
the Isolationists, where he accurately stated that the most important isolationists, the America First Committee, "continued their opposition to 
the president's foreign policies down to the very moment that the Japanese attacked Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941."(13) Yet he also 
claimed at the conference that those isolationist principles were not actually challenged by anything significantly different in December 1941. 
If that is so, then those former isolationists of December must not have been principled and rock-ribbed isolationists at all, except for the 
solitary case of Congresswoman Jeannette Rankin.(14) But that is not how Cole characterized the isolationists in 1983. He wrote then and 
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repeated in 2003 that they firmly believed they had always been right before the second week in December 1941.(15) 

The contradictory story that Cole left us with after the SHAFR conference cries out for clarification. Cole has long been the leading historian 
of pre-war isolationism and the America First Committee, which he correctly asserts "always stood for . . . opposing any legislation which 
might mean sending our boys to foreign battlefields."(16) But if the AFC opposed Neutrality Revision so strongly, why did it then concede to 
the vastly more consequential declaration of war just three weeks later, if indeed nothing significant had happened in that interval to upset U.
S.-German relations? If the ardent isolationists were not persuaded by the relative "non-events" of that month, as Cole and his colleagues now 
characterize Hitler's declaration of war and Pearl Harbor, why did they just give up only then? This question is especially noteworthy if, as 
Cole stated in 1983, the AFC "was larger and more efficiently organized by the fall of 1941 than ever before."(17) 

If Hitler's declaration and Pearl Harbor were relatively inconsequential as they regarded U.S.-German relations, as Cole said at the 
conference, then what exactly did it mean when he quoted the AFC in 1983 as insisting that it "would 'oppose with vigor the passage of a war 
resolution' . . . if Congress votes for a declaration of war"?(18) If Hitler's declaration and Pearl Harbor were relatively inconsequential, then 
why did the AFC vote to dissolve only on December 11, 1941, after battling energetically against any intervention or Neutrality Revision in 
the weeks beforehand?(19) As early as 1953 Cole was writing that "opposition in Congress to the Administration's foreign policy not only 
remained strong but increased during 1941."(20) He stood by this explanation for fifty years. But at the SHAFR conference he told the 
assembled scholars exactly the opposite, claiming that the isolationists were actually losing their battle by December 1941. 

Manfred Jonas responded to Cole's startlingly revisionist comments at the conference with approval. "In response to Wayne Cole's paper," he 
said: 

I am tempted merely to say amen. . . . Prof. Cole, whose contributions to that consensus have been substantial, found Hitler's declaration 
marginally significant only because it led the non-interventionists finally to throw in the towel. In actual substance, we have no real 
disagreement. Hitler's declaration of war was not an act of great significance and certainly did not change the course of history.(21) 

Yet in his 1984 book Jonas wrote that, before Hitler's declaration of war on the United States: 

Neither is it clear when, if ever, the United States would have reached the point of actually declaring war on Germany. The logic of the 
American position required a declaration if aid short of war proved insufficient to prevent a British defeat. But in December 1941 such defeat 
was not imminent…. Germany and the United States had thus reached the brink of war with each other but might well have teetered on that 
brink for months or even years to come.(22) 

But at the conference, however, Jonas said that "Hitler's declaration of war was not an act of great significance and certainly did not change 
the course of history." 
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In his comments at the conference Jonas also endorsed Thomas Bailey, a legendary historian who Jonas said explained these momentous 
events clearly, and he recommended Bailey's A Diplomatic History of the American People.(23) He summed up that book by stating that 
Bailey "describes a seamless progression from non-neutrality in thought to full involvement in World War II. The various declarations of war 
were markers along the way, but had no causal significance."(24) But Bailey actually asserted the opposite, that Hitler's declaration of war on 
the United States was of decisive significance. He wrote that: 

An angry debate in Congress over a war resolution against Hitler and Mussolini would have added to the national disunity. But on December 
11, four days after Pearl Harbor, Germany and Italy declared war on the United States. . . . Germany and Italy, the Axis partners of Japan, 
likewise spared the United States the agony of a decision. . . . This unprecedented [Congressional] unanimity was largely a recognition of the 
fact that war had already been declared on the United States, and that the only possible response was retaliation in kind.(25)

Bailey further clarified his position on the importance of Hitler's declaration of war in compelling detail in Hitler vs. Roosevelt: The 
Undeclared Naval War: 

Obviously, if Hitler (and Mussolini and Japan) had not declared war on the United States first, a war resolution could hardly have passed 
Congress, at least at that time. . . . Many members of Congress would have argued that the United States already had a real war [with 
Japan] on its hands, so why take on two more foes? The Japanese were the real enemy, for they had delivered a smashing blow below the belt 
at Pearl Harbor. The Germans and the Italians had not committed a remotely comparable outrage.(26) 

Bailey then reiterated this conclusion, writing that "Hitler declare[d] war on the United States and [took] Roosevelt off the hook with the 
noisy isolationists."(27) Whereas Jonas said in 2003 that Bailey considered Hitler's declaration of war unimportant, Bailey himself wrote that 
Hitler's declaration was a "disastrous blunder-declaring war on a United States that otherwise would have been torn by disunity and doubt in 
debating a formal declaration of hostilities."(28) 

Bailey asserts that because of Hitler's declaration, Congress felt it had no choice but to declare war: "That body was forced to respond as 
expected after Japan, Germany, and Italy had first declared war on the United States."(29) He also elaborates upon the irreconcilable 
opposition of the isolationists before Pearl Harbor, arguing that "their opposition was so rabid that Roosevelt could hardly have hoped, as we 
repeatedly have seen, to extract a declaration of war from Congress prior to the attack on Pearl Harbor and Hitler's declaration against the 
United States."(30) But Prof. Jonas asserted at the SHAFR Conference that Bailey supported his contention that Hitler's declaration was 
unimportant. The evidence suggests otherwise. 

The analysis offered by Justus Doenecke, the SHAFR conference's third expert on the subject of pre-World War II U.S. isolationism, was no 
less confusing. Doenecke's comments implied that he agreed with Cole, although he implicitly rejected his main point about the unimportance 

http://www.shafr.org/newsletter/2004/april/hill.htm (5 of 9)12/1/2007 8:55:06 AM



SHAFR: March 2003 Newsletter: Needles in the Haystacks

of Hitler's declaration.(31) He seemed to stress its importance when he made a point of rejecting my argument that Hitler had retracted his 
declaration the day after he made it,(32) saying that "I would argue that the Germans are not denying or retracting anything."(33) Similarly, 
he seemed to stress the importance of Hitler's declaration in his popular book From Isolation to War, which devotes two entire pages to 
examining this apparently momentous question of "Why, within four days after the attack, did Hitler declare war on the United States?"(34) 

Doenecke's recent book, Storm on the Horizon, also deals with events leading up to that apparently significant month of "December 1941, 
when the United States entered World War II as a full-scale belligerent."(35) In the preface to this book Doenecke promises to focus on the 
underlying assumptions informing U.S. isolationism in 1941.(36) But unfortunately, nowhere does he focus on or even address the most 
fundamental question of all: if the isolationists were so resolutely opposed to a declaration of war on and a ground invasion of Germany 
before December 1941,(37) why then did they so willingly concede to that in December?(38) 

Historians need coherent answers to these most important questions. Cole's stunning reversal should lead the historical community to hope 
that he will expand upon the assertions he made at the conference and soon publish his new explanation of why the United States entered into 
a total war with Germany. Jonas's and Doenecke's supportive comments indicate that they too need to explain exactly why they believe the 
United States decided to invade Europe in December 1941, and then reconcile their past work with their new analyses. The membership of 
SHAFR should ask that this issue be thoroughly aired, discussed, and debated. The recent SHAFR panel made only the most tenuous start on 
this most important historical question. 

1. On December 11, 1941, the US Congress legislated two war resolutions. The first was a declaration of war on Germany, and the second 
was a repeal of that section of the Selective Service Act of 1940 that forbade the deployment of an American expeditionary force outside of 
the Western Hemisphere or U.S. territories. It was this second act, not the first, which actually constituted the U.S. decision to invade Europe 
and Germany. Nevertheless, historians have generally referred to the decision to allow troop deployments as being synonymous with the 
declaration of war. Therefore, this paper will concede to that consensus understanding, or rather misunderstanding, by similarly referring to 
the momentous decision on December 11, 1941, to invade Europe as the declaration of war. 

2. SHAFR Conference, June 6, 2003, George Washington University, Washington DC, Panel Session 7, "What was the Significance of 
Hitler's Declaration of War on the U.S.?" 

3. Richard F. Hill, "Hitler's Misunderstood Declaration of War," SHAFR Newsletter, June 2002; and idem, Hitler Attacks Pearl Harbor: Why 
the United States Declared War on Germany (Boulder, 2003). 

4. Hill, "Hitler's Misunderstood Declaration of War," 3; Samuel Rosenman, ed., The Public Papers and Addresses of Franklin D. Roosevelt 
(New York, 1950). 
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5. Justus Doenecke, Storm on the Horizon: the Challenge to American Intervention, 1939-1941 (Boulder, 2000) x, xiii; Manfred Jonas, 
"Comments: SHAFR Meeting, Washington, 2003," June 6, 2003 (unpublished) 7, 9. 

6. Wayne S. Cole, 2003 SHAFR conference comments, "America's Path to War with Germany, 1941," June 6, 2003 (unpublished) 2. 

7. Ibid.,3. 

8. Wayne S. Cole, Roosevelt and the Isolationists, 1932-1945 (Lincoln, NE, 1983), 12. 

9. Ibid., 364. 

10. Ibid., 454. 

11. Ibid., 506-7. 

12. Ibid., 12, 364, 449, 465, 480, 481. 

13. Ibid., 12-13. 

14. Ibid., 508. 

15. Ibid., 437. 

16. Ibid., 448. 

17. Ibid., 450. 

18. Ibid., 504-5.

19. Wayne S. Cole, America First: The Battle Against Intervention, 1940-1941 (Madison, WI, 1953), 197. See the identical assessment in 
Thomas Bailey and Paul Ryan, Hitler vs. Roosevelt: the Undeclared Naval War (New York, 1979), 265.

20. Manfred Jonas, "Comments: SHAFR Meeting," 7, 9. 
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21. Manfred Jonas, The United States and Germany: a Diplomatic History (Ithaca, NY, 1984), 257, 258. 

22. Jonas, "Comments: SHAFR Meeting," 4. 

23. Ibid., 6. 

24. Thomas Bailey, A Diplomatic History of the American People (New York, 1964), 741. 

25. Bailey and Ryan, Hitler vs. Roosevelt, 251. 

26. Ibid., 252. 

27. Ibid., 255, 260-1, 267 

28. Ibid., 263. 

29. Ibid., 261. 

30. Justus Doenecke, 2003 SHAFR conference comments (unpublished). Doenecke has also published his support of Cole's analyses and in 
his recent book refers to Cole as "the dean of scholars of World War II anti-interventionism" and "the nation's leading scholar of 
isolationism." Doenecke, Storm on the Horizon, x, xiii. 

31. Hill, "Hitler's Misunderstood Declaration of War," 2; see also idem, Hitler Attacks Pearl Harbor; Doenecke, 2003 SHAFR comments, 5. 

32. Justus Doenecke and John Wilz, From Isolation to War, 1939-1941. 2nd ed. (Arlington Heights, IL, 1991), 176-7. 

33. Doenecke, Storm on the Horizon, ix. 

34. Ibid., xi. 

35. Prof. Doenecke's only allusion to the issue of Hitler's declaration in this book is on the final page, where he writes that "when the United 
States entered the war without reservation, anti-interventionists felt a profound sense of personal tragedy. Their anxiety was compounded by 
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the fact that on 11 December 1941, Germany and Italy had declared war on the United States," Doenecke, Storm on the Horizon, 328. See 
also ibid., 268-9. 
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April 2004 Newsletter

Responses to Richard Hill

 
Richard Hill claimed in his SHAFR Newsletter article last year that historians have agreed since World War II that Hitler's declaration of war 
was the cause of America's entry into the European War and called this "a concoction invented by historians in 1945." He repeated this 
misinterpretation in his book with the appropriately counterfactual title, in which he also alleged there existed "a curious cover-up of the real 
and purposely forgotten U.S. justification of that war." At the SHAFR session we tried, apparently in vain, to explain to him the actual 
consensus we had a hand in fashioning. Hill, far from seeing the error of his ways, now claims that we reversed ourselves. We did nothing of 
the sort. 

Those wishing to make sure can obtain a copy of my Washington comments from www.jonasm@union.edu. My long-established views on 
America's entry into World War II and on Hitler's declaration can be found in The United States and Germany, pp 240-260. 

Manfred Jonas is the John Bigelow Professor of History, Emeritus, at Union College 

There is no change of mind on my part, either directly or indirectly. In my remarks at the SHAFR session of June 6, I took no stand either 
explicitly or implicitly on the importance of Hitler's December 11 declaration of war. Half my remarks involved my challenging Dr. Hill's 
assertion that, as he now repeats, "Hitler had retracted his declaration [of war on the US] the day after he made it." To my knowledge no 
reputable historian, living or dead, has ever supported Hill's claim. For my full remarks on Hill's June 6 paper, e-mail me at doenecke@ncf.
edu or write me at Division of Social Sciences, New College of Florida, Sarasota, 34243. For my treatment of the crucial days December 7-
11, 1941, note the following work of mine: pages 47-48, 459-69 of my book In Danger Undaunted (1990), a book that contains internal 
communications of the America First Committee during these four days; pp. 321-22 of Storm on the Horizon (2000); and From Isolation to 
War (3rd ed.; 2003), pp. 185-87." 

Justus Doenecke is Professor of History at the New College of Florida 

Dr. Hill clearly is unhappy that the three of us did not embrace the thesis he advanced to the effect (as he put it in the title of his book) that 
"Hitler Attacks Pearl Harbor." We have read the book and paper and remain unpersuaded. 

If any readers of Passport are sufficiently interested in what I said in the paper that I presented at the SHAFR session, please send me an e-
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mail at wc14@umail.umd.edu or a snail mail at 10203 McGovern Drive, Silver Spring, Maryland 20903-1612. requesting a copy of my paper 
and I shall provide it. For the treatment I advanced on the subject some twenty years ago I suggest you read or reread chapters 29 and 31 in 
my book, Roosevelt and the Isolationists, 1932-45. For my mature conclusions on the America First Committee read chapter 4 in my book, 
Determinism and American Foreign Relations during the Franklin D. Roosevelt Era. That chapter originally was published more than a 
decade ago. Readers may then evaluate my treatment of the subjects for themselves. 

Wayne S. Cole is Professor of History, Emeritus, at the University of Maryland - College Park 

 
BACK TO APRIL 2004 
TABLE OF CONTENTS

NEXT SHAFR HOME

 

http://www.shafr.org/newsletter/2004/april/hillresponses.htm (2 of 2)12/1/2007 8:55:07 AM



SHAFR: March 2003 Newsletter: Needles in the Haystacks
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History is Just One Damn Thing After Another

By Thomas Schoonover

After close to a half-century pursuing elusive Clio as student, scholar, and teacher, I have reflected upon my education and adventures in 
history. The wanderings described here will be both intellectual and physical, and some of the adventures will be, I think, real adventures. But 
as historians, we should always be skeptical, even of eyewitness accounts. The human mind and human senses play tricks on everyone, 
including historians. These words will, I hope, educate, morally challenge, inspire, amaze, and at times amuse young and old historians and 
well-wishers of history, in the best tradition of P.T. Barnum (periodically, I teach a course on leisure in the late nineteenth and early twentieth 
centuries). For the reader's astonishment and edification, I will relate three sets of experiences that shaped my life as an historian in the hope 
that they might instruct others in some indirect way and make their journey in and through history enlightening, satisfying and, perhaps, a bit 
adventurous and amusing. We will follow three roads with long names. The first road is "things are not always what they appear, and, 
anyway, they can change"; the second route is "be careful what you wish for, you might get it"; and the third road is "even when things 
appear proper and normal, fate and Clio intervene in mysterious ways." As one wit said, "History is just one damn thing after another." 

First, "things are not always what they appear to be." It is possible for young historians to become many things by approaching undergraduate 
and graduate education in history as broadly and expansively as possible and eschewing a narrow, restrictive perspective. Let curiosity guide. 
History is a subject for nosy people. Remember, historians are paid to do what others (with the exception of the CIA, FBI, and military 
intelligence agents) would be arrested and jailed for doing. We read other people's mail. Learn historical methods and techniques, 
historiography, and acquire the widest range of bibliographical, archival, and resource information during your education. Put as much as 
possible in your head and rely upon the internet to amplify and expand your memory, not substitute for it. Then you should be able to pursue 
whatever opportunity arises and also change your course and goals in research, teaching, and learning with relative ease. These are some of 
the shifts of fate and fortune that have fallen upon me: 

a) I have some modest reputation in U.S. foreign relations, but I never took a course or seminar as an undergraduate or graduate in U.S. 
foreign relations. 

b) I have some modest reputation in Latin American history, but, you guessed it, I never took a course or seminar as an undergraduate or 
graduate in Latin American history. 
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c) I have little or no reputation in U.S. military or Civil War era history, but I took a dozen or more courses and seminars in those fields. 
Indeed, my first publication was an undergraduate paper in the reputable national journal, Civil War History. As an undergraduate and in the 
early years of my graduate studies, I was a Civil War nut. 

d) My interests as an undergraduate and graduate student were not narrow. I eagerly pursued British history from the eighteenth to the 
twentieth century and nineteenth- and twentieth-century European history, and I toyed with the study of the Middle East. I took courses in all 
aspects of U.S. history from the colonial to the modern era. In all of these areas, I labored to acquire methodology, interpretive perspectives, 
familiarity with reference works and guides, and the historiographical literature. My mental wanderings taught me how to find material on 
almost any topic in history. 

e) When I finally decided to "switch rather than fight" (that is, to leave U.S. military studies for U.S. foreign relations with Latin America), 
the task of learning U.S. foreign relations and Mexican/Central American/Latin American history was time-consuming but not daunting. 

If you are well trained and have been receptive to new ideas, I suspect you can wander through almost any place you wish in the mental 
geography and chronology of history. 

How do you become an historian? I know. Follow the second road: "Be careful what you wish for, you might get it." Poetically, this street 
might be described thus: "The best laid schemes o' mice an' men gang aft a-gley. An' lea'e us nought but grief and pain for promis'd 
joy" (Robert Burns, "To a Mouse," stanza 7). An observant, thoughtful mouse at Winona High School in Minnesota many decades ago would 
have been certain that my future would be in science and mathematics. Before the National Science Foundation began its nationwide tests, 
the Westinghouse Company sponsored a nationwide competitive test in science and mathematics. My quarterfinal result led to a scholarship 
to the University of Minnesota large enough to pay for my tuition and books and leave me some spending money (room and board was at 
home). After doing from fair to exceedingly well in accelerated math, chemistry, and physics courses for several years, rakish history took 
advantage of my tender, naïve youth. I switched before my junior year. My clouded and beguiled senses rejected the honest, reliable, and 
honorable sciences for the deceitful, dishonest, and seductive tramp called history. My chemistry and physics classes demanded about ten 
hours of lab per week in my sophomore year; my history class made no demands (but revealed nothing about archival work). Looking out of 
the lab windows at the University of Minnesota in the fall and spring at the leaves turning or the birds returning (I was and still am an 
outdoors person) made my virtue an easy target for Clio. Only years later, as a fallen historian, did I learn about the scores of hours in 
archives and manuscript collections. False and deceptive history took me from dust-free, well-lit and well-ventilated labs with large windows 
into the stale air of windowless research rooms where dusty, musty, worm- and insect-marked old paper collections awaited me. A sad tale of 
the moral decline of a once-upon-a-time honest, clean, upstanding chemist. 

And the third road, "Clio and fate intervene in mysterious ways (and with astounding outcomes)," led me to many adventures and escapades. 
What adventures and escapades? Perhaps dodging falling stacks of documents? Responding to multiple paper cuts? Surviving the dust and 
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insect droppings of ages? All of these hazards are commonly confronted during archival work in exotic materials in seldom-used archives or 
collections. I certainly experienced all of them, but I also survived other more heroic adventures that my wife and friends have been telling 
me to write down for over three decades. Better late than never. I hope I can borrow a bit of style and humor from Mark Twain in narrating 
my daring deeds, but I will try not to borrow his memory. Late in his life Twain said, "As I grew older my memory got better. I could 
remember things whether they happened or not." But I am reasonably convinced that the following death-defying events are true and 
probably happened. 

My first experience with Latin American revolutions occurred in the fall of 1968. I was in Mexico City, the site of that year's summer 
Olympics, researching for my dissertation on U.S.- Mexican relations in the 1860s. My research led me to various archives, including a major 
collection housed on the thirty-second and thirty-third floors of the Torre Latinamericana (the Latin American Tower). One day in October, I 
descended from my perch atop Mexico City's tallest building and stepped outside. There, right on the corner, 15 feet away, was a machine 
gun in a sand-bag nest; across the street was an armored half-track; down that street, half way to the Zócalo, Mexico City's central plaza, was 
a large vehicle, apparently a bus, overturned and burning. There were lots of armed soldiers and military vehicles on all four corners of the 
street. This was the heart of Mexico City, at the junction of Avenida Juárez and San Juan de Letrán. Kitty-corner was Bellas Artes, the 
principal stage and concert hall in Mexico City, and the expansive city park, La Alameda. Before me unfolded part of the long summer and 
fall of the Mexican student rebellion of 1968. Students were protesting recent corrupt elections and the money wasted on hosting the Olympic 
games when it was needed to help the poor. Mexico remained a semi-armed camp until just before we left in January of 1969. 

Three and a half years later, I undertook research in U.S.-Central American relations with a National Endowment for the Humanities 
fellowship for the academic year 1972-73. In July 1972, my family and I were driving our VW beetle from Lafayette, Louisiana, toward 
Costa Rica. After passing immigration and customs inspections on the Mexican-Guatemalan border, we were stopped a mile or two inside the 
country at a second checkpoint, this time by the Guatemalan army. The soldiers asked for our passports and my driver's license. Several 
experienced Central Americanists had warned us not to show any university documents or to claim faculty or student status. My colleagues 
advised saying we were tourists just enjoying Guatemala and Central America. The Guatemalan military often detained, sometimes tortured, 
and occasionally killed university students and faculty. Guerrilla groups were smuggling weapons and explosives across the border, and this 
checkpoint was the second of three that day. As the soldiers examined our documents, I looked into the rear view mirror. Behind us, hidden 
by bushes, were soldiers aiming a large machine gun at our car. The Guatemalans looked into and under the car, but they found no 
explosives, so we went on our way. At the third checkpoint, a few miles further into Guatemala, we had to unload the car; the Guatemalan 
officials opened boxes, suitcases, and even made my wife empty her purse. We were allowed to proceed after about an hour. 

That summer and fall of 1972, I (with the help of my wife Ebba) worked in Guatemalan, El Salvadoran, Honduran, Nicaraguan, and Costa 
Rican archives. We experienced episodes of angry reaction to U.S. cultural imperialism in the education ministries of El Salvador, Honduras, 
and Costa Rica. El Salvador's National Archives were located on the second floor of the Presidential Palace. One day, it got noisy in the 
courtyard area. Curious, my wife and I looked outside. The interior passageways of all three floors, the courtyard below, and all the stairways 
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were packed with people. We listened to leaders of a teachers' union from across the country protest U.S. interference in El Salvador's 
Ministry of Education and educational program. 

A few weeks later we were in Tegucigalpa, the capital of Honduras, staying at the Hotel Prado. One evening the Prado, in the center of 
Tegucigalpa near the Parque Morazán, was awash in tear gas. A look out of the hotel revealed a few burning cars or other objects, people 
running in the streets, some with bandanas over their faces, and troops with gas masks moving on the other side of Morazán park. Curious, 
and fortuitously wearing tennis shoes, I took to the streets and followed some of the protesters down a street. Hiding with them behind an 
overturned but not burning car, I inquired what was happening. Of course, I asked in Spanish with a strong North American accent. The 
young people told me that there had been a demonstration heading to the U.S. Embassy to protest U.S. cultural imperialism in the education 
system of Honduras. Honduran forces had intervened with violence. Fortunately, these students did not extend their grudge against the U.S. 
government to me, and also fortunately, the Honduran police and army, admittedly at a distance, either did not shoot at me or missed. After a 
few more minutes in the streets running to a few more spots with the students, I headed back to the Hotel Prado to celebrate my five minutes 
as a Latin American revolutionary (in Mexico I had been a mere observer). Incidentally, for those of you who are undergraduate or graduate 
historians, I would like to express the hope that my colleagues who are instructing you in research writing have not been remiss in your 
historical training. Undergraduates and graduates are supposed to run at least ten miles and do twenty-five 100-yard sprints each week. At the 
University of Louisiana at Lafayette, we recently renamed our History 390 and 505 courses as "Research, Writing, and Running" I and II. I 
hope all young historians are receiving adequate preparation. 

As soon as we left Honduras to enter Nicaragua, we encountered President Anastasio Somoza's atmosphere of fear and suspicion. The border 
officials noticed we had several books in German. They were fairy-tale collections from the brothers Grimm and others. My wife Ebba is 
German, and our son Paco, almost five at that time, spoke and understood German well. Somoza's officials may not even have been certain 
the language was German, but they were certain it was not Spanish or English. Since Somoza ran a tight and quite unforgiving ship, the 
officials made a series of urgent phone calls to various people and then waited for orders. After most of an hour and various questions, we 
were finally allowed to proceed. Later, at a routine stop in Nicaragua, I had to talk fast and summon all my magical powers when the police 
official, who had trouble with the language and information fields on my Louisiana driver's license, thought he detected an expired document. 
He had, but I somehow persuaded him to doubt himself. He let us continue, but I drove with an expired license until we returned to 
Louisiana. 

About three weeks later in San José, Costa Rica, I left the side street connecting the University of Costa Rica with the main thoroughfare 
from the east to the center of San José. I had a bit of trouble entering the street because there were many vehicles and people walking slowly 
along toward the center of the city, where I was also headed. A gap opened and I got my vehicle situated in a dense phalanx of cars, trucks, 
flatbeds, and pedestrians. I rolled the windows down to inquire in my Yankee Spanish what was happening. Students or young Costa Ricans 
who strolled beside my VW threw flyers into my front seat and informed me that U.S. cultural imperialism was trying to manage the schools, 
curricula, and the education ministry in Costa Rica. I looked around. A flatbed truck that was sharing the street with me had a straw dummy 
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of Uncle Sam, clad in red, white and blue, hanging from a gallows. But everyone seemed friendly. 

After completing work in Costa Rica, we started our return trip in November 1972. When we had entered Costa Rica, we had spent some 
time at the border clarifying exactly what we needed in documentation for our later departure. In San José, we went to the various 
bureaucracies to follow the correct procedures and secure the right documents. Despite these efforts, Costa Rican officials at the border 
claimed we lacked one item. After many attempts to solve the problem, I had had enough. Aware of the peaceful nature of the Costa Ricans 
and seeing that few weapons were visible and none of the guards actually held a gun, I devised a plan. Acting as if I was about to return to the 
next city about one and a half hours away, I headed over the border into Nicaragua, deaf to the shouts of the unarmed Costa Rican guards. 
Since Nicaragua and Costa Rica were having a tiff at that time, I assumed the Nicaraguans would welcome the chance to tweak the noses of 
the Costa Ricans. Ebba thought we were dead. We were both wrong. I was compelled to return to the Costa Rican border station and then 
head to the next city after ascertaining that the Costa Ricans were not going to arrest us. History teaches us to assess phenomena from all 
sides. In that situation, my scientific and historical training suggested that what I tried was not unreasonable. It was, however, unsuccessful, 
and certainly it was embarrassing as hell when it did not work. As historians, we learn to live with our capacity to analyze, interpret, and 
comprehend. 

One final episode in the life of a wandering historian. Historians know the national myth: if we are god-fearing, diligent, honest, persevering, 
helpful, family-oriented, and hardworking, our reward will be prosperity and success. This myth does not have to be true. Hard work, 
however, gave my family a special reward in the winter of 1972-73. We had originally planned to spend Christmas in Managua, Nicaragua, at 
a hotel we knew from a previous trip. But with Ebba's help, I finished my research early, and in mid-November we passed through Nicaragua, 
did a week's work in Honduras, then drove through El Salvador and Guatemala and back into Mexico City so I could finish some research for 
my first book on U.S. and Confederate roles in the French intervention in Benito Juárez's Mexico. Had we not worked so hard and efficiently, 
I might not be here. The hotel we had planned to stay at in Managua was leveled in the major earthquake that struck Managua in December 
1972. 

Besides my wife, Ebba, I had another very influential (albeit unsuspecting) assistant in my work. When we were in Managua, my five-year-
old son Paco would disappear each day on the hand of a young staff person at the Banco de Nicaragua, the national central bank. Only near 
the end of my research in Managua did we learn that Paco had spent part of every day playing in the corner of the office of the director of the 
Banco de Nicaragua--the Alan Greenspan of Nicaragua--because he had neat stuff in his office and windows that overlooked most of 
Managua. A few weeks later, at the Archivo Nacional of Costa Rica, Paco again disappeared daily with a young staff person. At the end of 
that stay, all three of us were called into the office of the director. We thanked him for his cooperative staff, and he thanked us for the regular 
visits of Paco. He then gave his buddy Paco various mementos, including a pre-Colombian artifact. With two such accomplished aides, I 
gathered enough research materials to write about Central America for two decades. 

I hope my stumbling adventures, as I recall them, might give future and present historians the confidence that whatever career decisions they 
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might make, things might not turn out so badly after all. I would also like to thank Peter Hahn and Mitch Lerner for indulging me in this 
nostalgic retrospective of a wandering historian's adventures and escapades in the pursuit of a better understanding of "just one damn thing 
after another." 
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April 2004 Newsletter

Teaching the History of United States-Latin American Relations in Cochabamba, Bolivia

By James F. Siekmeier

The ideas expressed here do not necessarily represent the policy of the U.S. Department of State. 

From August through November 2002 I had the opportunity through a Fulbright teaching/research grant to teach in the master's program at 
the Universidad Mayor de San Simón (UMSS) in Cochabamba, Bolivia.(1) It was one of the most rewarding experiences of my life-an 
educational exchange from which I profited far more than my students did. The Centro de Estudios Superiores Universitarios (CESU), a 
multidisciplinary master's program founded in 1994, is a departure for Bolivia, where master's degrees are relatively new and doctoral 
programs are nonexistent. CESU professors of sociology, political science, and economics offer a wide variety of courses in development 
studies, including sociology and development, sustainable development, gender and development, and international relations. 

The three-hour weekly course I taught was entitled "History of United States-Latin American Relations," with an emphasis on United States-
Bolivian relations. Since UMSS has no history department, my course was listed as an international relations course. The international 
relations program, part of the political science major, had been established only four years earlier, in response to student petitioning. Since 
there was a dearth of political science professors-and therefore many cancelled courses-the students were enthusiastic about my course. 

At first I spent the bulk of the time lecturing, but as the course progressed, more class time was devoted to discussion. The course was taught 
in Spanish, so finding Spanish translations of U.S. historical documents was imperative. I availed myself of an excellent set of translated 
documents on U.S. history, the nine-volume EUA (Estados Unidos de America), edited by Ana Rosa Suárez Argüello and published by the 
Instituto Mora in Mexico City. (The library of the Centro Boliviano Americano, the bi-national center in Cochabamba, owned the set.) 
Although U.S. students generally find analyzing primary sources confusing and difficult, in Bolivia my students appreciated the chance to 
read such material, in part because getting access to such documents on U.S. history in Spanish is difficult. 

Although only sixteen students enrolled in the course, about twenty-five others audited the first few sessions. The students were from 
working- and middle-class backgrounds and spanned a wide range of ages. Some students' analytical and creative abilities were undeveloped 
due to the prevalence of rote learning in secondary schools, which is only slowly being phased out. As a result some of them would copy 
long, unattributed passages from the documents. However, others employed subtle and skillful arguments backed up with a plethora of 
evidence. 
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University life in Bolivia differs sharply from that in the United States. Students reside at home or in apartments, not dormitories. Since 
nearly all students work, the majority of classes are held in the evening. Politically, most students are on the left. They urge expanded civil 
rights for the Indians of Bolivia, and, with regard to economic issues, they are critical of the neoliberal "Washington consensus." (Essentially, 
neoliberalism calls for an international, free-market capitalist system with minimal national government regulation.) The principle of 
autonomy has deep historic roots in the Bolivian university system, and students exercise a degree of control over university governance 
unheard of in the United States. Student leaders, elected by the student body, sit on powerful university governing boards. While I was 
teaching at UMSS, a radical student organization claimed that an election for seats on of one of the governing boards was stolen from them, 
and they organized a university-wide strike. Strikes at Latin American universities are common, and as in most drawn-out walkouts, the 
intensity of the strike ebbed and flowed. At one point some students took over CESU's building and held hostages for a day. (I was not in my 
office during the takeover.) To end the standoff, the university tacitly acknowledged that the radical students could sit on some of the 
university's governing boards. 

Despite the strike, my students came to class. This proved fortunate for me, because I found their reactions to the course material fascinating. 
For example, when I taught North American colonial history I found that the students had a hard time understanding England's policy of 
"salutary neglect" towards its thirteen colonies. The idea that England would hold the colonial reins of power lightly as long as the crown's 
subjects produced income for the mother country was foreign to them. There were few or no precedents in Latin American history they could 
use as points of comparison. The Spanish colonizers' urge to control the vast lodes of silver they discovered in the New World reinforced a 
preexisting authoritarian political tradition. 

When I taught the U.S. Constitution, I asked the students why the U.S. Constitution is the longest-lived in the world, whereas Latin American 
constitutions often come and go. One student replied that historically Bolivian (and Latin American) constitutions are written without 
considering the rights, or even the role in society, of the majority of the population-the poor, and in particular the Indians. Therefore, the 
popular sectors form revolutionary movements to change the constitution, and a new one is produced. This pattern has repeated itself 
throughout the region's history. Another student said that the U.S. citizenry's acceptance of the U.S. Constitution became, after a while, a self-
fulfilling prophecy, or a habit. That is, since the U.S. Constitution proved workable for a long period of time, U.S. citizens began to accord it 
automatic respect. 

The 1898 Spanish-American-Cuban-Philippino War also proved a popular topic. The students seemed to understand the complicated 
interplay of economic, security-related, and paternalistic motives on the part of the United States. Many saw the war as the beginning of a 
slow but steady increase in the exercise of U.S. power in the region and believed the United States often had economic motives. Some 
students noted that the United States has historically made both unilateral and (more recently) multilateral attempts to pursue open markets in 
the hemisphere. 
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My teaching of Bolivia's 1952 revolution was facilitated by an international conference held on the fiftieth anniversary of the revolution in 
Cochabamba in October 2002. The title of the conference, "Revolution in the Twentieth Century- Globalization and the Nation-State," 
reflected its rich content, as scholars from all over the world came to discuss a variety of revolutions. The conference included Bolivian 
revolutionary-nationalist film documentaries and commentary by peasant leaders from the 1950s. Student papers on the films revealed their 
frustration that many of the goals of the revolutionaries remain unfulfilled. These aspirations included economic development and providing 
economic betterment for the mestizo (mixed-blood) poor and the Indians. 

In class discussion of the Cold War, Cuba featured prominently. In addition to providing a challenge to the United States-led hemispheric 
economic system, Cuba's revolution, some students noted, was also an uprising of darker-skinned non-whites against a mixed-blood and 
white elite. As such, it proved to be a turning point not only in United States-Latin American relations, but perhaps even in the history of the 
Cold War. Surprisingly the class did not consider Ernesto "Che" Guevara's attempts to foment revolution in Bolivia a compelling topic, 
despite the thirty-fifth anniversary of his death in Bolivia on October 6 and the fifth anniversary of the finding of his remains. Perhaps the 
relevance of Che has deteriorated since most of the students were born after he was killed. Also, contemporary issues have so preoccupied 
Bolivians of late that to many his struggle seems very, very long ago. 

Not surprisingly, many students looked at United States-Latin American relations through the lens of Bolivian history and La Paz's relations 
with Washington. Regarding the U.S. government's refusal to purchase tin for its strategic stockpile in the 1950s and 1960s and the present-
day U.S. effort to eradicate coca (the raw material for cocaine), the students asked me if the U.S. government understood the implications of 
its policies vis-à-vis Bolivia. The ramifications for Bolivia are profound; coca is the countryside's lifeblood. In addition, they queried me 
about the U.S. public's knowledge of U.S. policy. I told them that, regrettably, the United States government often takes its relations with the 
Latin American republics for granted. Moreover, Bolivia is often not a high priority for the norteamericanos (i.e., North Americans, 
shorthand for people from the United States). 

Many, if not most, students firmly adhered to the dependency (or dependencista) theory of United States-Latin American relations. They saw 
the United States historically controlling the most dynamic sectors of the Latin American economy, and Washington currently using its power 
to shape the outcome of the nascent Free Trade Area of the Americas Agreement (FTAA). Historically speaking, Latin American have, with 
some justification, interpreted U.S. trade policy as an attempt to protect U.S. markets while demanding access to Latin American goods that 
are rare or unavailable in the United States. 

Presently, in accordance with the terms of the FTAA, the United States is using its leverage as an important market for Latin American 
exports (such as textiles from Bolivia) to force the Bolivians to enact certain policies-in particular, to maintain their vigilance in the drug war. 
In addition, Washington has used the political leverage that flows from U.S. assistance to compel Bolivia to prosecute some drug-related 
crimes in military tribunals. The majority of the students in my class, and in Bolivia generally, view these measures as coercive and see little 
hope of a warming of norteamericano-Latin American relations. 
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In class, I argued that some of the wealthier nations of Latin America were not prostrate before U.S. power and that the dependency 
framework was less useful in explaining these nations' relations with the United States than Bolivia's. However, most students retorted that 
the FTAA was part of a coordinated effort on the part of the United States to strengthen the hemisphere-wide neoliberal trend currently 
prevailing, but increasingly criticized, in Latin America. 

In the end, typically, no consensus emerged-otherwise, of course, teaching would be dreadfully boring! One classroom dynamic that became 
evident was that some students expressed balanced, nuanced views of the United States and its foreign policy motives in their written 
assignments but did not articulate such sentiments in class. These students expressed the belief that although relations between the two 
continents have been tense, and Latin America's frustration with U.S. policy has been growing, the nations of the Western Hemisphere need 
to find a way to work together. As the "global village," once only a much-discussed theory, becomes more and more a reality, there will be 
greater incentives for the United States and the Latin Americans to rework their relationship into one of mutual respect. In response to my 
assignment that they write a paper on whether it was possible for the United States and Latin America to be "Good Neighbors," one student 
wrote that "Latin Americans need to get away from the unproductive idea that the United States always acts as the cat, and the Latin 
Americans necessarily play the role of mice." 

 

1. A research grant from the Fulbright Commission gave me the funding to teach and do research in Cochabamba, and the Historian at the 
State Department allowed me to take leave time from my job. In addition, Arnoldo De León, Monica Belmonte, Laurie West Van Hook, 
Marc Susser, and Catherine Tall offered helpful criticisms on early drafts of this article. My colleagues at Centro de Estudios Superiores 
Universitarios and the Universidad Mayor de San Simón in Cochabamba provided an excellent working and teaching environment. And, of 
course, I would like to thank the students in my class on the history of United States-Latin American relations.

James F. Siekmeier is a historian at the Office of the Historian at the U.S. Department of State
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Dublin Fulbright for Scholars of American Foreign Relations

By Elizabeth Cobbs-Hoffman

I knew I was beginning to fit in at University College Dublin (UCD) when I asked the History Department Chair if I should make a left turn 
at O'Shea's pub to enter the back of the University. "That's it!" he beamed." Now you've got it." 

Driving directions in Ireland are not quite what they are in the United States. First, they invariably involve a pub: O'Shea's, or The Goat, or 
The Old Punch Bowl, or The Stoop Your Head. Second, they do not involve street names. Instead, one enters roundabouts, passes streets with 
"ramps" (speed bumps), looks for cobblestones or gravel, turns left or right at the church, or continues straight on past the castle walls. 
Indeed, most thoroughfares change names several times over a short distance, and may not even have the same name on both sides of the 
street. One begins to wonder if it is a way of sabotaging British imperialists or a practical joke on American tourists. 

Two generations of scholars of American foreign relations have had the opportunity to observe these and other delightfully unique aspects of 
the Irish landscape while having their own cultural peculiarities thrown into relief by Ireland's similar yet very different national ethos. The 
Mary Ball Washington Chair is the best paid of the Fulbright Distinguished Chairs, and is located at University College Dublin. The chair has 
been filled by a number of well-known scholars in our field, including Stephen Ambrose, Harvard Sitkoff, Joan Hoff, Robert McMahon, 
Elaine Tyler May, Stephen Rabe, Ted Wilson, Terry Anderson, and Thomas McCormick. The holder teaches three courses during the year 
for the convivial UCD History Department and often has opportunities to give talks at other Irish and European universities through the 
Fulbright program. During my year here I have been invited to lecture in Warsaw, London, and Berlin and to comment on American politics 
for Irish radio and television. My formal assignment has been to teach two classes on U.S. foreign relations (one for graduates, one for 
undergraduates) and one course on the history of the sixties. 

Teaching abroad compels Americans to rethink how they teach our history, particularly U.S. foreign relations. My own year in Dublin has 
coincided with the ongoing war in Iraq, so at times it has seemed as if nearly every word out of my mouth had an importance and weight that 
it would not normally have. It has been an engrossing, exhilarating, and at times uncomfortable experience, but one I am glad to have had. It 
may be that the students, who have been very receptive, would describe their experience similarly. 

Although Trinity College (founded by Elizabeth I) traditionally scoops up many of the highest-scoring secondary school students, UCD is the 
largest university in the country and thus plays a critical role in the life of the nation, as its graduates do in Irish government. What students 
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learn about America from classes taught by the Mary Ball Washington Professor can have long-term significance. Teaching at UCD is a 
chance, in other words, to make a real difference in international understanding. 

The first stage in the application process is a letter of interest. Those who would like to explore the opportunity should contact Daria 
Teutonico at the Council for the International Exchange of Scholars (administrator for the Fulbright Program). The deadline is May 1, 2004, 
for the 2005-2006 academic year. 

Elizabeth Cobbs-Hoffman is a Professor of History at San Diego State University 
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April 2004 Newsletter

Declassification at the Dwight D. Eisenhower Library

By David Haight

The Dwight D. Eisenhower Library, which opened in 1966, significantly expanded its declassification program in 1972, when President 
Richard Nixon signed Executive Order 11652, "Classification and Declassification of National Security Information and Material." EO 11652 
established the researcher-initiated mandatory declassification review program and called for the systematic review of materials over 30 years 
old. Both mandatory and systematic declassification review continue at the Eisenhower Library.(1) In 1995, however, President Bill Clinton 
approved Executive Order 12958, which led to major changes in the declassification process. Although recently amended, this order still 
governs national security information. Section 3.4(a) of EO 12958 set April 2000 as the deadline for accomplishing the review of all 
classified information over twenty-five years old held by the National Archives and the presidential libraries.(2) In response to this mandate, 
the Central Intelligence Agency, in cooperation with the National Archives and the presidential libraries, developed the Remote Archive 
Capture (RAC) program. The RAC program sent teams of contract personnel to the libraries holding classified documents. They scanned the 
documents onto disks, which were then taken to a secure location in the Washington, D.C. area for review by the CIA and other agencies.(3) 

In 1995 the National Security Council (NSC) decided to delegate authority for the declassification of most White House and NSC documents 
to archivists at the Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy, and Johnson Libraries, although it excluded some specific categories of documents. 
Declassification authority was particularly important for the Eisenhower Library because White House and NSC materials constitute over 50 
percent of the library's classified holdings. The library now takes declassification action on requests for most White House and NSC 
documents. Declassification review archivists identify various agency equities and apply available agency guidelines carefully.(4) They also 
use publications such as the Department of State's Foreign Relations of the United States series and review precedents set by mandatory 
review actions to determine the continuing sensitivity of certain topics.(5) 

Despite its shortcomings, mandatory review remains the most reliable and productive avenue for obtaining declassification review of many 
high-level documents in which a number of agencies have equity interests. From 1977 to June 2003 the mandatory review program totally or 
partially declassified almost 175,000 pages, including most of the NSC Summaries of Discussion, the White House Staff Secretary's 
Memoranda of Conferences with the President, and countless other high-level documents requiring intense review, usually by more than one 
agency.(6) Systematic review continues at the library, but with better guidance and a stronger mandate for action. In launching its systematic 
declassification review of the library's classified holdings in late 1995, the staff was determined to declassify as much as possible onsite while 
fulfilling its mandate to identify documents to be scanned for the RAC program and keeping records of withheld material and agencies of 
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primary subject matter interest so that arrangements could be made with these agencies to obtain declassification review of withheld material. 

Between late 1995 and April 2003 the staff declassified onsite through systematic review 206,694 pages (61 percent of reviewed material), 
while withholding as too sensitive to declassify per guidelines 134,070 pages (39 percent).(7) Although the declassified totals include 
numerous transmittal letters and routine memoranda, they also contain a large volume of substantive high-level documentation from World 
War II through the Eisenhower presidency and into the early 1970s. 

Equipped with more specific guidelines concerning the United Kingdom, the staff declassified much of the correspondence between Prime 
Minister Harold Macmillan and President Eisenhower, except for a few letters dealing with intelligence or nuclear matters. The staff also 
declassified correspondence and memoranda concerning most Western European countries, the Soviet Union, and many Asian, Latin 
American and African countries, and released numerous previously withheld foreign government documents. Much documentation pertaining 
to diplomacy during the Eisenhower administration was opened between 1996 and 2003. 

A significant quantity of material pertaining to the Eisenhower administration's national security machinery has also been declassified, 
including memoranda and letters concerning the National Security Council and minutes from meetings of the Operations Coordinating Board 
(OCB). The OCB was an arm of the NSC that coordinates and reports on the implementation of NSC policy papers, studies specific projects, 
gathers intelligence, and produces papers on the psychological and public relations impact of various government programs. OCB minutes 
from the years 1953 through 1961 have now, with scattered exceptions, been declassified, along with most of a file of weekly summaries of 
NSC, Planning Board and OCB activities for the period between 1957 and l961 and large numbers of memoranda of OCB working group 
meetings on specific topics. Although a few scholars have produced useful studies of Eisenhower's National Security Council, much research 
needs to be done on the OCB and key members of Eisenhower's national security team such as the White House staff secretary and the 
special assistant for national security affairs, particularly in light of the recently declassified material.(8) 

The Operations Coordinating Board generated a large volume of documentation on U.S. cultural, diplomatic, and psychological and public 
relations actions intended to exert a positive influence on developments in many countries, particularly in Asia and Latin America. The OCB 
conducted studies of special topics such as Buddhism in Southeast Asia.(9) It coordinated the Overseas Internal Security Program, conducted 
pursuant to NSC Action No.1290, Paragraph D (the program was often called the 1290-d program), involving U.S. military assistance to 
more than two dozen countries located primarily in Southeast Asia, Latin America, and the Middle East.(10) Plans for two organizations 
intended to help wage the Cold War but never implemented, the Volunteer Freedom Corps (Europe) and the International Volunteer Air 
Corps (Southeast Asia) are also documented in the OCB Central Files.(11) The OCB files are supplemented by the rich volume of recently 
declassified material on foreign economic policy, cultural diplomacy, international information and psychological warfare found in the 
Records of the President's Committee on Information Activities Abroad (Sprague Committee) and in several other collections in our holdings. 

World War II material has also been declassified during these last few years. Highlights include two thousand pages pertaining to the Office 

http://www.shafr.org/newsletter/2004/april/haight.htm (2 of 6)12/1/2007 8:55:09 AM



SHAFR: March 2003 Newsletter: Needles in the Haystacks

of Strategic Services (OSS), the British Special Operations Executive, and European resistance movements in a microfilm collection of 
records from the Supreme Headquarters Allied Expeditionary Force. The staff has also declassified several hundred pages documenting 
Claude Boillot's work with the French Resistance and his efforts to collect intelligence on Germany while working with the British Secret 
Service during the war. The Papers of Paul Sturman, who worked for the Foreign Nationalities Division of the Office of War Information 
(OWI), contain recently opened information on Slavic groups in the United States, while the Papers of Bernard Yarrow, a special assistant to 
OSS director William Donovan, document efforts to sustain a Yugoslav government in exile under King Peter, with Ivan Subasic, the Ban of 
Croatia, as prime minister (Project SHEPHERD).(12) 

The Eisenhower Library also holds material covering the 1960s and even the 1970s. Not all of this material required declassification, 
although much of it did. Diplomatic and social historians may find Arthur Flemming's files on his work with the World Council of Churches 
interesting, as they reflect religious opposition to the Vietnam War and touch upon many social issues of the 1960s. Herbert Brownell, 
President Eisenhower's attorney general, retained a file documenting his service for President Richard Nixon as special ambassador 
responsible for negotiating a treaty with Mexico to control salinity in the Colorado River in 1972-73. A few hundred pages of material 
concerning this diplomatic and environmental problem in U.S.-Mexican relations were declassified through mandatory and systematic 
review. Staff also declassified a few hundred pages of diplomatic messages, memoranda and reports concerning China, Burma, Japan and 
Southeast Asia in the early 1970s in the Papers of Ambassador David Osborn. This includes material on President Nixon's trip to China in 
1972. 

The Papers of Lauris Norstad merit special mention. General Lauris Norstad is best known for his service as Supreme Allied Commander 
Europe (SACEUR) from 1956 to 1962. His papers are a rich source of information on events, issues and personalities involved in Western 
European defense. When the library received this collection in the mid-1980s it contained an estimated forty thousand pages of classified 
documentation, most of which related to the Supreme Headquarters Allied Powers Europe (SHAPE) and the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO), Berlin, U.S. military strategy in Europe, nuclear matters, medium range ballistic missile and intermediate range 
ballistic missile systems, and relations among the NATO member nations. Many items in his papers bear NATO security classification 
markings and are not reviewable under guidelines. NATO issued guidelines to cover many of its files through 1958 but specifically excluded 
materials originated by SHAPE and other military commands. The library continues to rely heavily on the mandatory review process for such 
material and has sent requests covering many SHAPE documents to agencies within the government (typically State and Defense, and 
occasionally others) but also to SHAPE for review, while concurrently applying systematic review guidelines where it is possible to do so. 
The results of the mandatory and systematic reviews have been mixed at best. While some high-level documentation has been declassified 
(Berlin, for example, has been an area of success), numerous items on certain topics, particularly those involving nuclear strategy, continue to 
be denied in full or heavily redacted. At present the staff estimates that at least twenty thousand pages remain classified in the Lauris Norstad 
Papers. Many scholars may find his pre-SACEUR files useful, and General Norstad's World War II files have been fully declassified, as have 
all of his materials dated prior to 1950. However, scholars interested in studying the diplomatic and military details of Western European 
defense during Norstad's tenure as SACEUR should be prepared not only for rewards but for frustration. The Norstad Papers will pose 
declassification problems for years to come. 
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Intelligence and nuclear weapons-related documentation pose the greatest declassification problems at the Eisenhower Library. Much 
intelligence information is sensitive and will likely remain so for many years. Nevertheless, the library has had significant declassification 
success for certain types of intelligence documentation. Research on many facets of intelligence, including both its administrative and 
organizational aspects and President Eisenhower's use of it, is now feasible, as is research on World War II. The Joint Study Group Report on 
Foreign Intelligence Activities of the United States Government, dated December 15, 1960, was largely declassified, with a modest number 
of redactions. This document, signed by Lyman Kirkpatrick, contains recommendations on increasing the effectiveness of U.S. government 
intelligence collection.(13) Recent declassification actions have also released documents pertaining to the President's Board of Consultants on 
Foreign Intelligence Activities (PBCFIA). Even with redactions certain of these items provide useful insights into the intelligence oversight 
process.(14) 

As for operational matters, many covert programs will remain under wraps for years to come. With the exception of Cuba, the U.S. 
government is releasing little in the library's holdings on covert operations matters concerning specific countries. On the other hand, more is 
being opened on overhead, peripheral and outer space reconnaissance, mainly as a result of requests submitted by persistent scholars willing 
to work through the time-consuming mandatory review process. Interesting data on the CORONA satellite reconnaissance project, the U-2 
program and even the reconnaissance missions conducted along the periphery of the Soviet Union have been released, including a recent, 
partially declassified case file with information on U-2 vulnerability testing, the Urals and Tyura Tam as intercontinental ballistic missile 
intelligence targets, Project CORONA and maps marked with U-2 routes taken across the Soviet Union.(15)

We expect declassification of nuclear weapons information to be difficult indefinitely, regardless of the age of the information. The passage 
of the Kyl Amendment (Section 3161 of the National Defense Authorization Act for FY 1999, approved in October 1998,) indicates a more 
restrictive policy on release of this kind of information. This amendment required the Department of Energy and the Archivist of the United 
States to develop a plan to guard against the inadvertent release of records containing restricted and formerly restricted data. Pursuant to this 
objective Department of Energy representatives have re-reviewed many previously released records in the National Archives and in 
presidential libraries, including the Eisenhower Library. So far, the impact has not been as negative for the library as it could have been, but 
in all likelihood any nuclear weapons-related documents not yet reviewed will be subjected to closer scrutiny by agency personnel. 

The library staff faces much unfinished declassification business. Thousands of pages scanned for RAC are still pending action. Plans are 
currently being made to seek agency assistance in declassifying at least portions of the 134,000 pages of multiple agency equity documents 
set aside during the library's systematic review.(16) The library also holds a few bodies of security-classified material that are more recent in 
origin and involve complex issues. These too, will require agency assistance. The Papers of Robert Anderson, secretary of the treasury from 
1958 to January 1961, document Anderson's work as special ambassador charged with negotiating a Panama Canal treaty from 1963 to 1974. 
This file contains a few thousand pages of State Department and White House cables, memoranda, memoranda of conversations, reports and 
intelligence data. The personal papers of Gerard C. Smith include a file of memoranda and notes regarding nuclear nonproliferation issues 
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during the Jimmy Carter administration. On a more positive note, the staff is currently processing the Papers of Edward Lilly, historian for 
the OWI and later for the Joint Chiefs of Staff during World War II and the postwar years. Dr. Lilly's files contain a rich body of information 
on the OWI, the Psychological Strategy Board and other psychological warfare matters during World War II and the Cold War. Review of the 
World War II material is ongoing, and to date virtually all of it is being declassified. 

Declassification at the Dwight D. Eisenhower Library will continue for many years to come. The library staff expects that a solid core of 
documentation, perhaps fifty to seventy-five thousand pages, will be withheld following mandatory, systematic and/or RAC review and will 
remain classified for years to come. Some of these materials can accurately be termed "daisy documents," because all of us are likely to be 
"pushing up daisies" before they will be released. But even as the library staff winds down the intensive review begun in late 1995, scholars 
visiting the library will benefit from the cumulative results of their efforts as well as the results of actions taken on mandatory declassification 
requests and continuing returns from the RAC program. Research is now feasible at the Eisenhower Library on most subjects of interest to 
historians, including those relating to intelligence, nuclear weapons, and U.S. relations with NATO. Many subjects that are not as popular, 
such as environmental, organizational and cultural topics and various other issues from the 1960s and World War II, can also be studied 
fruitfully at the Eisenhower Library. Some subject areas, while perhaps not totally off limits, will remain difficult for years to come. 
Examples include United States covert operations, specifics on the design, manufacture and deployment of nuclear weapons, specifics on 
communications intelligence and on cryptanalysis, and many details and concepts involving the continuity of government. 

The library staff encourages the public, including not only established scholars but beginning students, to use its resources. We urge 
prospective researchers to contact the library so that our staff can provide advice on the availability of materials on specified topics, discuss 
classification and any other access problems, and explain procedures for conducting research in our holdings. Anyone interested in knowing 
more about the holdings of the Dwight D. Eisenhower Library should contact the library at: 

Dwight D. Eisenhower Library 
200 SE 4th Street  
Abilene, KS 67410  
Toll Free 1-877-RINGIKE (Will remain the same when new telephones are installed)  
Commercial: 785-263-4751 (Will change when new telephones are installed in October)  
FAX 785-263-4218 (Will change when new telephones are installed in October)  
e-mail-eisenhower.library@nara.gov  
Website: http://eisenhower.archives.gov 

We recommend that prospective users examine the library's website. This site includes general information on research procedures, hours of 
operation, reproduction fees, travel, lists of local dining and lodging facilities, a research application, and the texts of finding aids to many of 
our major collections of presidential papers, White House office files and personal papers. These finding aids can be searched individually 
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online by use of key words. 

Please feel free to contact the library staff. We will be glad to answer any questions you may have and to assist you in planning research 
projects. 

David Haight is an archivist at the Dwight D. Eisenhower Presidential Library 
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25th Annual U.S. Foreign Affairs Doctoral Dissertations List 

By Edward A. Goedeken 

 
SECTION I 

FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

A.  Arms Control, Arms Race, and Antiwar Efforts 
 
Chambliss, Barbara Bowes.  “Contemporary Women Peacemakers: The Hidden Side of 

Peacemaking,” Fielding Graduate Institute, 2002 (WOMEN’S STUDIES), ISBN 
0-493-69421-8, Nov. 2002. 

 
Handler, Joshua Martin.  “A Funny Thing Happened on the Way to Ratification: U.S. 

Strategic Nuclear Arms Control Policy, 1963-2000,” Princeton University, 2003 
(PS), ISBN 0-493-86623-X, Apr. 2003. 

 
Isbell, James Hamilton.  “The U.S. Military and the Arms Control Process, 1963-1972,” 

University of Alabama, 2002, ISBN 0-493-95666-2, Je. 2003. 
 
McCormack, Suzanne Kelley.  “Good Politics is Doing Something: Independent 

Diplomats and Anti-War Activists in the Vietnam-Era Peace Movement. A 
Collective Biography,” Boston College, 2002, ISBN 0-493-62923-8, Oct. 2002. 

 
Oh, Wei Nam.  “Changes and Continuity in U.S. Efforts at Nuclear Non-Proliferation 

from 1945 to 2000: Preventing Nuclear Flows into Korea,” Fletcher School of 
Law and Diplomacy, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-92441-8, May 2003. 

 
Tacosa, Corliss Anne.  “Politics, Advanced Technology, and the Comprehensive Test 

Ban Treaty,” Old Dominion University, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-77651-6, Feb. 
2003. 

 
Valentino, Benjamin Andrew.  “Final Solutions: The Causes of Mass Killing and 

Genocide,” Massachusetts Institute of Technology (PS), n.o.n., Jl. 2002. 
 

 
B. Congress 

 
Ansah-Birikorang, Robert.  “A Case Study of the Role of the African Affairs Sub-

Committee of the House Foreign Affairs Committee in Shaping United States 
Foreign Policy towards South Africa, 1981-1992,” Howard University, 2002 (PS), 
ISBN 0-493-85742-7, Apr. 2003. 

 



Lopez, Nancy Lynn.  “Allowing Fears to Overwhelm Us: A Re-Examination of the 
House Special Committee on Un-American Activities, 1938-1944,” Rice 
University, 2002, ISBN 0-493-61547-4, Sept. 2002. 

 
 

C. Domestic Groups, Organizations, and Politics 
 
Labat, Sean Joseph.  “Creating Consensus: Chicago and United States Foreign Relations 

during the Early Cold War, 1945-1950,” University of Illinois at Chicago, 2002, 
ISBN 0-493-62222-5, Sept. 2002. 

 
Nisley, Thomas Jay.  “Democracy Promotion and U.S. Foreign Policy: The Role of 

Domestic Norms,” University of Florida, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-85141-0, Apr. 
2003. 

 
O’Gara, Matthew.  “Ethnic Mobilization and U.S. National Interest: Cuban, Irish, and 

Jewish Lobbies and American Foreign Policy,” University of Southern California, 
2000 (PS), ISBN 0-493-54977-3, Aug. 2002. 

 
Wright, Elisse Yvette.  “Birds of a Different Feather: African American Support for the   

Vietnam War in the Johnson Years, 1965-1969,” Ohio State University, 2002, 
ISBN 0-493-74896-2, Jan. 2003. 

 
 

D. Education 
 
Campbell, Roy Bennett.  “A Humbling in Hunan: Yale-in-China and the Rise of Student 

Consciousness, 1917-1927,” Florida State University, 2002, ISBN 0-493-72947-
X, Dec. 2002. 

 
Dull, Laura Jeanette.  “The Americans are Coming: Reverend Leon H. Sullivan’s 

Teachers for Africa Program in Peki, Ghana,” New York University, 2003 (ED), 
ISBN 0-493-90890-0, May 2003. 

 
McCarty, Diane Mary.  “A National Survey of Elementary Principals’ Response to the 

Events of September 11, 2001,” University of Northern Iowa, 2002 (ED), ISBN 
0-493-89013-0, Apr. 2003. 

 
Plantan, Frank, Jr.  “Multidisciplinary Approaches, Disciplinary Boundaries, and 

Institutional Response in American Higher Education: A History of International 
Relations as a Field of Study,” University of Pennsylvania, 2002 (ED), ISBN 0-
493-57836-6, Aug. 2002. 

 
Truong, Dongphuong Nhu.  “Successes, Challenges and Difficulties Experienced by 

American Students while on Fulbright Scholarships in China and Vietnam,” 
Virginia Commonwealth University, 2002 (ED), ISBN 0-493-69743-8, Nov. 



2002. 
 

 
E. Environment 

 
Burgiel, Stanley Ware.  “Negotiating the Trade-Environment Frontier: Biosafety and 

Intellectual Property Rights in International Policy-Making,” American 
University, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-82825-7, Mar. 2003. 

 
Davenport, Deborah Saunders.  “To Save the World: Global Environmental Negotiations 

and the Effectiveness of Agreement,” Emory University, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-
74458-4, Jan. 2003. 

 
Dimitrov, Radoslav Savov.  “Science and International Environmental Regime 

Formation: The Informational Requirements of Cooperation,” University of 
Minnesota, 2002 (PS), ISBN o-493-71211-9, Dec. 2002. 

 
Jones, Kevin B.  “Making Clean Air Markets Work: Lessons from the Regulation of Acid 

Rain in the United States and the European Union,” Rensselaer Polytechnic 
Institute, 2002 (BA), ISBN 0-493-92007-2, May 2003. 

 
F. Foreign Aid 

 
Erb, Gwyn Marie Vaughn.  “Does Democratic Aid Make the Grade? The Impact of U.S.-

Sponsored, University-Level Academic Exchange with Post-Soviet States,” 
University of Iowa, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-94609-8, Je. 2003. 

 
Momani, Bessma.  “The Role of the International Monetary Fund in American Foreign 

Economic Policy toward Egypt, 1985-1998,” University of Western Ontario 
(Canada), 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-612-68097-5, Nov. 2002. 

 
 

G. Human Rights 
 
Barratt, Bethany Amal.  “Aiding or Abetting: The Comparative Role of Human Rights in 

Foreign Aid Decisions,” University of California, Davis, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-
84107-5, Mar. 2003. 

 
Callaway, Rhonda Lynn.  “Is the Road to Hell Paved with Good Intentions? The Effect of 

U.S. Foreign Assistance and Economic Policy on Human Rights,” University of 
North Texas, 2001 (PS), ISBN 0-493-84697-2, Mar. 2003. 

 
Morris, Shawn Michelle.  “Development and Human Rights at the United  Nations 

Development Programme and the World Bank,” University of Denver, 2002 (PS), 
ISBN 0-493-64802-X, Oct. 2002. 

 



Tsutsui, Kiyoteru.  “Global Human Rights and Ethnic Social Movements in the 
Contemporary World,” Stanford University, 2002 (SO), ISBN 0-493-87630-8, 
Apr. 2003. 

 
Walker, Scott Edward.  “Does Cultural Heterogeneity Lead to Lower Levels of Regime 

Respect for Basic Human Rights?” University of North Texas, 2002 (PS), ISBN 
0-493-96674-9, Je. 2003. 

 
 

H. Immigration and Refugees 
 
Bouchard, Geneviève.  “Field Officer Discretion in the Implementation Process: 

Immigration Policy in Canada, Quebec and the United States,” McMaster 
University (Canada), 2001 (PS), ISBN 0-612-72242-2, Mar. 2003. 

 
Gordon, Anna Pegler.  “In Sight of America: Photography and U.S. Immigration Policy, 

1880-1930,” University of Michigan, 2002 (AS), ISBN 0-493-73463-5, Jan. 2003. 
 
Hunt, Valerie Faye.  “When Institutional Boundaries Meet New Political Ideas: Congress, 

Courts, and U.S. Immigration Policy Process, 1947-1998,” University of 
Washington, 2002 (PS), n.o.n., Feb. 2003. 

 
Newton, Lina Yvette.  “Constructing the Immigrant Ideal: Political Rhetoric and the 

Social Construction of Target Groups in the 1986 Immigration Reform and 
Control Act and the 1996 Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant 
Responsibility Act,” University of California, Irvine, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-
62341-8, Sept. 2002. 

 
Qin, Yucheng.  “Six Companies Diplomacy: Chinese Merchants and Late Qing Policy 

toward Exclusion, 1848-1911,” University of Iowa, 2002, ISBN 0-493-67122-6, 
Nov. 2002. 

 
Ross, James Collins.  “Talking Immigration: A Rhetorical Analysis of U.S. Senate 

Debates, 1924-1965-1996,” University of Colorado at Boulder, 2002 (PS), ISBN 
0-493-57376-3, Aug. 2002. 

 
Thomas, Lorrin Reed.  “Citizens on the Margins: Puerto Rican Migrants in New York 

City, 1917-1960,” University of Pennsylvania, 2002, ISBN 0-493-70408-6, Nov. 
2002. 

 
I.  Individuals 

 
Malloy, Sean Langdon.  “The Reluctant Warrior: Henry L. Stimson and the Crisis of 

Industrial Civilization,” Stanford University, 2002, ISBN 0-493-87516-6, Apr. 
2003. 

 



Ray, Nathan Timothy.  “His Biggest Asset: George Bush’s Pre-Vice Presidential Career, 
1970-1977,” Texas A&M University, 2002, ISBN 0-493-65132-2, Oct. 2002. 

 
Selya, Rena Elisheva.  “Salvador Luria’s Unfinished Experiment: The Public Life of a 

Biologist in a Cold War Democracy,” Harvard University, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-
493-65857-2, Oct. 2002. 

 
 

J. Intelligence 
 
 

K. International Law 
Becker, Douglas John.  “To Punish the Guilty: The Emerging Norm of International 

Criminal Prosecution,” University of Connecticut, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-78004-
1, Feb. 2003. [War crimes] 

 
Guerra, Stephen J.  “Going Coastal: The U.S. Freedom of Navigation Program as a Test 

of International Law’s Relevance to Security Affairs,” Georgetown University, 
2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-89366-0, May 2003. 

 
Zasloff, Jonathan Mark.  “Law and the Shaping of American Foreign Policy: From the 

Gilded Age to the New Era,” Harvard University, 2002, ISBN 0-493-66013-5, 
Oct. 2002. 

 
L. International Organizations 

 
Hammond, Leslie Ann.  “The British Progressive Contribution to the League of Nations 

Ideal,” University of Pittsburgh, 2001, ISBN 0-493-51530-5, Jl. 2002. 
 
Howard, Lisa Morjé.  “Learning to Keep the Peace? United Nations Multidimensional 

Peacekeeping in Civil Wars,” University of California, Berkeley, 2001 (PS), 
ISBN 0-493-58366-1, Aug. 2002. 

 
Lake, James Conrad Scott.  “The Challenges of Post-Cold War Peacekeeping,” State 

University of New York at Buffalo, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-81912-6, Feb. 2003. 
 
Leskiw, Christopher Scott.  “Sown for Peace? International Organizations and Interstate 

Conflict,” Vanderbilt University, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-91793-4, May 2003. 
 
Quattrone, Anthony Michael.  “Organizational Commitment within International Military 

Headquarters of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,” Walden University, 
2002 (BA), ISBN 0-493-88139-5, Apr. 2003. 

 
Pushkina, Darya.  “United Nations Peacekeeping in Civil Wars: Conditions for Success,” 

University of Maryland, 2002 (PS), ISBN 0-493-90306-2, May 2003. 
 



 
M. International Trade and Economics 

 
Anastakis, Dimitry.  “Auto Pact: Business and Diplomacy in the Creation of a Borderless 

North American Auto Industry, 1945-1971,” York University (Canada), 2002, 
ISBN 0-612-72023-3, Mar. 2003. 

 
Bayerl, Elizabeth.  “USAID Projects in the Former Soviet Union: Policy Case Studies,” 

Boston University, 2002 (SO), ISBN 0-493-57037-3, Aug. 2002. 
 
Bisnath, Savitri.  “The WTO and Liberalisation of Trade in Services: Development, 
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