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EDITORIAL

In this newsletter:

Lots to get through in this Newsletter. Top of the list
should be the handover of the Presidency: not in
America, but (far more important) from Gijs Mom to
Hans-Liudger Dienel. Gijs’ leadership over the last
five years has helped establish a strong and growing
Association and brought us into contact with many
new people and ideas: a simple ‘thank you’ does not
seem like enough, so hopefully Gijs will enjoy the hot
air balloon ride that the EC and Association mem-
bers contributed to as a mark of our appreciation. At
the Members’ Meeting on the Saturday, Gijs formally
handed the Presidency over to Hans; Hans’ first solo
message as President, on the following page, sets
out his plans for the future of T2M. Hans has a lot to
live up to, but having worked with him on the EC over
the past year, | feel sure that he is more than equal to
the task.

The make-up of the EC has changed as well, with
new members being elected to serve for the next few
years. The full EC — and its sub-committees — are
detailed in the Newsletter, and (once the website
is finished) will be featured online as well. For the
time being, welcome to lan Gray, Gijs Mom, Danielle
Robinson, Ralf Roth and Luisa Sousa. As you will all
be aware, since the last Newsletter the annual con-
ference has taken place. In September around 90
people met in Ottawa for 3 days of work and leisure.
Garth Wilson and his team did an excellent job, and
| think that everyone enjoyed their time at the confe-
rence, socially and intellectually: thank you Garth!

For those who weren’t there — and for those who were

and who want to relive the experience — you will find
a full report of the conference elsewhere in the News-
letter. For those of you who were there, please make
sure you return your conference questionnaire — we
can only improve the Association and its activities if
you tell us what you want!

The Yearbook is also now firmly under way. Just
because Gijs is no longer President doesn’'t mean he
has stopped working: he is the Editor of the Yearbook.
Assisted by Bruce Pietrykowski, Catherine Bertho
Lavenir and Gordon Pirie, they are preparing the first
issue, which will be distributed to members (as a part
of the membership fee) next year.

Although this year’s conference is only just behind
us, it's time to start thinking about 2009. Lucerne,
Switzerland, will be the venue, and the theme will be
energy and innovation. Preliminary information is
included inside this Newsletter; the full Call for Papers
will be released on 1 December 2008, and will be cir-
culated to members in the usual ways — so be ready
to start putting your proposals together!

Mike Esbester

m.o.esbester@reading.ac.uk

University of Reading, 2 Earley Gate, Whiteknights,
PO Box 239, Reading, RG6 6AU, England

Deadline for copy for the next issue: 27 February
2009

T2M is a continually growing organization; in 2008
it had over 180 members. The Association is
designed to bring together scholars interested in
the history of transport, traffic and mobility. The
President and Executive Committee oversee the
development and direction of the Association, and
are accountable to the members. We are working
to stimulate greater interaction between members,
through the Newsletter, the Website (which is
currently undergoing reconstruction) and Theme
Groups, in addition to the annual conference.

T°'M MEMBERSHIP

We are also developing plans for a summer school
for graduate students and in 2009 will launch the
Yearbook, which will include historiographical
essays and new research on the history of trans-
port and mobility.

At the beginning of December 2008 all current mem-
bers of T2M will receive an invoice for their 2009 mem-
berships.

T°M Secretariat: Sjoerd van der Wal

T +31 (0) 49 256 24 12

E info@t2m.org
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Presidents’ Page
Looking back, looking beyond

A look at Gijs Mom and the foundation of our Asso-
ciation

From the perspective of institutional history or from
the perspective of organizational sociology, one
could argue, our international Association for the
History of transport, traffic and mobility - T2M - was
founded because the time to found it had come;
because the community of mobility historians was
ready for take-off. To my mind, this perspective is
misleading, because the answer is simpler: T2M
was founded because Gijs Mom wanted to found
an international association. He asked, pushed
forward and persuaded the first members, invi-
ted us for the first conference in Eindhoven, took
over editorship of the JTH and by this realized the
merger of British transport history and the growing
new international community of mobility historians.
We are his baby, it is as simple as that. All other
colleagues, | would assess as good and helpful
framework conditions at the beginning. The end of
the story looks a bit different with Gijs looking for
stimulating new goals, founding new yearbooks,
maybe even new journals (hopefully not new asso-
ciations!). Let me say to Gijs and to all of us: this
task is not finished, it will keep you and us busy in
the years to come.

Before Ottawa, the Executive Committee discus-
sed how to honour our past president. Not only
for psychological reasons, we decided to send
him up in a balloon, together with his wife Charley,
the famous tango dancer of the Eindhoven confe-
rence. The dangerous balloon ride should under-
line that Gijs is one an upwards mover and that
there are challenges to master out there. At the
end, however, every balloon has to come down to
earth again, where we will await him.

A look at “jobs” within T2M

I mentioned the perspective of organizational soci-
ology, which | will use for a look into the future
of T2M. From this perspective, organizations are
as good as the number of possibilities for activi-
ties they offer, or, more precisely, the number of
meaningful interpretable activities. We do not offer
enough activities which are attractive for our fellow
colleagues inside and outside T2M, and that

is the main reason for the limited pace of growth.
We have to offer more “jobs” within T2M. | see my
main responsibility as new President to do exactly
that, to ask you to step in by taking responsibilities.
| see my self as a job creator. But, please come up
with offers yourself. Send me an e-mail. Do not
wait for me to ask you first. If you have an idea
about what should be done in our Association, or
what others should do, please do not hesitate to
contact me or any other EC member: they are all
waiting to serve you.

A look at jobs

Historical transport, traffic and mobility studies are
not lacking interesting themes, but they are lac-
king jobs and funding institutions. From a thematic
perspective, we are a booming field, but not from
an institutional perspective. We should work on
this. | see it as my duty and as a duty of T2M to
create new jobs in the field, to ask universities with
programs in the history of technology, in urban stu-
dies and urban history, in metropolitan studies, in
transport planning and in mobility studies to create
positions in our field, which is still undervalued,
although it is on an upwards move. | would like to
see more of you in tenured position in our field.

The new president and three vice-presidents

Joint Research Projects

Most academic associations do not organize
research projects, but serve as forum for presen-
ting and discussing research concepts and results.
We are doing this, with stimulating conferences as
we did in September in our annual conference in
Ottawa. | think, however, we can do more. We can
(and should) come up with joint research consor-
tia, for three reasons:
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1. It is a first step to create new (non-tenured)
jobs, and we do not have enough academic posi-
tions in the field yet.

2.We are the only truly international (and thus
internationally comparative) active association in the
field. We are the best platform to organize interna-
tional consortia. We cannot leave it to others: they

— at the end of the day — forget about transport and
mobility. We have seen that in the last years.

3. Our field is interesting for funding institutions not
only in the field of history, but in the field of transport
planning, mobility studies, urban studies, tourism,
logistics, and we should make use of this. As the
COST 340 network (Transnational Transport Net-
works. Lessons from History) has indicated, applied
research programmes are willing to listen to us and
to fund our research.

Last, not least, joint research deepens the collabo-
ration between us. It is a qualitative step compared
to talking to ourselves at annual conferences. This
higher quality is needed and thus we need joint
projects.

Museums

Transport museums or, better, museums are the
largest employers of transport and mobility histori-
ans. However, we do not have many curators in our
members list. Museums so far have served as

locations for our annual meetings: the National Rail-
way Museum in York, The Henry Ford in Detroit,the
DAF Museum in Eindhoven, the Canada Science
and Technology Museum, and in the coming years
the Swiss Transport Museum and the Deutsches
Technikmuseum. | think, we should aim to attract
museum curators as members and responsible Exe-
cutive Committee officers of our society. | am espe-
cially thankful that Garth Wilson is willing to lead this
campaign.

Internationality

We are the most active international association

in the field. Who else, if not we — transport, traf-

fic and mobility experts — have the duty to build an
international network? Other so called international
associations often are in fact national organizations
with some international members. But: our internati-
onality does not go much beyond Europe and North
America. We need more members from Latin Ame-
rica, Africa, Asia, and Australia. | am very happy that
we now have possible invitations to India and South
Africa. | know that travel costs for the European and
American members will be high, but | think it is a
necessary and promising step.

Hans-Liudger Dienel

Conference Report
6th T2M conference, Ottawa 18 - 21 September 2008

Newly-elected EC member lan Gray travelled from
Australia to be in Ottawa, and here recounts his
time at the conference.

If | were to suggest anything in particular to dis-
tinguish the 6th T2M conference from the others |
have attended (5th in Helmond and 4th in Paris), it
would be the growing prominence given to public
policy issues. This view is probably idiosyncratic
— expressing my own interests and preferences —
but my strongest impression from the conference
is that we are building capability to apply historical
and related socio-cultural-geographic analysis to
the most significant transport policy issues of the
times. | should declare that | was one of the orga-
nisers of the plenary panel session on policy, and
am interested in furthering policy-oriented studies
in transport history. Such is the perspective | took
to Ottawa.

Bias aside, all three conferences I've been to have
been valuable learning experiences and downright
enjoyable for me, and | am sure for the others atten-
ding. Ottawa certainly continued that trend. T2M has
been blessed with conference organisers who have
been able to create a very convivial and productive
atmosphere for intellectual exchange.

Certainly those interested in policy issues were well
provided for at Ottawa. Thomas Homer-Dixon’s
keynote address at the opening reception told us
emphatically that global warming is happening, with
a reminder that many practices of transportation

are problematic and must change. While | found
Thomas’s argument to be well-reasoned, | did come
away a little concerned that overstatement, to the
extent that it could popularly overwhelm reasoned
critique, might defeat his purpose. Tom McCarthy, at
the opening plenary next morning, offered a multi-
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multidisciplinary perspective on ‘Automa-
nia.” Policy was again in focus, this time
with respect to research in which history
intersects with social psychology to chal-
lenge public behaviours of automobility and
their unintended consequences.

Perhaps inspired by Tom’s lecture, when
confronting the usual problem of choosing
which of four concurrent sessions to attend,
| opted for ‘Automobility and the Environ-
ment.” Eva Lindgren’s paper demonstrated
the ‘rebound effect’ in Sweden — when
improved fuel efficiency does not reduce
emissions because people buy larger,
more powerful vehicles. Dimitry Anastakis
explained how Canada lagged behind the
USA in automobile pollution regulation.

Is regulation the best means to avoid the
unintended consequences of automobi-
lity? And if it is, can we reasonably expect
governments to regulate? The policy impli-
cations could justify pessimism in the light
of the Homer-Dixon theme.

I had a little less difficulty choosing from the second
concurrent session offerings, due to one titled ‘Poli-
cies, Place and People’ chaired by Gijs Mom. In
addition to the policy element, this session included

a paper by Etienne Faugier about the early use of
motor vehicles in rural France. As a rural researcher,
| was pleased to see some attention given to non-
metropolitan transport. | have seen rural transport
issues dismissed as inconsequential, on the grounds
that urban problems are so big. There can be no
argument that urban problems are big, but it does not
follow that research into rural change lacks relevance
either to scholarship or policy. | found Etienne’s work
very relevant.

Policy was again the focus of the session in which

| presented my own paper with Julian Hine. In the
same session, Massimo Moraglio provided a political
economy angle, discussing the relationship between
public transport and the automobile industry in Turin.
Gunter Heinickel and Hans Liudger-Dienel turned the
discussion towards the micro level of mobility and
behaviour. | mention these papers partly because
they illustrate how T2M, through all three conferen-
ces | have attended, has been able not just to inte-
grate research on transport modes, but also bring
together a range of theoretical perspectives and
maintain lively and convivial debate.

Friday morning's keynote lecture by
Tom McCarthy

Among the many sessions | could not attend were
several papers which, thanks to the conference
CD, I have been able to read. | was particularly
intrigued with the work of Siegmund Langegger.
Perhaps my interest arose in part from the com-
fort this sociologist found with the theory discus-
sed by Siegmund. What intrigued me was the
way in which the history of the demise of a tram
(streetcar) system was used to illustrate theo-
retical arguments about causality and individual
reason: apparently the primary purpose of the
work. Without wishing to compromise the rigour
of historical analysis, | do wonder if we might be
able to take this type of work a step further to
debate innovative perspectives on policy issues,
highlighting the implicit interpretations of the pre-
sent and the past contained in current policy.

On the lighter side of T2M, the National Research
Council of Canada, one of the sponsors of the
conference, facilitated an excellent excursion

to its transport research facilities, one of three
destinations from which delegates could choose.
| heard much praise for the other excursions (to
Gatineau Park and the Agricultural Museum) also.
Lighter still was a very pleasant cruise along the
Rideau Canal, followed by the conference dinner.
The dinner was held in a government conference
facility which had been the very grand downtown
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Ottawa railway station. We have some examples

in Australia of railway stations in central business
districts which have been closed in favour of much
smaller and coldly functional stations in the suburbs.
| have seen other examples of downtown closure

in Canada, such as in Montreal and Regina (with
the latter city having no passenger rail service at all
now). | don’t find this a happy situation, but any sad-
ness | suffered at the T2M dinner was soon dispelled
by Canadian beer, excellent food, presentation of
T2M awards and, most importantly, a musical fare-
well (provided by the Executive Committee ‘choir’)
to retiring President Gijs and a stirring speech from
incoming President Hans.

The idea for the policy plenary developed from a
conversation | had at the Helmond (DAF Museum)
conference dinner with Paul van Heesvelde and
Luisa Sousa, and Colin Divall’s closing plenary com-
ments to the Helmond conference. My recollection
of the conversation with Paul and Luisa is rather
vague now, perhaps due partly to the excellent wine
among other distractions offered that evening. But |
do remember thinking about moving further towards
debating, not so much specific policy issues, but
ways which might help us to expand our means of
contributing to policy debate. Discussions with Gijs
Mom, Garth Wilson, Colin Divall, Paul and Luisa
early this year led to us inviting Professor Katsuto-
shi Ohta of Toyo University, Japan; Mr Bob Paddon,
Vice-President Corporate and Public Affairs, Trans-
link, Vancouver; Professor Julian Hine, University of
Ulster; and Professor Colin Divall, University of York.
Garth obtained sponsorship from Transport Canada.
Transport Canada suggested the specific policy
issues for us to discuss, clearly indicating current
urban transport policy concerns in Canada. (How
better could we have had an effective discussion?

I now ask myself.) Each panellist agreed to answer
one or two questions covering topics such as the
relationship between land-use planning and public
transport development, social status and mobility,
governance of public transport and roads/traffic,

and demand management for sustainable transport.
| find it difficult to report on the extent of success
achieved by the plenary as | was myself a panellist.
However, | can report that the feedback received
from our guests was positive. | am confident that the
‘non-regulars’ (Professors Ohta and Hine and Bob
Paddon) enjoyed the plenary and found it, and the
whole conference, to be a valuable experience. |
was particularly pleased and grateful to Bob Paddon
that he took the time to attend most of the confe-
rence.

With my policy imagination in high gear by Sunday
morning, | found the ‘Roads, Rails and Political
Development II’ session to be unusually stimula-
ting. Both papers were excellent, but | found Kevin
James’ report on a proposal to build a ‘tunnel’
under, or rather in, the Irish sea to be quite intri-
guing. The ‘tunnel’ was a megaproject which didn’t
happen, but in recent years the work of Bent Flyb-
jerg and his colleagues (Megaprojects and Risk:
An Anatomy of Ambition, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 2003) has drawn attention to
many which have happened. Much transport policy
is formulated in debate about megaprojects. | ask
myself if there is more to be learned from historical
analysis of such debates.

In Australia we sometimes hear calls for ‘evidence-
based’ policy. That is often taken to describe policy
which is developed from methodical analysis
rather than from political intrigue or convenience.

| wonder if we might find room for debate about
the nature of appropriate evidence and the place
which historical and socio-cultural research might
have in the specification of legitimate evidence for
transport policy. Which leads me to wonder if a
future T2M conference might be held alongside a
transport research conference of the kind we have
in Australia where the engineering and economics
professions tend to dominate (without excluding
other orientations).

The plenary panel on museums was interesting. |
learned about the tensions which museum mana-
gers can encounter when their exhibits address
public issues. Being myself a volunteer tour guide
in a small rural railway museum, | felt some sym-
pathy for the point raised by Geoff Graham in dis-
cussion — please don’t forget the small museum!
Phil Scarpino entertainingly summed up the confe-
rence, taking us back to the ways in which trans-
port historians and others might confront some of
the great issues of our time.

In concluding, | must thank Garth and his helpers
for organising a superb conference. We were
looked after very well. | felt confident that | could
relax and learn: whatever | might have forgotten

or misplaced would be remembered or found by a
helpful person somewhere, and | would find myself
at the right place at the right time. It was always
worth being there.
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T2M’s Executive Committee

The annual round of elections for the Executive Com- Vice-Presidents: Colin Divall
mittee took place in Ottawa. The way T2M is set up Gijs Mom
Garth Wilson

means that each year, a certain number of positi-
ons on the EC become available, as each member
serves a four-year term (two years in the case of

Student Representatives). This annual change ensu-

res that there is sufficient continuity for the EC to

be able to function, but not that it is a ‘closed shop,’
consisting of a clique of the same people year after
year. Any member can stand for election to the EC
— in fact, we encourage people who haven’t stood for
election before to think about getting involved: your
new ideas about what T2M should do and how we
should do it are what keeps the Association alive!

This year, Gijs Mom, Bruce Pietrykowski, Luisa
Sousa (Student) and Yaprak Tutin (Student) all
came to the end of their terms on the EC; as Hans
Dienel became President, his ‘regular’ position on
the EC also became vacant. Unusually, there was
also an extra place up for election, as Drew White-
legg decided to stand down from the EC as a career
change meant that he wouldn’t have sufficient time
to devote to his duties with T2M. Our thanks to all of
these people for their work over the last years.

Unfortunately, the call for nominations for the electi-
ons — sent out over email and in the Newsletter — did
not get very many responses. Only one, in fact: we
are grateful to Gijs for being willing to stand again.

In discussion on Thursday, the EC decided that it
would be acceptable for this year to break with the
established election protocol and see if members at
the conference were willing to stand when approa-
ched directly. As a result, several more names were
put forward: lan Gray (Charles Sturt University,
Australia); Danielle Robinson (Student Rep; McMas-
ter University, Canada) and Ralf Roth (University of
Frankfurt). In addition, Luisa Sousa was willing to
stand again as a Student Rep, for one year in the
first instance. Each of these members introduced
themselves to the Members’ Meeting, which then
voted in favour of electing the proposed candidates.
Congratulations to the new members — welcome to
the EC.

So, from September 2008, the various positions in
the Association are:

President: Hans-Liudger Dienel

Treasurer: Catherine Bertho Lavenir

Secretary: Sjoerd van der Wal / Sonja Beekers
Sub-Committees reporting to the EC:

Institutional Membership Campaign: Paul van Hees-
velde, Luisa Sousa

Elections: Mike Esbester, Mathieu Flonneau, Paul
van Heesvelde, Jamey Wetmore

Internal Regulations: Paul van Heesvelde
Yearbook: Gijs Mom

Travel Grants: Hans-Liudger Dienel, Luisa Sousa,
Heike Wolter

Prizes and Awards: Colin Divall

The EC as a whole consists of (in no particular
order):

Catherine Bertho Lavenir

Corinne Mulley

Hans-Liudger Dienel

Colin Divall

Mike Esbester

Laurent Tissot

Paul van Heesvelde

Mathieu Flonneau

Javier Vidal Olivares

Massimo Moraglio

Garth Wilson

Heike Wolter

Danielle Robinson

Ralf Roth

lan Gray

Luisa Sousa

Gijs Mom

Jameson Wetmore (ex-officio: website)

In addition, a number of non-EC members assist in
the various tasks connected with running the Asso-
ciation. It's helpful for members to see that you don’t
have to be on the EC to be actively involved with
T2M'’s organisation. These non-EC members do vital
work, and it is important to recognise them: thank
you!

Barker and Robbins Prize Committee: Vincent Gui-
gueno
Cornelius Lely Prize Committee: Clay McShane
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Call for Papers: T2M 2009
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International Association for the History of Transport, Traffic and Mobility
7th Annual Conference 5.- B.Nov. 2009 in Switzerland

Energy & Innovation

The international transport historians' conference is an initiative by the leading Swiss
research institutes to mark the 50" anniversary of the Swiss Museum of Transport.

The T°M conference expands the network of all leading exponents concemed with
the subject as the foundation for a history of Swiss transport. With its national
transpaortation collection, the Swiss Museum of Transpart offers a complement to the
research institutes and also serves as their communication platform.

Energy & Innovation

Trangpart iz movement which means that it

inevitably needs energy. Ne matter what we want to ENERGY
meve, no matter where we want to move to of how — -+
power, that is to =ay the conversion of energy inlo INNOVATION

movemenl, /s always a prerequisile. The
modemisation of ransport since the 18" century
may be described as a process, in the course of
which solar-energy-based forms of locomotion wene
replaced by forms of locomation that were
dependent an non-renevable forms of energy
Walking, rowing, salling, riding and the use of animal
power therefore increasingly lost their significance.
Rather, we have become more dependent on
mechanised means of ransport, the steam engine,
the infernal combustion engne of the rocket engine
What role does the energy quastion play in the
speeding up and growth of transport? In the choice
of transport means, in the question: road or ship?
How do we boost the energy efficiency of the new
machines? And conversely, how do we reduce thair
environmental burden. On what basis do we pick a
particular method of propulsicn? VWhat effect does
the price of energy have on the price of transpor
and mobility? Innovations are ground-breaking
inventions that ghake the eccnomic system and

society.

Insofar as our canference is concerned, this does
not mean, for example, the Invention of the
windscreen wiper, but rather, importani
modarnisalion processes such as the proliferabion of
new means of transport or totally new transport

sysiems. Which underlying econamic, social, cultural Date: reserve 5— 8 Nov. 2008|
and palitical faclors assisted which lransport means CALL FOR PAPER: 1 Dec. 2008

to make the breakthrough and why?
iy b izl Y INFORM : 12
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News

The French Railway Historical Society (AHICF) has a new website and contact details. You can now find
the Society at: www.ahicf.com and contact them at: contact@ahicf.com. The previous email address will
not work after 31 December 2008, so please update your address book!

The Spanish Railways Foundation is compiling a thematic international database on railway filmography
(films and documentaries). They are looking for information on railway-related films, documentaries,
webs links, bibliography, etc, past and present. Further information at: http://www.ffe.es/home.htm

Ottawa EC Meeting

On the Thursday morning before the Annual Con-
ference, T2M’s Executive Committee met in the
National Gallery to discuss what needs to be done
to keep the Association flourishing. Of the many
things that were discussed, several are of immedi-
ate interest to members.

As was reported in the Members’ Meeting on the
Saturday afternoon, plans are well under way for
next year’s conference, in Lucerne (see the Call
for Papers elsewhere in this issue). In 2010 we
have had an offer to hold the conference in India,
which would be a first for the Association, so this
proposal was put to members. Exact details are
still being worked out, so watch this space!

The website was discussed, with improvements
being suggested, to be carried out as soon as
possible. Arrangements for the Yearbook are
well underway, with the first issue to be produced
next year. This is the first step in making T*M
more than just a vehicle for the annual confe-
rence (important though this is). Other plans were
discussed, including a summer school for gradu-
ate students, although as always finding funds to
pay for these events is the first major problem to
overcome. Over the course of nearly six hours
we discussed these, and other, issues, and we
will continue to devote time and energy to these
initiatives between this meeting and the next, in

Lucerne in April next year.

T2M Prizes Awarded

One of the nicer tasks that falls to various T2M
members is judging and awarding the prizes that
we offer. Itis a great way to discover exciting new
scholarship, and to recognise upcoming talent: here
are the details of this year’s winners. Full details of
the prizes that T2M award are to be found towards
the end of the Newsletter, including information
about how to apply.

The Lely Prize 2008

The Lely Prize was awarded to Alvaro Ferreira

da Silva & Luisa Sousa of the New University of
Lisbon, for their essay ‘The “Script” of a new urban
layout: mobility: Environment and Embellishment.
Street Uses in Lisbon between 1880 and 1920.

The jury was especially impressed by the way the
essay integrated multinational literature about a
number of cities. The prize jury consisted of: Clay

McShane and Gijs Mom.

Clay McShane
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The Barker & Robbins Prize 2008

During the T2M conference in Ottawa, the Barker
and Robbins prize was awarded for the second
time. The prize was founded by the Transport His-
tory Research Trust in honour of Theo Barker and
Michael Robbins, two eminent British Transport
historians, and is presented to a new entrant to the
study of transport history and mobility for the

best presentation at the T2M Conference. A “new
entrant” is someone who does not hold a perma-
nent academic position (“tenure-track” colleagues
are counted as en route to a permanent position,
and so ineligible) and/or does not have a publis-
hed book or paper as an academic publication.

The prize committee was Mike Esbester (Univer-
sity of Reading, UK), Jamey Wetmore (University
of Arizona, USA) and Vincent Guigueno (Ecole
des Ponts, France), Chair of the committee. The
committee received the friendly support of former
members, Colin Divall and Corinne Mulley. As the
chairman, | would like to underline the commit-
ment of my fellow committee members, and the
professional and friendly atmosphere during the
discussion we had to make our decision.

During the conference, we had to review 8 pre-
sentations, covering various geographic areas
(Canada, England, Iceland, Nigeria, Sweden,
and USA) and subjects: “classical” infrastructure
or urban monographic essays, cultural history of
travel, social history of mobility, theory of social
sciences... Our young colleagues’ performances

were vivid, based on well-written pieces that are
the fundamental — but not sufficient — basis for an
effective presentation.

The committee was unanimous to award the prize
to Sarah Frohardt-Lane, from the University of
lllinois, for her paper entitled “Close encounters:
Race and Public Transit in World War Il Detroit”.
Addressing the issue of racial discrimination in
public transportation system, Sarah gave an origi-
nal and stimulating presentation. Usually, techno-
logy and race issues are tackled within the frame
of the objects, for instance segregated cars and
buses. Sarah had chosen a different path. The use
of public archives — the Commission on Commu-
nity Relations or Inter-racial Committee Collection
— revealed the fears and the racist judgments of
white people, who had to share transport with black
people in a time of restriction. The most fascinating
story was the rumour of these “Bump Clubs” or
“pusher Clubs,” which claimed that there was an
organized movement within the black community
to harass white people on public transport. The
fact that these accusations were divorced from any
reality indicates how some white people felt about
taking public transport, and eventually how they get
back to their car as soon as the war was over.

We are looking forward to reading the final work

of Sarah, which could inspire new (but also old!)

entrants in the field, as a mature crossover bet-

ween transport and social history. | am confident

that the presentations in Lucerne will meet with the

best standards we can expect for the Prize.
Vincent Guigueno

In the Spotlight

Catherine Bertho Lavenir

moment?

In this Newsletter, the spotlight falls upon Catherine Bertho Lavenir.
Catherine is Professor of Contemporary History at the Université Sor-
bonne Nouvelle, Paris, and was elected to T2M’s Executive Committee in
Helmond in 2007. Since then she has also taken on the role of Treasurer,
So now she has all of the real power in the Association!

How did you get into academia? And what are you researching at the

How did | get into academia? That’s a long story - perhaps interesting if
one wants to understand how it lead me to the concept of “cultural history
of technology” after frequenting a significant number of different theoreti-
cal positions in history.
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When | was 19 | entered the very selective
French Ecole Nationale des Chartes, specializing
in Latin, medieval French language and medieval
history, in order to become an archivist. My first
position was keeper of the Second World War
archives of the National Archives in Paris. At the
same moment | wrote, on my own time, a PhD
on the cultural history of Brittany, something like
“Inventing Brittany” (it was before the publication
of Hobsbawn'’s Invention of Tradition).

Then | was sent to the Ministry of Communication
(postal service and communication). | had to take
the historical archives from the basement where
they had been kept for a hundred years, organize
them and open the archives to the historians. |
also had to write speeches for the Head Mana-
ger of Telecommunications and sometimes for
the Ministry. This led me to understand from the
inside the management of a “great technical
system” and how it is difficult to impose technical
choices on a reluctant society (think of the Mini-
tel). At the same time | was teaching a course

on “History of Telecommunication” in the French
University Paris Dauphine and was in charge

of conferences on the “History of Ethnology of
France” in the Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sci-
ences Sociales.

After eleven years in that position | published
the book Telegraphes et Téléphones, de Valmy
au microprocesseur, which was an history of the
French telecommunication service, with a large
technical part. | was immediately offered a tea-
ching position in the Conservatoire National des
Arts et Métiers. Professor Jean-Jacques Salo-
mon, in charge of the program “Science, Tech-
nology and Society” was looking for a “Maitre

de Conference” (assistant professor) able to
teach history of telecommunications and my PhD
in cultural history (more precisely, “historical
anthropology”) allowed me to get a full academic
position in this temple of technical history.

A few years later | began to teach history of
science and technology in the Ecole Polytechni-
que. As | was not a specialist, | decided to teach
history of science as history of culture, focusing
on science as discourse, and using the work of
Latour. It worked. The students were satisfied —
at the very beginning | was a little bit afraid they
should not be, because they were true scientists
and engineers.

In the Conservatoire National des Arts et Metiers | pro-
gressively switched from telecommunications toward
media because the students were more interested in
media. | also had to teach on the history of the inter-
net. The theoretical frame of “ history of innovation”
was very useful for that purpose. The book with Fre-
deric Barbier Histoire des médias de Diderot a Internet
was written at this moment (precisely during the great
transportation strike...). | met Frederic Barbier when

| was in the Ecole des Chartes. We have been taught
the same classical “german” historical methods,
introduced in France after the 1870’s defeat. Excellent
methods.

| still was working, and teaching, on the history of
ethnology and folklore in Europe. A friend of mine
proposed a research program on “writing of the self’
organised by the Ethnological Research Program of
the Ministry of Culture. | decided to work on the let-
ters sent to the Touring Club de France review before
1914. The book La roue et le stylo resulted from this
research. In that book | combined my interest for
innovation (technology history) and my interest for the
cultural fabric of identity (cultural history). But | am not
an historian of tourism! | am an historian of this place
laid between technology (the car) and representations
(the pen).

Then Professor Salomon retired. We were two
“young” women, assistant professors. He said “Girls!
Find a position as full professor before | retire or you
will suffer! Nobody here is interested in what you do!”
So we did. | found a position in the department of
history of the University of Clermont-Ferrand. | was
asked to teach history of economics. | transformed
quickly this into “history of industrialisation,” combining
history of innovation and cultural history.

Since then | have been doing the “cultural history of
technology,” which is a mix of cultural history and his-
tory of technology. | am especially interested in what
happens when a new technology is introduced into the
social world. | believe that technology changes society
— every historian has agreed with this for a long time.
But | also am interested in the way society “changes”
technology; how social issues force a technology to be
shaped in one way or another. | tried to conceptualise
this in an article entitled “Histoire culturelle/histoire des
techniques: trois points de vue” (with Laurent Martin
and Sylvain Venayre (dir), L'Histoire culturelle du con-
temporain, Nouveau Monde, 2005, pp. 358-383).
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You haven’t come to T2M from a ‘traditional’ back-
ground — although you are interested in tourism
history, you are a cultural historian with a particular
interest in the media. What does T2M offer your
research, and what can T2M gain from you?

Life was not easy for me as an historian of tech-
nology. | understand how a telecom network

works but | am definitely not an engineer. So |
always was suspected that | would not be a “good
enough” historian of “hard” technology. And | am a
woman. So when | met Gijs Mom, who introduced
me to the T2M network, it was a pleasure to under-
stand that some historians of technology could be
so open minded.

I am not versed in theoretical approaches but |
think that | am an efficient coach for young resear-
chers. In the field of history of technology | like to
consider a technological object as being situated
at the centre of concentrically organised “circles.”
In the case of the motorcar you can consider the
engine (‘first circle”), the car (second “circle”), then
the road system, then map representations of

the road network, then the hotel guides, then the
representations of landscapes ... In every “circle”
there is a set of relationships between the techni-
cal aspects of the reality and the social and cultu-
ral characteristics of the society. The definition of
the motor has something to do with the quality of
steel at one moment and also with the engineer’s
culture at the same moment. The profile of the
road has something to do with the performance of
the engines of the vehicles using the road, but also
with the road policy of the country. You can decide
to study these relationships systematically. You will
not be allowed to forget the influence of technical
constraints, nor the economic dimensions of the
problem, nor the consequences of regulations,
and you will have to consider systematically the
sociological and cultural dimensions of all these
aspects.

If, at every level, you study the whole set of rela-
tionships built around a complex technical object
or a complex technical system (a car, a railroad, a
bicycle), coming from the more technical aspects
to the “less” technical ones, and if you try to under-
stand, at every level, the way technology, culture
and society were incorporated into the object, you
will obtain results ...

Then back to the question: why T2M? | don’t
believe that my way is the best one. | only propose
to students a way of working which can be succes-
sful. | fully understand that other historians write
history in another way. In fact every historian has
their own path. The reason why | like a group like
T2M is that it is a place of respect and curiosity. To
be true, | have to say that SHOT is also a pleasant
place for defending the cultural history of techno-

logy.

What are you currently reading, for work, leisure,
or both?

| am reading Francois Begaudeau’s Antimanuel
de littérature (Breal) with great pleasure. Frangois
Begaudeau wrote the excellent book Entre les
Murs, from which the Cannes Gold Palm film of
the same name has been taken. He asks ques-
tions nobody dares to ask. For example “When

is it literature? ” | am using the book to prepare a
course on the history of TV. The questions that will
be central to this course will be “Did the American
TV serials alter the French national culture? If yes,
how did they? If not, who said that they did?” En
route, we will also examine what a national culture
is, and whether it made any difference when the
serials were diffused by “hertzian,” satellite, cable
TV network, or through the internet.

At the moment, | am also reading Loriano Macchia-
velli and Sandro Toni’'s mystery novel Sarti Antonio
e l'assassino. It is an Italian “giallo,” excellent for
improving my Italian but also a good introduction

to understanding the politics of contemporary ltaly.
The story takes place in the “red” Bologna.

As one of the Deputy Editors of T2M’s Yearbook,
what plans do you have for our new publication?
How will you make it a distinctive publication?

Something happened in my life this year. | have
been elected as Vice-President of my Univer-

sity, especially in charge of the dialogue with the
unions. If you know French universities you can
understand the problem. Our university has been
on strike for seven weeks in the last year. This is
why | am not as involved in the Yearbook question
as | would like. But I fully trust Gijs Mom to manage
the project, and Bruce Pietrykowski and Gordon
Pirie as Deputy Editors.
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| see four reasons to support the project. The first
interest of the project is to give historians a place
for publishing. There is a special problem for his-
torians who are not native English speakers. They
— and especially the youngest ones - frequently
have excellent work to present and encounter
many difficulties in doing so because translating
their paper costs a lot (time and money). The
Yearbook could help.

The T2M Yearbook will also be interesting
because it will reflect the recent changes in the
academic topography of Europe. The universities
of former Eastern and Southern-Eastern Europe
are now fully members of the academic choir.

In these places there are new researchers, new
fields of research. Comparative history can be
developed. We need a publication for discovering
what we still ignore. The first issue will contain
papers allowing the reader to understand what
happens in different countries now in the field of
mobility history.

More generally speaking, historians from my
generation understand that the old frame of “
national” history is naturally disappearing, with the
general use of English language (pidgin English,

| agree...) and internet. The Yearbook will also
reflect this aspect of things and, for example,
favour the integration of India, Asia and the Pacific
into our mental world, which is sometime narrower
than one could expect.

Finally, we are studying transportation technolo-
gies, which were almost universal. It is the reason
for which we need an “experimental” Yearbook,
able to reflect in some way this universality. It is
significant that promising young scholars could
meet the team in charge of the Yearbook in
Ottawa, directly after the conference, and discuss
how the younger generation will, in the long run,
take over the editorship.

Is there a particularly French take on mobility
history? Or anything that dominates attention (for
example, the motorcar)?

French is always particular ... or believes it is. |
suppose that the “particular” take every country has
towards mobility history resides not in its peculiar
relationship to technology but in its academic topo-
graphy. In France, for example, Francgois Caron
built a strong railroad history. An association exists
which controls in some way the connections bet-
ween the national railroad company, its archives,
and the academic world. It gives a special taste

to our railroad history, different by example from
the English one. Motorcar history has been writ-
ten differently by people, who always had a strong
personality. They frequently began to study one
company (Loubet and Peugeot) and controlled in
some way the relationship with it and the access to
the archives. Most of them were very early in inclu-
ding cultural history in their approach. For example
Patrick Friedenson (specialist of Renault) devoted,
some years ago, a whole issue of his review Le
mouvement social to the cultural history of trans-
portation. Plane transportation historians are also
attentive to the cultural aspects of the development
of this mean of transportation, especially the links
to what we call now the “culture of war.”

| suppose that if one works deep enough, every
country has a special “cultural” relationship to its
means of transportation. As France was a country
of great culture during the whole of the twentieth
century, it has perhaps expressed its relationship
to car with a special intensity in literature, pictures
or arts. But | am working now on the travel of a
French Canadian woman in France by automobile
in 1908: she came from Chicoutimi, a completely
isolated place ... and her relationship to “her” car
(a magnificent Renault car) was no weaker nor less
interesting than the one of a fashionable Parisian
ladies.

Finally, how have you found your first year on the
EC? What have been the high points and low
points?

First year on EC? A pleasure to meet friends who
share (I think) my views on how to improve interna-
tional cooperation in mobility history, and find ways
for helping advance students. | have bad consci-
ousness of not having worked more for the Asso-
ciation... But as every historian of culture knows,
“bad consciousness” is a speciality of French
Jansenist Catholics!
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View from the streets of Ottawa

T2M Secretary and soon-to-be-finished PhD student Sjoerd van der Wal offers us his take on Ottawa, fol-

lowing the recent conference there.

Picture 1: View on the Rideau Canal with a traffic jam of busses on the

bridge

The last T2M conference was held in Ottawa,
Canada. Only being familiar with the view of
North American streets coming from movies and
tv series it was an interesting experience for me
to have a look around in the New World and to
compare it with the street views in Europe and
especially the Netherlands.

The first thing that struck me when looking at the
streets was the size of the vehicles. Of course
cars in Europe tend to be smaller in general, but
| arrived at the airport and saw so many large
trucks, vans and stretched limos. In the last

10 years the Sports Utility Vehicle (SUV) has
become quite popular in Europe, although not
without controversy. Some Dutch politicians even
suggested that we should ban these vehicles
from city centres because of environmental and
safety issues. But the ‘European SUVs’ are small
cars compared to the Northern American SUVs
and Pick-Up Trucks. However, a brief look at car
advertisements in the Canadian media showed

that SUVs in Canada are also point of discussion, as
they are no longer promoted because of their size or
power, but for some special types with fuel efficient
engines that have less impact on the environment.

Picture 2: sign next
to a parking lot
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The Netherlands doesn’t have a mass producing
car maker of its own; as a result you tend to see
cars from all over the world here, with maybe
German and French cars as slight majority. In
Ottawa, the countries of origin are more limited; |
saw mainly American (Canadian), a lot of Japa-
nese, some German and a couple of Swedish
cars. Another size difference can clearly be
seen in the size of the trucks. In Europe, most
trucks are restricted by to a maximum length

of 18.75metres, therefore most trucks are built
to make maximum use of space by putting the
cabin on top of the engine, a so-called front-
steer-truck. In Canada, maximum vehicle length
differs per area, but even the shortest maximum
limit is 31 meters. As a result, not only the loads
are longer, but also the trucks. The majority of
the trucks tend to have a torpedo nose (engine in
front of the cabin) and a long trailer.

Picture 3: A normal sized
Canadian Truck

One of the most apparent modes of transport in Ottawa, besides cars, is the bus. Streets are filled with

buses. Some of them are equipped with a bicycle rack, where cyclists can place their bicycle when they
travel part of their journey by bus. In some areas of the city there are even dedicated lanes for bicycles,
something that we in the Netherlands are only all too familiar with.

%ér.
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Picture 4 shows the business district

From what is on the road, towards the roads
themselves. The layout of the streets is different
from the European streets. This city is clearly
planned ‘from scratch’ in an open space, as all
the streets cross each other or run parallel. In
Europe many cities are build around an ancient
medieval town centre, which causes a lot of chal-
lenges for city planners to adjust cities to cars
without destroying the city. The relatively new
town of Ottawa (which finds it origin as a set-
tlement around 1800) clearly accommodates the
automobile much more than the European towns.
To make a small comparison, European cities
are round; North-American cities are rectangu-
lar. This phenomenon is best to be seen while
doing something simple like crossing a street.

In Europe, it's best to wait for the traffic light,
because cars can show up from at least 4 dif-
ferent directions. In Canada however, a junction
consists of two roads crossing each other. So
traffic will only come out of two directions at the
same time.

Ottawa also shows a clear division of districts: a
historical part around Parliament Hill, a business
district with office buildings made of shiny glass, a
shopping area with a market, a sector for the Uni-
versity and (sub)urban living areas with houses
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Picture 5 shows the historical centre in Ottawa, anl area cléarly decorated
with flags and flowers for the tourists who walk from the centre to the Rideau
Canal Locks and Parliament Hill.

This division of purposes of areas
give the city a multitude of identities,
whereas cities in the Netherlands
don’t have these strict divisions,
although of course they also have
different areas for different purposes.

Overall, my main impression was
that although Ottawa is very different
from European or Dutch cities, there
are also similarities (and | don’t just
mean the tulips in Ottawa). Some
traffic signs (bi-lingual in Ottawa,
English and French) are internatio-
nal, the shops are not that different,
and the whole atmosphere on the
street is somewhat the same. But
the layout of the streets in straight
lines and the size of the vehicles

on it made it different from the view
from the street Eindhoven and much
of Europe.

e

Picture 6 shows a street with urban houses, close to
the city centre.

Don't forget that we are always looking for more ‘views from the street’— transport and mobility themed
thoughts, preferably from places that you aren’t familiar with and might have visited, or if you suddenly see
somewhere that you are familiar with through fresh eyes. It doesn’t have to be long, but it would be good if
you had an illustration or two to go with it.
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Conference Report: Society for the History

of Technology 2008
A mobility perspective on the SHOT 2008 Annual

Conference
When Luis de Camdes wrote Os Luisiadas in the [ —_"
16th century, he praised the Portuguese seafarers P' -

for their exploration of the world. This year, instead,
historians of technology from around the globe
explored the Portuguese capital Lisbon for the
second celebration of the fiftieth anniversary of

the Society for the History of Technology. With the
able assistance of Maria de Fatima de Haan and

a large team of helpers, local organising commit-
tee chair Maria Paula Diogo welcomed participants
in the Oriente area of Lisbon. Since the Expo '98,
this neighbourhood has developed into a fashiona-
ble part of town on the riverside of the Tejo giving
excellent views of the Vasco da Gama bridge that
opened right before the Expo.

Vasco da Gama bridge

There was certainly more to attract mobi-
lity historians to Lisbon than the Vasco da
Gama bridge or the stunning forest-shaped
Oriente railway station designed by Santi-
ago Calatrava. SHOT’s Program Committee
managed to put together a number of enticing
sessions relating to mobility. The program
counted ten outright mobility sessions on a
total of sixty-six. Seven out of ten had been
organised as such and the Committee had
composed the remainder. This short review
does not pretend to do justice to all individual
papers relating to mobility topics, but rather
intends to give a flavour of the conference and
to spotlight some of the work that was interes-
ting from a mobility perspective. For those who
want a full picture, | simply refer to the on-line
program, still available through http://www.
shotlisbon2008.com/meeting.htm (in particular,
see sessions 3, 4, 5, 9, 30, 32, 33, 39, 45, 50,
. _ and 63; and individual papers by Anastasia-
Oriente railway station designed by Santiago dou, Borg, Churella, Cordovil, Heide, Helbig,
Calatrava Jones, Konrad & Rueff & Giesecke, Lipartito,
MacLeod & Lewis, Maharaj, Marquez, Scran-
ton, and Siddiqi).
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The geographic and temporal scope of the papers
presented at the conference displayed the usual
limited variety. Most papers concerned the trans-
Atlantic realm, perpetuating the neglect of large
parts of the world. Time-wise there was a heavy
bias towards the twentieth century. The near exclu-
sive focus of mobility historians, or of historians of
technology for that matter, on recent times remains
overwhelmingly strong. It renders the occasional
excursions to the nineteenth or earlier centuries,

or papers moving into terra incognita, all the more
interesting. An example in this double sense was
Alexandra Bekasova’s “The Making of Passengers
in the Russian Empire,” taking us back to 19th cen-
tury coach travel in the (western) Russian empire.
It highlighted how several elements of travel culture
that Schivelbusch so eloquently associated with
railway travel were in fact already present earlier,
in stagecoach travel. Ultimately such work should
entice more of us to produce the truly multimodal
studies that our field needs. In this vein a session
on containerisation emphasized the intermodality of
the technology.

Not only do we need to blend in various modes of
transport, we also should mix mobility history with
other historical scholarship. Marta Macedo offe-
red a fine example with “Wine, phylloxera, railway
and engineers in the Douro Valey (1863-1887)".
Macedo’s well-presented paper intertwined railway
history with long-term agricultural development in
the wine-growing Douro region and the devastating
effects of the seemingly untameable agricultural
pest phylloxera. The combination with Peter Sop-
pelsa’s “The Paris flood of 1910 and the fragility of
modernity” further underlined how fruitful such an
approach might be. Soppelsa’s marvellous presen-
tation showed the multiple entanglements of urban
infrastructures, which the flood that hit Paris in the
winter 1910 laid bare. His amazing collection of
postcards showed how the material structures of
mobility intimately intertwined other infrastructures
and the mutual dependencies and vulnerabilities
that process had created. Thus taken together the
papers from the session “Engineering nature” both
made a plea somehow for more interdisciplinary
approaches.

Soppelsa’s paper also pointed out how the flood
temporarily blocked the Parisian electricity supply,
thus obliging tramway companies to reinstall some

of their supposedly obsolete horse trams. Bruno
Cordovil’s “Disappearing technologies: Disuse and
substitution in the street-lighting of Lisbon, 1848-
-1965” dealt with the afterlife of supposedly out-
dated technologies within a larger time frame. He
showed that electric lighting did not revolutionize
Lisbon’s streets overnight. Rather, allegedly old-
fashioned oil and gas lamps not only stayed, but
spread further around the city while electric lighting
remained largely confined to Lisbon’s fancy boule-
vards.

In modal terms, aviation had a particularly strong
showing at the conference, with two organised and
one composed session, the latter curiously coin-
ciding with one of the former. Among the papers
was Daniela Helbig’s “Beyond the system’s limits:
Marga von Etzdorf’s last flight,” recounting the
tragic suicide of a popular female German pilot
after a forced landing at a small airfield in the
Syrian desert. By reconstructing three takes on the
same event (the view of the airplane producer, a
German view, and a local view) Helbig could pre-
sent a fascinating reflection on what was conside-
red or not part of the air traffic system.

If | would be forced to report something negative
about the conference, | could anecdotally point

at the lack of chairs at the fascinating session on
techno-cocooning, tracking the car as a sound
cocoon through time. The high-quality session drew
such a large crowd that it virtually acquired the cha-
racter of a sit-in. On a more serious level it is still
unfortunate that SHOT remains a society in which
most papers are read, too often in a monotonous
tone slowly dozing the audience off to sleep. In that
sense many presenters may still benefit from Paul
Edwards “How to give an academic talk,” which
SHOT has made available on its website for some
years now. Yet overall there was plenty to keep

the mobility historian to the SHOT annual meeting
in 2008 satisfied. It can only be hoped that this
development continues next year in Pittsburgh as
the annual meeting moves back across the Atlantic
(15-19 October 2009).

Frank Schipper
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Members’ Publications

Martin Schiefelbusch, Reiseerleben. Die Gestaltung der Fahrt als neue Aufgabe fiir den 6ffentlichen Ver-
kehr (The travel experience - a new dimension for public transport development) (Berlin Technical University:
Berlin, 2008), German.

Transport studies have so far paid little attention to the perception of being mobile by travellers and the influ-
ences it has on behaviour. But studies from cultural and social sciences show that mobility has wider impli-
cations than just being transported, for instance by serving psychological and social needs. So far, there has
been little progress in transferring these - in a wider sense - “emotional” dimensions to the transport science
environment.

The consequences of this incomplete view become especially evident in a comparison between public and
private transport. This book therefore aims at making the “travel experience” accessible to transport plan-
ning in general and public transport service development in particular. A review of recent mobility research
streams is used to identify today’s attitudes towards “travel experience”- issues as well as possibilities for a
new approach.

The empirical part reviews how “travel experience” issues are currently incorporated in the planning and
marketing of public transport. Case studies are analysed regarding their genesis, planning framework, user
feedback and experiences. The analytical part is completed by a comparative evaluation of the case studies,
using a three-step assessment process that allows developers to consider different perspectives. The book
aims to assist transport scientists in understanding the “emotional” dimension of mobility, but also proposes
new issues for analytical work.

Prize notices

Cornelius Lely Prize for Mobility History and Policy

The Lely Prize is awarded at each year’s T2M conference for the best paper presented connecting history
with current problems of policy and planning. The prize is named in honor of Cornelius Lely who was the
Minister of Water Management responsible for filling in large parts of the Zuiderzee. He was also a visionary
parliamentary advocate for motorized road transport who, as a minister, was responsible in 1915 for the
first road plan in the Netherlands. There are no limitations on time period, location or mobility mode. To be
eligible, papers must be submitted in time to be included on the conference CD. The prize of 250 Euros is
funded by the Dutch Department of Public Works.

Barker & Robbins Prize

The Barker and Robbins Prize consists of the sum of up to 150 pounds Sterling, awarded to a recent entrant
to the profession who delivers the best paper at the Association’s annual meeting. In making their decision,
the Committee may bear in mind factors including, but not restricted to, the quality and originality of the
argument and the effectiveness of the delivery. The prize may be divided between more than one winner at
the discretion of the Prize Committee, and is funded by the Transport History Research Trust in memory of
Theo Barker and Michael Robbins, two eminent British transport historians.

The definition of a ‘new entrant’ in this context is someone who does not hold a permanent academic post
and/or has not yet published an academic book or paper. Applicants are encouraged to nominate themsel-
ves when they register for the annual conference; further details are available on the T>M website.
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John Scholes Prize

The John Scholes Prize, of up to 250 pounds Sterling, is awarded annually by T2M to the writer of an unpu-
blished essay based on original research into any aspect of the history of transport and mobility. The prize is
intended for recent entrants to the profession and may be awarded to the writer of one outstanding article or

be divided between two or more entrants.

Publication in the Journal of Transport History will be at the discretion of the Editor and subject to the normal

refereeing process.

The prize is funded by the Transport History Research Trust in memory of John Scholes, first Curator of His-

torical Relics at the British Transport Commission.

General Rules

To be eligible for the prize the candidate must *not* yet:

(a) be in a permanent academic position; and

(b) have published either an academic monograph or an essay in a major academic journal.

Essays must not exceed 8000 words (including footnotes), must be fully documented, typewritten with
double line spacing, and submitted in English. Entries (three copies, stating the number of words) should
be sent in hard copy only to arrive no later than 31 July 2009 for the current competition. Essays should not
bear any reference to the author, either by name or department; candidates should send a covering letter

with documentation of their status.

Canadian National 6200
Steam locomotive in

the park of the Canada
Science and Technology
Museum
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