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Intellectual Agenda and Reflection on the Portfolio
My interest in studying history began as an undergraduate in college, where I majored in both history and political science.   Though history was my first academic love, I also became instilled with a passion for public service and after graduating from college, I immediately went to graduate school to pursue a Master’s degree in national security studies.  From there, I worked for a decade in government service.  But I never forgot about history.  I often sought personal enrichment in the field of history by reading biographies and history books voraciously, collecting historic artifacts, and attending local lectures and exhibits on historical topics of interest.  But it was always as an outsider, a non-historian.  Eventually I realized that I wanted to pursue my interest in history on a deeper level: as a producer of historical work rather than simply as a consumer.

I would very much like to one day help foster a love of history that many of my teachers, both here at Duke and in other schools and institutions, have helped foster in me.  I have no regrets about the time I spent outside the academic environment, and I believe that my professional experience has helped hone my analytical, research, and writing skills, provided me with greater maturity and professionalism, and has helped facilitate my graduate studies at Duke University.  I feel I have acquired better self-discipline and work habits, more experience in goal-oriented and independent activities, and a solid understanding of “how the real world works” – which I hope I can transmit to students.
I plan to structure the remaining portion of my intellectual agenda around the contents of my portfolio fields because I believe these show my intellectual progress to date as well as my academic trajectory as I begin research on my dissertation.
United States History, 1848 to the Present (Major Field)

This field is intended to be a very broad, overarching field of study that helps unify all the others; it will focus primarily on American social and political history and will cover from 1848 to the present.  I offer a research paper, a historiographic essay, a syllabus, and a book review for my major field.
The research paper is entitled “Prostitution as a ‘Military Necessity’: The Politics of Imperialism and Masculinity during the American Occupation of the Philippines, 1898-1918” and represents what I hope will eventually become a portion of my dissertation.  I wrote this paper in spring 2008 in a class with Claudia Koonz and had the opportunity to present a portion of it at a joint faculty-graduate student conference at Duke, where it seemed to be well-received.  In this paper, I begin to present some of my ideas on how and why the U.S. Army regulated the sexuality of soldiers and their sexual partners during the American occupation of the Philippines.  While the complete dissertation topic was not fully formed when I wrote this paper, it does begin indicate the direction in which I would like to take my dissertation.  I also think this is the best written and most advanced conceptually of the three research papers in my portfolio.  When compared with the two earlier research papers in my portfolio, I believe this paper helps demonstrate the intellectual growth I have experienced over the course of my time at Duke.
Both the historiographic essay and the book review emerged from Dr. Chafe’s class on twentieth century social movements.  The historiographic essay attempts to synthesize how three twentieth century American social movements – the women’s rights, civil rights, and gay rights movements – established themselves as movements and sought to realize their goals with the goal of achieving a broader understanding of modern social movements.  The book review is on Alice Echols’ Daring to Be Bad: Radical Feminism in America, 1967-1975, discussing an important subset of feminist organizations within the women’s rights movement.  While my dissertation will likely not address directly the concerns of the specific social movements discussed in the essay and book review, my topic is very much concerned with issues of race, class, gender, and sexuality, and the roles that institutions play in shaping these issues.
Lastly, the syllabus is for a course titled “American Colonies, American Nation: U.S. History to 1877;” it is designed as the first half of the traditional two-part survey course on United States history.  To the extent that it is possible to do so, I have attempted to inject more creativity and a slightly different focus than might be the norm for this extremely “traditional” course.  My goals were twofold: first, to help students explore the rich diversity of the lives of the people who lived in what became the United States, presenting U.S. history as an epic drama full not merely of victories and triumphs, but also of tragedies, hardships and unfulfilled dreams.  This may begin to subvert – in a positive sense – the traditional metanarrative with which most students will enter the course.  Second, I sought to expose students to a range of interesting primary sources relevant to the period rather than simply employ yet another dreary introductory history textbook.  I believe that this would result in a richer, more interesting version of a course that many college freshmen find themselves obligated to take.
Military History (Minor Field)

This field is intended as a broad, traditional military history field that should help establish my credibility as a military historian, both of “traditional” military history as well as the “new military history” and “war and society” approaches.  I am submitting two research papers, two book reviews, and a historiographic essay that covers all the books on my military history reading list for this minor field.

In some ways, the two research papers offered for this field (“The Volunteers of 1898: Identity, Motivations, and Attitudes at the Dawn of an Age of American Empire” and “The Sailors of 1898: Identity, Motivations, and Experiences of Naval Enlisted Personnel at the Dawn of an Age of American Empire”) represent a conceptual – though not necessarily methodological – dead-end during my intellectual development here at Duke.  I wrote these two companion pieces as part of my first foray into both a kind of social history as well as the “new military history.”  My goal was to begin to explore, perhaps even recapture, the social history (both compositional and experiential) of two groups that have not been widely explored by other scholars: that of enlisted soldiers and sailors around the turn of the century.  The time frame is important because it was around this period in which the U.S. Army and Navy both underwent tremendous institutional and technological changes.  They also received new mandates as part of the United States’ initial forays onto the world stage and as an imperial power.  These papers provided me with the impetus to begin archival research, and the second paper gave me the opportunity to present my first work-in-progress at a conference (the 2007 Naval History Symposium at Annapolis, Maryland), so they did provide foundational opportunities for my growth as a scholar.  Having said all that, despite the wide body of literature that is being produced on identity and experience (both individual and collective), I am not at all sure that I am comfortable in continuing to write on “identity” as I conceived of it in these papers.  I have begun to see how delicately and nuanced the subject of identity must be treated in historical scholarship, and while I will inevitably turn to it again in my dissertation, I want to do it in a way that treats it with the subtleties it requires.  These papers are interesting (and, for me, useful) intellectual exercises, but they are not, as I once believed they might be, the subject around which I would like to build a dissertation.  I do not regret having written either piece, but I also do not see myself continuing down the path that these first two steps started to take me.

The historiographic essay was one that Dr. Roland encouraged me to write, and it has provided me with a ready-made excuse to essentially write lengthy annotations describing key themes and arguments for the entirety of my military history reading list.  This will, I suspect, prove to be an invaluable document as I move forward with my career and am asked to teach on the seminal works of military history

Gender and War (Minor Field)

This second minor field strives to bridge what many see as the divide between issues of war and those of gender.  One of my primary areas of interest in gender studies is the examination of masculinity: what it is, how it develops, and how it has been deployed by individuals and institutions.  The military sphere is, I believe, an ideal laboratory for studying masculinity, and both my work to date and my dissertation project as a whole will delve into this area in much greater detail.

I am offering an annotated syllabus and three book reviews for my gender and war minor field.  The annotated syllabus has been designed for a course titled “The American Soldier: A Cultural and Social History.”  The course uses the idea of the American soldier as a lens to view different periods of U.S. history from a broad social and cultural history perspective.  The class focuses on the experiences, attitudes, and motivations of the enlisted soldiers and officers themselves, rather than on the military as an institution or on the conflicts in which the United States has engaged.  The course examines how American society influenced its soldiers and how the soldiers influenced American society in turn.  The course will examine a variety of topics not covered in many “traditional” military histories, including issues related to race, class, gender, and sexuality.  Examples will include issues related to segregation and the experience of minorities in the military; racialized warfare, particularly in the context of the Pacific Theater in WWII; and the issues of women and homosexuality in the military.  In many ways, this course explores some of the issues I will examine in my dissertation, and I very much hope to one day have the opportunity to teach a course like this one.
History of Sexuality (Outside Field)

I should begin by stating that I do not consider the history of sexuality to be an “outside” field, in anything but a purely administrative sense.  On the contrary, the study of the history of sexuality is at the heart of my research interests and dissertation topic.  The readings I have done in this field and the papers I have written for it are central to the directions in which I plan to take my dissertation.
I am submitting two historiographic essays as the components of this field.  The first is titled “Total Institutions and the Use and Regulation of Sexuality: A Review of the Historiography in Four Case Studies.”  It is an extremely long piece (about 17,000 words) I developed while taking an independent study course with Pete Sigal that is concerned with the concept of the total institutions and how they have used and regulated the sexuality of their members.  The paper uses an extremely diverse set of historical case studies – medieval monastic orders, the U.S. military, boarding schools, and the Third Reich – to explore how total institutions have attempted to create new sexual identities.  Both the concept of the total institution and the U.S. military case study should play fundamental roles in my dissertation.  I would ultimately like to streamline this piece and attempt to have a portion of it published.

The second historiographic essay is a shorter piece that attempts to synthesize about a dozen books and a handful of articles about masculinity, particularly as it has developed in the United States.  This conceptual exploration of how various historians have examined masculinity and applied it to the case of the United States will be useful in my dissertation.  In part, I plan to explore how masculinity was perceived by and developed within the U.S. Army, so this essay will help me lay the groundwork for that portion of my larger project.
Dissertation Prospectus

I truly feel that I have selected a dissertation project that allows me to integrate all of my four fields into a coherent whole.  My project began as a way for me to make sense of a set of diverse academic interests: the United States; military history; masculinity and related issues of gender and sexuality; and powerful social institutions that dominate the lives of individuals.  It was this latter interest – what Erving Goffman has called “total institutions”
 – that provided me the means to unite what might initially appear as disparate topics of research.  Methodologically, I envision the dissertation as a social history of an institution (the U.S. Army) and the individuals who constituted it (soldiers) and those who were affected by it (their civilian sexual partners).  My goal is to approach the project from a dual-track perspective: first, from the institution’s perspective, i.e., what it was attempting to accomplish by regulating and manipulating sexuality and how it went about doing so.  And second, how the institution’s regulation of sexuality was perceived, received, and subverted by soldiers and their sexual partners.  Neither approach would provide a comprehensive picture in isolation, but by integrating the two, I believe I can shed light on an area of research that has not yet been explored by either a military historian or a historian of gender and sexuality.  My training at Duke has, I believe, placed me in a unique position to do so.
Teacher and Colleague
It is very important to me that I continue to grow not only as a scholar but also as a teacher and mentor of students as well as a professional colleague of my fellow historians and historians-in-training here at Duke.  I have had the opportunity to grade for four classes thus far, and found those to be invaluable experiences.  Those experiences have afforded me the ability to interact with students in developing drafts of their papers and provide feedback on their efforts.  Being a grader has also allowed me to observe professors in action as they teach undergraduate students, which has been an extremely useful pedagogical exercise for me.  This semester, I have received my first opportunity to be a Teaching Assistant in Edward Balleisen’s course on U.S. business history.  I was unsure whether or not I would actually enjoy teaching before I began, but I was extremely pleased and not a little surprised to find that I have very much enjoyed the experience of teaching students.  This is likely due in large part to the excellence of this group of students, who seem to be very bright and engaged with the material, but thus far teaching has proved to be an exhilarating experience.  For the first time, I can actually see teaching as a real possibility in my future.  I will continue to build my nascent teaching skills and I hope to have additional opportunities to be a Teaching Assistant in upcoming semesters.  I also plan to apply for a Bass Advanced Teaching Fellowship, perhaps teaching the “American Soldier: A Cultural and Social History” course described in my Gender and War field.  When I do have the opportunity to teach my own classes, I suspect that I will find myself turning to the reading lists in the portfolio, as they contain what I believe to be the central texts around which courses in my fields could be constructed.
I have had the opportunity to present two of my own research papers at conferences, one at Duke and one at the U.S. Naval Academy.  These proved to be invaluable experiences and I am in the process of submitting several other prospective conference papers for review at other academic fora.  I was able to provide commentary on a conference paper at the Triangle Institute for Security Studies (TISS) conference in fall 2008, which was also a tremendous learning opportunity.  Additionally, I am now one of the graduate student organizers of the History of the Military, War and Society Seminar Series jointly sponsored by the Duke, UNC, and NC State history departments.  I hope to have additional opportunities to get involved in other seminars, events, and activities now that I have completed my coursework.  Lastly, I am a member of three historical associations and I look forward to keeping up with current scholarship and attending more academic conferences in the future.
Conclusion

Where do I see myself heading as prepare to defend my portfolio in spring 2009?  Assuming my defense goes well, I plan to spend the summer continuing the basic research that I have thus far conducted at the National Archives in Washington, DC and College Park, Maryland as well as the Military History Institute in Carlisle, Pennsylvania.  I have applied for a number of research grants, and will continue to do so as additional opportunities present themselves.  My goal is to spend the bulk of my fourth year in graduate school in archival research, further refining my prospectus all the while, then turning to dissertation writing in my fifth year.

I have been significantly challenged and encouraged by the members of my committee, my other professors, and my fellow graduate students during my studies at Duke University.  I came to Duke as a student interested in working hard to fulfill my dream of becoming a historian, but also as someone who had not taken a college course in a decade.  I had – and still have – a great deal to learn.  But with the advice and guidance of my committee members and other professors, and with the positive examples of my fellow graduate students, I think I have come a long way in the last two and a half years.  I believe that the various components of my portfolio showcase the breadth and depth of my scholarship to date: from social history to traditional military history to the study of gender and sexuality, as well as the path for future research on which I have set for myself.  I very much look forward to continuing my academic journey.
� I think as a first step toward publication, I would excise the Third Reich case study, which is interesting and was a useful exercise to write, but may do too much damage to Goffman’s concept of the total institution.


� See my historiographic essay “Total Institutions and the Use and Regulation of Sexuality: A Review of the Historiography in Four Case Studies” in the history of sexuality field for a much deeper discussion of my understanding of total institutions.
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