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Transatlantic History: Locating and Naming an Emergent Field of Study

Kenyon Zimmer

What is transatlantic history, and why do we need it? After all, we are currently neck-deep in the
“transnational turn” within the humanities, while the established and overlapping fields of Atlantic,
world, and global history all deal with subject matter relating to “the interconnectedness of human
experience and cross-cultural encounters of Europe, Africa, and the Americas (North and South)
from 1500 to the present” (to quote Traversea’s own definition of transatlantic history). Does
adding yet another historiographical field benefit or simply confuse our understanding of the past?
| suggest that transatlantic history is not only an immensely fruitful and illuminating framework,
but that it already exists as burgeoning field of scholarship, albeit one that is generally
unacknowledged as such — even by many of its practitioners. My goal in this article is therefore to
outline the contours of transatlantic history and to identify just some of the many extant works that
fit within its parameters.

Both transatlantic history and the much more widely recognized field of Atlantic history share
common origins and characteristics. As a self-conscious field of historical research, Atlantic
history can be traced to the decade following the end of the Second World War in 1945 and the
formation of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in 1949, as a quest for the historical
origins of the postwar “Atlantic community” or “Atlantic civilization.”* However, one of the great
ironies of Atlantic history is that the very events that focused twentieth-century historians’
attention on the interconnectedness of the early modern Atlantic — two global wars and the western
Cold War alliance — were deemed by most of those same historians to fall outside of the
chronological framework of the field. The “Atlantic world” (or in many cases, “worlds”) with
which the overwhelming majority of Atlantic scholarship is concerned resides solely within the
period from 1492 until roughly 1800 or 1820, though many of these studies end anywhere between
1774, with the onset of the age of “national” revolutions, and 1888, with the final abolition of
slavery in the Western Hemisphere. The subsequent modern era, it is implied (though rarely
stated), was defined by the hegemony of nation-states and the expansion of imperial and capitalist
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integration, and therefore belongs to the realm of national and world history.? A few histories of
the early modern Atlantic, however, extend all the way to 1900, 1920, or even 1927.3

But the end of the early modern era also marked the beginning of a century of steam-powered
transatlantic travel and the laying the transatlantic telegraph and telephone lines, which together
dwarfed the earlier epoch’s traffic of migrants, goods, and information across the Atlantic. It is
true, as many Atlantic historians suggest, that this age of industrialization and “proletarian mass
migrations™* gave rise to a very different system of political, economic, and social connections
between Africa, Europe, and the Americas than had characterized the early modern Atlantic. But
this new world was, arguably, no less centered on the Atlantic than its predecessor. At the very
least, the Atlantic continued to function as the primary conduit for many goods, migrant groups,
and ideas.

A few Atlantic historians explicitly concede this point. In one fairly early survey of the field,
Michael Jiménez and Marcus Rediker argue that “the Americas, Africa, and Europe have
composed a ‘regional system’ from the late fifteenth century to the present,” and “the ‘modern’
era remains a crucial, and growing arena for Atlantic History.”® Jack P. Greene and Philip D.
Morgan likewise propose that the existing terminus point of Atlantic history is completely
arbitrary, and “[w]herever the Atlantic remains a vital, even a privileged arena of exchange among
the four continents surrounding it, Atlantic history can still be a useful tool of analysis.”®
Nevertheless, very few self-identified works of Atlantic history actually extend up through the
twentieth century.’

The most coherent argument in favor of writing the history of “A Long Atlantic in a Wider
World” comes from migration historian Donna Gabaccia’s contribution to the inaugural issue of
the journal Atlantic Studies. Gabaccia contends that, although the early modern Atlantic
characterized by European imperialism and African slavery did come to an end in the early
nineteenth century, “the very changes that undermined the earlier Atlantic ‘world” were creating a
new Atlantic, with a new geography, and place in the world.” This formation was characterized by
a new, industrial “Atlantic economy,” mass transatlantic migrations, intellectual and political
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exchanges, and pan-African and anti-colonial struggles. While some of these elements did not
survive the First World War and Great Depression, the onset of the so-called “American Century”
and the creation of the Cold War “Atlantic Community” ushered in a new phase of Atlantic-
centered connections.® In other words, even though what J. R. McNeill suggestively called “the
old Atlantic world” came to an end, it remains analytically valid to, in Karen Kupperman’s words,
“think Atlantically” even when studying the late nineteenth and twentieth century. In fact, Mary
Nolan’s recent book has rechristened the entire period from 1890 to 2010 The Transatlantic
Century, and offers a further refined periodization of waxing and waning (northern) Atlantic
connections.®

The subtle distinction between “Atlantic” and “transatlantic” is, however, important and useful.
Hundreds of works of “Atlantic history” now exist, and all but a few focus on the early modern
period or, to coin a term, the “first” Atlantic world. It seems unreasonable, at this late date, to
retroactively redefine Atlantic history to include the subsequent “second” and “third” Atlantic
worlds — and perhaps even a fourth, contemporary one, observable in phenomena such as the
interlinked mass protest movements against neoliberal economic entities like the World Trade
Organization, World Bank, and International Monetary Fund that began in the 1990s, and the
spread of the Occupy movement, in its many forms, throughout Europe and the Mediterranean
following the occupation of Zuccotti Park in September 2011.1° What | propose, therefore, is that
we conceive of Atlantic history and transatlantic history as historiographical units of two different
scales: Atlantic history, retaining its conventional temporal framework, encompasses studies of
only the “first,” early modern Atlantic world, whereas transatlantic history embraces both the early
modern period and all successive “Atlantic worlds” and transatlantic connections. Put another way,
just as Atlantic history is often defined as a subfield or specialization of transnational or world
history, it can also be regarded as a particular subcategory of the field of transatlantic history,
which has no chronological end point.

Of course, transatlantic history has no claim to universality. As is the case with any choice of
analytical framework and unit of analysis, adopting a transatlantic perspective has what Peter A.
Coclanis calls “opportunity costs”: you risk excluding or ignoring relevant data that do not fit
neatly within your chosen schema. But, as Greene and Morgan point out, “a web of connections
outside of the Atlantic world always existed...Nevertheless, there was an intensity of interaction
and activity within the Atlantic world that still merits focused attention.”** Accordingly, a
translatlantic framework only makes sense for topics characterized by “an intensity of interaction
and activity” centered on or across the Atlantic Ocean.

In one of the few attempts to define the field, Steven Reinhardt and Dennis Reinhartz contend
that “[t]ransatlantic history is a field of study defined primarily by its conceptual approach, which
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focuses on the interconnectedness of human experience over the centuries in the Atlantic
Basin...[I]t is problem oriented and dedicated to analyzing the dynamic process of encounter and
interchange among the peoples on all sides of the Atlantic Ocean. Moreover, transatlantic history
is inherently interdisciplinary, transnational, and comparative in approach.”? It thus utilizes a
highly flexible range of methodologies, suited for analyzing macro- and micro-level phenomena.®
Peter Kruger further argues that transatlantic history should be viewed as a major category of
transnational history, as “it is doubtful...that national history may be transcended at random;”
rather, “a cautious scrutiny of relevant areas with important transnational linkages, thus
concentrating on the transatlantic realm, may prove useful...‘[T]ransatlantic’ may be seen as only
a specification, although arguably one of prime priority, of ‘transnational.””*

Here we must pause to address the potential tension that comes with including early modern
Atlantic history under the rubric of transnationalism; according to some historians, we cannot
speak of the “transnational” before the emergence of the modern nation-state. lan Tyrell, for
instance, argues that transnational history “concerns the period since the emergence of nation-
states as important phenomena in world history” in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.®
However, Tyrrell is in a distinct minority on this point. Of the six major scholars involved in The
American Historical Review’s much-cited 2006 “conversation” on transnational history, only
Chris Bayly expresses discomfort with the term “transnational” because “before 1850, large parts
of the globe were not dominated by nations so much as by empires, city-states, diasporas, etc.”
Sven Beckert, however, argues that transnational history is “an approach to history that focuses on
a whole range of connections that transcend politically bounded territories” — not just nation states
— “and connect various parts of the world to one another.” By the midpoint of this exchange, Bayly
declares himself a “convert” to the view that “transnational” is an appropriate term for describing
the early modern Atlantic.'® The monumental Palgrave Dictionary of Transnational History edited
by Akira Iriye and Pierre-Yves Saunier, although confined to the period “from the mid-19" century
to the present day,” defines transnational history as dealing with the “links and flows” of the
“people, ideas, products, processes and patterns that operate over, across, through, beyond, above,
under, or in-between polities and societies,” not just nation-states.}’ Additionally, Atlantic
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historians like David Armitage, Marcus Rediker, Jack P. Greene, and Philip D. Morgan all use the
term “transnational” to describe border crossings of the early modern era.*®

But how can the “transnational” precede the “national”? Scholars in other disciplines have been
much more attentive to this question than historians. German sociologist Thomas Faist insists that
the “term ‘trans-state’ makes more sense when describing ties that crisscross the borders of
sovereign states,” because even today “there exist not only nation-states constituted by a single
nation but also multinational states such as India, Belgium, Canada and, perhaps, Switzerland.”
“However,” he concedes, “this use of terminology is likely to create confusion because established
terms then acquire a new and different meaning...Therefore, while it is important to avoid
confusing ‘state’ and ‘nation’ it may suffice to point out the dilemma and continue using the
established terms.”*® Political scientist Jonathan Fox, in turn, notes that “transnational” is typically
defined “in common sense terms as ‘cross-border’ (and therefore, technically, ‘trans-state’),” and
his German colleague Rainer Baubok suggests, “[t]he problem here is that in most uses of the term,
the political unit that is transcended by institutions, actions, discourses or flows is not the nation,
but the state. It is certainly very common to regard nation and state as synonyms, but this stance
reflects...a statist bias that privileges claims to nationhood by entities established as sovereign
states over those of stateless nations and national minorities, and it ignores the nested constellations
of pluri-national democracies...If we wanted to avoid this implication, we could use the term
‘trans-state’ rather than ‘trans-national’. This solution would create some additional confusion,
however.”?° In other words, as historian Philip L. White observes, “[f]Jor many, perhaps most
people in the academic world, ‘nation state’ appears to have become a synonym for ‘sovereign
government.”?! This is clear in many other usages of the term “national,” as well. For instance,
scholars speak of international trade, international relations, national borders, gross national
product, and even “national history” in myriad instances where there is no proper “nation state.”

The substitution of “nation” for “state” is of course problematic, not only due to the
chronological confusion it creates, but also because it naturalizes and universalizes the “myth of
the ‘nation state,” an entity originally conceived of as a geographically bounded political unit
encompassing and representing a single (imagined) ethnically and culturally cohesive “nation.”
The problem here is twofold: first, it is likely that no perfectly demarcated nation-state has ever
existed, especially given the fact of human migration; second, as Faist and Baubok point out,
numerous imperial, multinational, and other non-“national” states have existed and continue to
exist. Philip L. White notes that, by some calculations, less than ten percent of member countries
of the United Nations could be considered “nation-states” in the literal, “ethnic” sense, and if every
“nation” had its own state the number of countries in the world would increase at least tenfold. In
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Page 81



VOL. 3 TRAVERSEA 2013

other words, if transnationalism applies only to genuine nation-states, it cannot be applied to most
contemporary cross-border phenomena, let alone those of centuries past. But, as many of the
scholars mentioned here note, the terminology of “transnationalism” is too deeply ingrained to
change. Therefore, White argues, “‘Nation’ ought to be construed again to mean not an ethnic
group, but a sovereign government, as it did — and does — in the United Nations.”?? This would,
for the most part, eliminate the ambiguities of the term “transnational” and its application to both
the modern and early modern eras.

Yet if transatlantic history is a category of transnational history, it is equally a category of
world or global history.? According to William H. McNeill, it is “part of a much larger
phenomenon, inasmuch as other bodies of navigable water also transmitted powerful and
transformative influences to the peoples along their shores and have done so form early prehistoric
times.”?* This does not mean that the Atlantic must be studied within the context of the entire
globe, but rather that the “Atlantic world” is one “world” (i.e. one densely interconnected macro-
region) among many that world historians may use as their unit of analysis. Alison Games’
description of Atlantic history is pertinent here: “Atlantic history is...a slice of world history. It is
a way of looking at global and regional processes within a contained unit, although that region
was not, of course, hermetically sealed off from the rest of the world, and thus was simultaneously
involved in transformations unique to the Atlantic and those derived from global processes.”?

However, we are still left with the question of whether or not there actually exists a body of
scholarship that can be accurately labeled transatlantic. Surprisingly, both the terminology and the
temporal framework of transatlantic history are at least as old as “Atlantic history.” In 1949
Norwegian historian, politician, and unorthodox Marxist Halvdan Koht published his celebratory
The American Spirit in Europe: A Survey of Transatlantic Influences, which traced America’s
intellectual, economic, and technological impact on Europe from the colonial era through its
ascension to “leadership of Western Civilization” in the twentieth century. It also, incidentally,
anticipated by a decade R. R. Palmer’s argument that the American Revolution precipitated the
European “Age of Revolutions.”?® Koht’s book was more prophetic than influential, however.
Whereas Atlantic histories began to multiply in the following decades, transatlantic histories did
not — except in West Germany, where historians struggling to come to terms with their own recent
past, and influenced by the Unites States’ prominent role in postwar West German politics and
academia, turned to exploring the longstanding relationship between America and Germany under
the rubric of “transatlantic history.”?’

The task of outlining the “Atlantic economy” (or “economies”) of the late nineteenth and early
twentieth century fell largely to historians of American immigration like Frank Thistlewaite and

22 White, “Globalization,” 279.

23 On the distinction between world and global history, see Bruce Mazlish, “Comparing Global History to World
History,” Journal of Interdisciplinary History 28 (1998): 385-95.

24 William H. McNeill, “Transatlantic History in World Perspective,” in Reinhardt and Reinhartz, Transatlantic
History, 4. See also Cafizares-Esguerra and Seeman, The Atlantic in Global History; Kupperman, The Atlantic in
World History; Donna R. Gabaccia and Dirk Hoerder, ed., Connecting Seas and Connected Ocean Rims: Indian,
Atlantic, and Pacific Oceans and China Seas Migrations from the 1830s to the 1930s (Leiden: Brill, 2011).

25 Alison Games, “Atlantic History: Definitions, Challenges, and Opportunities,” American Historical Review 111
(2006): 748. Emphasis in original.

26 Halvdan Koht, The American Spirit in Europe: A Survey of Transatlantic Influences (Philadelphia: University
of Philadelphia Press, 1949); R. R. Palmer, The Age of Democratic Revolution, vol. 1 (Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 1959).
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Page 82




VOL. 3 TRAVERSEA 2013

Dirk Hoerder. These scholars critiqued historian’s failure to pierce the Atlantic “salt-water curtain”
and investigate immigrants’ European origins, and recognized the Atlantic as an interconnected
zone within which the process of industrialization and economic integration created both the
dislocations that led to emigration and the demand for cheap workers that funneled migration
streams to sites of expanding industrial and extractive labor.?® Historians like Hoerder, Rudolf J.
Vecoli, Donna Gabaccia, Jose Moya, and Christiane Harzig subsequently transformed
“immigration history” into the interdisciplinary field of migration history, which gives equal place
to analysis of migrants’ sending societies as well as their receiving societies.?® Migration historians
later adopted the vocabulary of “transnationalism” from anthropologists studying contemporary
migrations, and placed what was initially touted as a novel characteristic of “post-modern”
migrants in its proper historical context.*

In the 1990s, as “globalization” became an academic buzzword, historians also set out to
historicize this phenomenon. Kevin H. O’Rourke and Jeffrey G. Williamson undertook one of the
most important such efforts, in their 1999 book Globalization and History. Measuring economic
“convergence” between industrialized countries, they found that the nineteenth-century “Atlantic
economy” was the site of an earlier phase of economic “globalization” lasting from roughly 1850
to 1914 — thereby indirectly confirming the arguments of Thistlewaite and Hoerder — before it
entered into a period of “deglobalization” that lasted until the end of the Second World War.3
Two other major works published in this decade established that the transatlantic convergences of
the late nineteenth and early twentieth century extended far beyond economics: Paul Gilroy’s The
Black Atlantic and Daniel T. Rodgers’ Atlantic Crossings.

Although both Gilroy and Rodgers borrowed from the by-then vogue terminology of Atlantic
history, both of their works fall well outside of the chronological limits of that field. Indeed,
although Gilroy’s book contributed to a proliferation of studies of both the early modern “black
Atlantic” and twentieth-century black internationalism, the former works ignore Gilroy’s
timeframe while the latter eschew his usage of the Atlantic as his organizational unit. Similarly,
whereas Rodgers’ path-breaking work profoundly shaped the emerging field of transnational
history, it has inspired surprisingly few historians of the modern era to explore his argument that
“the Atlantic functioned...less as a barrier than as a connective lifeline — a seaway for the

28 Frank Thistlewaite, “Migration from Europe Overseas in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries,” in A Century
of European Migrations, 1830-1930, ed. Rudolph J. Vecoli and Suzanne M. Sinke (Chicago: University of Illinois
Press, 1991), 17-57 (originally published 1960); Dirk Hoerder, ed., Labor Migration in the Atlantic Economies: The
European and North American Working Classes During the Period of Industrialization (Westport, CT: Greenwood
Press, 1985).

29 See, for instance, Rudolph J. Vecoli, “Contadini in Chicago: A Critique of The Uprooted,” Journal of American
History 51, no. 3 (December 1964): 404-17; Donna Gabaccia, Militants and Migrants: Rural Sicilians Become
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movement of people, goods, ideas, and aspirations” during what he termed “the Atlantic era in
social politics.”

Nevertheless, both the language and the approach of transatlantic history have increasingly
appeared in scholarship published over the last two decades, often, it seems, unconsciously or
arbitrarily. A survey of history books containing the term “transatlantic” in their titles and dealing
with the period beyond the 1820s uncovers a surprisingly large and growing body of literature. We
thus find self-identified transatlantic books on topics such as Protestantism and anti-Catholicism,
spiritualism, liberalism, feminism, anarchism, black activism, fascism, masculinity, marriage,
tourism, modernism, science and sociology, urban development, legal history, journalism, literary
celebrities, environmentalism, Italian architecture and British film, Americans in Paris, Greeks in
America, the transatlantic Statue of Liberty, and the transatlantic 1960s.>* Though almost none of

33 Rodgers, Atlantic Crossings, 1, 4.

34 Todd Webb, Transatlantic Methodists: British Wesleyanism and the Formation of an Evangelical Culture in
Nineteenth-century Ontario and Quebec (Montreal: McGill Queens University Press, 2013); Crawford Gribben,
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and the Invention of Empirical Social Research (New York: Bloomsbury, 2011); Christopher Klemek, The
Transatlantic Collapse of Urban Renewal: Postwar Urbanism from New York to Berlin (Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 2012); David M. Rabban, Law’s History: American Legal Thought and the Transatlantic Turn to
History (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012); Joel H. Weiner, The Americanization of the British Press,
1830s-1914: Speed in the Age of Transatlantic Journalism (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2011); Brenda R. Weber,
Women and Literary Celebrity in the Nineteenth Century: The Transatlantic Production of Fame and Gender (Surrey:
Ashgate, 2012); Marcus Hall, Earth Repair: A Transatlantic History of Environmental Restoration (Charlottesville:
University of Virginia Press, 2005); Paolo Scrivano, Building Transatlantic Italy: Architectural Dialogues With
Postwar America (Surry: Ashgate, 2013); Sarah Street, Transatlantic Crossings: British Feature Films in the USA
(New York: Continuum, 2002); Brooke L. Blower, Becoming Americans in Paris: Transatlantic Politics and Culture
between the World Wars (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011); lonna Laliotou, Transatlantic Subjects: Acts of
Migration and Cultures of Transnationalism between Greece and America (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
2004); Edward Berenson, The Statue of Liberty: A Transatlantic Story (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2012);
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these works clarify what they mean by “transatlantic” or place themselves in relation to one
another, they all fit within the definition of transatlantic history outlined above. Publishers have
also begun to launch book series in transatlantic history, including the Ashgate Series in 19th
Century Transatlantic Studies and ABC-CLIO’s encyclopedic Transatlantic Relations series.®
Moreover, in 1998 the University of Texas at Arlington established the first (and to date, only)
Ph.D. program specializing in Transatlantic History. The interdisciplinary journals Atlantic
Studies, established in 1994, and Journal of Transatlantic Studies, founded in 2003, as well as the
UTA graduate program’s own Traversea, founded in 2011, provide a further institutional basis
and forum for transatlantic research.

The preceding list, moreover, only includes scholarship that actually utilizes the term
“transatlantic;” a far greater number of works generated by the “transnational turn” are
transatlantic in form and content but not in name. This includes, for example, books on everything
from the pan-Atlantic roots and ramifications of the American Civil War to black internationalism
within the African diaspora;*® from Daniel Rodgers’ “Progressive Atlantic” to the revolutionary
networks of what Jose Moya has termed “Atlantic anarchism;”3’ from transatlantic migrations to
(and from) the Americas to the “Americanization of Europe;”*® from the “globalization” of Booker

Grzegorz Kosc, Clara Juncker, Sharon Montieth, and Britta Waldschmidt-Nelson, ed., The Transatlantic Sixties:
Europe and the United States in the Counterculture Decade (Bielefeld: Transcript Verlag, 2013).

% The websites for each series can be found at
https://www.ashgate.com/default.aspx?page=5097 &series_id=393&calcTitle=1 and http://www.abc-
clio.com/series.aspx?id=51681.

36 Bruce Levine, The Spirit of 1848: German Immigrants, Labor Conflict, and the Coming of the Civil War
(Chicago: University of Ilinois Press, 1992); Mischa Honeck, We are the Revolutionists: German-Speaking
Immigrants and American Abolitionists After 1848 (Athens, GA: University of Georgia Press, 2011); Enrico Dal Lago,
William Lloyd Garrison and Giuseppe Mazzini: Abolition, Democracy, and Radical Reform (Baton Rouge: Louisiana
State University Press, 2013); Matthew J. Clavin, Toussaint Louverture and the American Civil War: The Promise
and Peril of a Second Haitian Revolution (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2011); Edward Bartlett
Rugemer, The Problem of Emancipation: The Caribbean Roots of the American Civil War (Baton Rouge: Louisiana
State University Press, 2009); Andre Fleche, The Revolution of 1861: The American Civil War in the Age of Nationalist
Conflict (Durham: University of North Carolina Press, 2014); Laura Jarnagin, A Confluence of Transatlantic
Networks: Elites, Capitalism, and Confederate Migration to Brazil (Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 2008);
Gilroy, Black Atlantic; George M. Frederickson, Black Liberation: A Comparative History of Black Ideologies in the
United States and South Africa (Cambridge: Oxford University Press, 1996); Penny M. Von Eschen, Race against
Empire: Black Americans and Anticolonialism, 1937-1957 (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1997); Kate A. Baldwin,
Beyond the Color Line and the Iron Curtain: Reading Encounters between Black and Red, 1922-1963 (Durham: Duke
University Press, 2002); Brent Hayes Edwards, The Practice of Diaspora: Literature, Translation, and the Rise of
Black Internationalism (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2003); Erik S. McDuffie, Sojourning for Freedom:
Black Women, American Communism, and the Making of Black Left Feminism (Durham: Duke University Press,
2011); Minkah Makalani, In the Cause of Freedom: Radical Black Internationalism from Harlem to London, 1917-
1939 (Durham: University of North Carolina Press, 2011); Lara Putnam, Radical Moves: Caribbean Migrants and the
Politics of Race in the Jazz Age (Durham: University of North Carolina Press, 2013); Holger Weiss, Framing a Radical
African Atlantic: African American Agency, West African Intellectuals and the International Trade Union Committee
of Negro Workers (Leiden: Brill, 2013).

37 Rodgers, Atlantic Crossings; Jose C. Moya, “Anarchism,” in The Palgrave Dictionary of Transnational History,
ed. Akira Iriye and Pierre-Yves Saunier (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2009), 40; Davide Turcato, “Italian
Anarchism as a Transnational Movement, 1885-1915,” International Review of Social History 52 (2007): 407-45;
Davide Turcato, Making Sense of Anarchism: Errico Malatesta’s Experiments with Revolution, 1889-1900 (New
York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2012); Kenyon Zimmer, Immigrants against the State: Yiddish and Italian Anarchism in
America, 1885-1940 (Chicago: University of Illinois Press, forthcoming).

38 Among a vast number of relevant works see especially Kerby A. Miller, Emigrants and Exiles: Ireland and the
Irish Exodus to North America (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1988); Gabaccia, Militants and Migrants; Gabaccia,
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T. Washington’s vision of the New South to the transatlantic connections within the “global” New
Left.3® And this somewhat arbitrary list of topics only scratches the surface.

Transatlantic history, then, is an expansive and thriving field of historical inquiry, but one that
often goes unrecognized and unnamed. By naming it, we highlight the connections between
research that has too often been carried out in relative isolation, and promote the collective project
of exploring and theorizing transatlantic history without forcing scholars to reinvent the analytical
wheel with each new transatlantic project. Bringing these works into conversation with one another
will produce new insights and syntheses. For instance, what can historians of early modern
transatlantic migration learn from the more robust and theoretically sophisticated literature on later
migrations, and vice versa? What do scholars of twentieth-century black internationalism and
historians of other transatlantic political movements have to learn from one another? And if the
Atlantic was at the center of earlier expansions of globalization, is it still a principal channel of
goods, people, and ideas in today’s globalized world? Answering these and related questions
requires us to “think Atlantically” together, which only becomes possible once those of us engaged
in transatlantic research recognize our commonality and the coherence of our collective efforts.

Italy’s Many Diasporas; Mark Wyman, Round-Trip to America: The Immigrants Return to Europe, 1880-1930
(Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1993); Walter Nugent, Crossings: The Great Transatlantic Migrations, 1870-1914;
Moya, Cousins and Strangers; Samuel Baily, Immigrants in the Lands of Promise: Italians in Buenos Aires and New
York City, 1870-1914 (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1999); Akram F. Khater, Inventing Home: Emigration,
Gender, and the Middle Class in Lebanon, 1870-1920 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2001); Reinhold
Wagnleitner, Coca-Colonization and the Cold War: The Cultural Mission of the United States in Austria after the
Second World War (Durham: University of North Carolina Press, 1994); Richard Kuisel, Seducing the French: The
Dilemma of Americanization (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1997); Uta G. Poiger, Jazz, Rock, and Rebels:
Cold War Politics and American Culture in a Divided Germany (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2000);
Victoria de Grazia, Irresistible Empire: America’s Advance through Twentieth-Century Europe (Cambridge: Belknap
Press, 2006); David Ellwood, The Shock of America: Europe and the Challenge of the Century (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2012); Nolan, The Transatlantic Century.

39 Andrew Zimmerman, Alabama in Africa: Booker T. Washington, the German Empire, and the Globalization
of the New South (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2012); Jeremy Varon, Bringing the War Home: The Weather
Underground, the Red Army Faction, and Revolutionary Violence in the Sixties and Seventies (Berkeley: University
of California Press, 2004); Martin Klimke, The Other Alliance: Student Protest in West Germany and the United
States in the Global Sixties (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2010).
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