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RESEARCH FELLOWSHIPS: AN EVALUATION

PREFACE

In the world of academe, he or she “got an NEH” is shorthand indicating that a colleague
has received an NEH Fellowship. For academics and independent scholars in the liberal arts
community, the NEH Fellowships Program has prestigious meaning. It gives scholars the
means to pursue creative research and provides a legitimizing basis to communicate their
ideas and work product.

Scholarship is at the heart of NEH. As a public agency, we conduct open competitions based
on review by the scholars’ peers—competitions that result in awards for the very highest
quality projects, no matter how senior or junior the scholars, and no matter what state or
region or institution they hail from. Because of the intense competition and the honor of the
endorsement from peers, NEH Fellowships are among the most coveted of scholarly honors.

Several times each year the rules that govern NEH competitions undergo review to ensure
that all applications receive equalitarian consideration. However, until now the Fellowships
Program has never been formally evaluated. Over a yearlong period the staff of the Division
of Research Programs, therefore, conceived and conducted an intense review of the program.
For the first time in its forty-five-plus years, we systematically sought answers to such broad
questions as: Who applies? How do they use their fellowships? What are the results? What
does a fellowship mean to a recipient?

Gaining answers to these questions allowed the staff also to consider important issues that
relate to the value of the program: Are NEH Fellows productive? What is the impact of their
work? Is the program effectively advancing scholarship in the humanities?

The results of this inquiry show that NEH Fellowships enormously impact individual lives
and careers and encourage talented scholars throughout the humanities to produce high
quality work. The quantitative and qualitative evidence effectively reinforce what scholars
have repeatedly told us: NEH Fellowships provide essential support that enables American
scholars to advance humanistic knowledge, enrich the cultural record, contribute to
educational programs, and inform the general public.

Jim Leach

Chairman
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SUMMARY

The Endowment’s enabling legislation establishes support of humanities
scholarship as one of the agency’s fundamental purposes. Over the past forty-
six years, the principal way by which NEH has encouraged scholarship has been
through its Fellowships Program. By providing a stipend and a significant amount
of time away from teaching, the Fellowships Program enables scholars to conduct
advanced research in the humanities and publish their findings in articles and

books.

The Fellowships Program is among the agency’s largest and best-known programs,
attracting well over twelve hundred applicants each year. It is also among the
agency’s most productive programs. Over the course of its lifetime, the program
has led to the publication of nearly seven thousand books, many of which have
received prestigious awards and prizes. NEH staff regularly tracks publications
resulting from its Fellowships awards, but few systematic efforts have been made to
study the extent to which the program has been meeting its objectives. This study
was undertaken as a first step toward better understanding the program’s impact
and outcomes.

The evaluation examined all fellowship awards made between 2002 and 2004 and
relied on several sets of data. Using NEH records and the database resources of
the Library of Congress, the evaluation determined the number of fellows who
successfully published books and how long it took from when they received their
fellowships. The evaluation also examined publication prizes, book review data,
and publishers. In addition, the evaluation undertook a survey of recent fellowship
winners, including an examination of a comparison group of applicants who
competed for, but did not receive, a fellowship. The results comprise the most
comprehensive evaluation to date of the Endowment’s largest single grant program.
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SUMMARY FINDINGS

The evaluation yielded the following significant findings:

About 70 percent of NEH Fellows complete their projects (i.e., publish a book) within
seven to nine years of their awards.

On average, NEH Fellows produced their books four and one-half years after the
completion of their awards, approximately nine months sooner than those who did not
receive NEH support.

NEH-supported fellowships are widely distributed among junior and senior scholars,
and across geographic regions and types of institutional affiliations.

The NEH Fellowships Program is an important funder of independent humanities
scholars in the U.S.

The work of NEH Fellows is widely recognized for its scholarly excellence—sixty-seven
different institutions having awarded eighty-four publication prizes to the 2002-2004
fellows.

98 percent of those completing the survey considered their fellowships to be
“extremely significant” for the development of their projects.

96 percent of fellows responding to the survey have published a book, article, or essay.

Over 90 percent of those completing the survey considered their fellowships to have
had an impact on their careers.

77 percent of survey respondents indicated that their NEH-supported research had a
direct and positive impact on their teaching.

NEH-supported books received, on average, three to four reviews within the first three
years after publication—suggesting that NEH-supported books are read and have
scholarly (as well as broader) impact.

These findings strongly suggest that NEH’s Fellowships Program has been succeeding in
its efforts to promote humanities scholarship. They also testify to the central place of NEH’s
Fellowships Program in the intellectual life of the nation.
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INTRODUCTION

When the National Endowment for the Humanities was established in 1966, it represented

a grassroots and bipartisan effort to provide those engaged in the study of the humanities—
those in disciplines such as history, literature, philosophy, languages, and classics—an
opportunity to achieve at the same high level as those working in the sciences. In his
inaugural report to Congress, the first NEH chairman remarked that “fellowships in the
sciences have played a major role in the development of the nation’s pool of qualitatively
superb scientists; similar efforts in the humanities will produce similar results.” Advancing
knowledge and understanding have ever since been an important part of NEH’s mission.

One of the primary methods for achieving these goals has been through fellowships:
awards to individual scholars for periods of six to twelve months to write books and
thereby create a tangible, lasting record of the very best in humanities research. NEH
Fellowships make available the most important scholarly commodity: time. Humanities
scholars need time to read; time to conduct archival research; time to think; and time

to write. In almost every case, NEH Fellowships provide scholars with time to produce
books—the “gold standard” in the communication and evaluation of humanities ideas.
Their books spell out ideas that promote discussion within the disciplines, create public
awareness, nurture scholarly careers, and prepare the next generation for the challenges of
the future.

This report represents the Endowment’s most systematic attempt to evaluate the
effectiveness of the Fellowships Program, a program that is widely known among
independent scholars, college teachers, and university faculty members.

Since 1980, the NEH Fellowships Program has received almost fifty thousand requests for
funding and made over 6,500 awards, covering every field in the humanities and leading
to the publication of thousands of scholarly books. While impressive, these numbers do
not necessarily mean that the program is meeting its core objectives. It was the purpose
of this study to examine whether the program is meeting its objectives and to understand
more fully what the scholarly community and the American public have gained from
NEH’s Fellowships Program. More precisely, the study assessed the extent to which the
Fellowships Program facilitates basic research and original scholarship in the humanities
by analyzing program outcomes—particularly books—as a result or “payoft” of providing
scholars with a concentrated period of time for research and writing.

To this end, the evaluation project examined the work of 520 award recipients (the “study
group”) from fiscal years 2002, 2003, and 2004. From the same years, we also examined
180 nonwinners (the “comparison group”) who submitted highly competitive applications
but just missed being funded. The aim is twofold: First, to establish the extent to which
fellows use their awards to publish books and how long it takes before their books appear
in print; second, to determine whether and how fellowship-supported books enter into
discussions among scholars, readers, and the public at large.

We made use of several different sources of data:

* The online catalog of the Library of Congress, to determine the number of published
books (including single-author works, edited collections, translations, and other
research tools). The Library’s catalog is widely considered to be authoritative and,
therefore, would include any published book relevant to our evaluation. A list of books
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published by 2002-2004 NEH Fellowships awardees and a list of publishers appear in
Appendices A and B, respectively.

* Lists of prizes and awards from online sources and compiled through correspondence
with fellows in the study group. Sponsors of publication prizes are noteworthy for their
diversity and include professional and academic organizations, public philanthropic
organizations, local and national newspapers and magazines, and public interest
groups. A list of publication prizes won by 2002-2004 NEH Fellowship awardees
appears in Appendix C.

* The Book Review Index Plus (BRIP) database available through the Library of
Congress to determine the extent to which NEH-supported books were reviewed or
noted in scholarly and popular publications. BRIP is a comprehensive online guide
to book reviews that includes more than five million review citations for books,
periodicals, books on tape, and electronic media representing a wide range of popular,
academic, and professional interests. A full list of publications reviewing NEH-
supported books appears in Appendix D.

* A wide-ranging survey of the 520 fellowship awardees for the fiscal years 2002,
2003, and 2004, which constituted the study group. We received 320 completed
surveys, for a response rate of 62 percent. We owe a deep debt of gratitude to the
320 respondents for the extended comments that they included with their surveys.
NEH staff can speculate on what it means to receive an award, but there is no source
better to articulate the importance of the Endowment’s work than its recipients.

The NEH Fellowships Program strives to conduct fair and open competitions that reward
scholars at any stage of their careers, in diverse geographic locations, and with a wide

range of affiliations. These guiding objectives are central to honoring the trust between the
Endowment and the American public, which expects wise and fair expenditure of funds
based on support of the best ideas. We believe that the evidence we have gathered confirms
that the NEH Fellowships Program is accomplishing its important and unique mission to
facilitate “basic research and original scholarship in the humanities.”

ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

In a time when the publishing industry is undergoing major changes as a result of digital
technologies, most NEH Fellowships applicants still aim to write books. While NEH-
supported books now appear in both traditional and electronic formats, the genre
(regardless of the format) continues to be the measure of scholarly significance and the
manner by which new ideas in the humanities are communicated. In what follows, we draw
upon the survey results and other data sources to discuss, among other key issues: important
characteristics of the NEH applicant pool, publishing success rates of NEH scholars, various
measures of scholarly excellence, impact, and reach, and the benefits of NEH Fellowships for
the awardees, including the impact on their careers and their teaching.

Characteristics of the Applicant Pool and Award Winners
NEH awards fellowships based on merit and the advice it receives from outside, independent

evaluators. The diversity of NEH’s award winners—in terms of academic rank, geographical
location, and institutional affiliation—is remarkable.
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Applicant Rank. Applicants are classified as either junior scholars or senior scholars. Junior
applicants are those who completed their final degrees within seven years of the submission
deadline; senior scholars are those who received their final degrees more than seven years
ago. Providing funding opportunities to both junior and senior scholars has been a goal of
the Endowment since the beginning of the Fellowships Program.

From its earliest fellowships competitions to the present, NEH’s applicant pool has varied
little, with approximately 60 percent of applicants being senior scholars and 40 percent
junior scholars. In the three years considered in this study, the entire application pool of
3,641 applicants included 59 percent senior scholars and 41 percent junior scholars.

What has varied over the years are the proportions of awards going to junior and senior
scholars. The Endowment has never imposed a target for any category of scholars. Instead,

it has relied on its peer review process to identify the best applications. In some years, senior
scholars fare better; in other years, junior scholars fare better. In the years under evaluation,
347 of the 520 fellows (67 percent) were senior scholars, and 173 of the 520 fellows (33 percent)
were junior scholars.

Geographic Distribution. The Endowment has always taken its status as a national funding
agency seriously. While the Endowment imposes no regional targets for awards in any of
its programs, it strives to make all regions of the country aware of its programs, including
Fellowships. For the years under review, the Endowment funded fellowship applicants from
each region at approximately the same rates as they applied. While applicants from New
England and the Middle Atlantic states apply in slightly higher numbers, they by no means
dominate the competition, as the following chart indicates.

ALL NEH APPLICANTS NEH FELLOWS
NEW ENGLAND 490 (13%) 92 (18%)
MIDDLE ATLANTIC 892 (24%) 143 (27%)
MIDWEST 777 (21%) 109 (21%)
WEST 475 (13%) 67 (13%)
SOUTH 643 (17%) 72 (14%)
PLAINS, MOUNTAINS 296 (8%) 28 (5%)
& SOUTHWEST
OTHER* “Includes U.S territories 108 (3%) 9 (2%)
and U.S. citizens living abroad
TOTAL 3,681 520
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In 2002-2004, the Fellowships Program received applications from all fifty states and made
awards to applicants living in forty-four of these. On average, NEH funds reached scholars
in thirty-nine states each year. It should be noted that states that did not receive awards
submitted, on average, fewer than four applications per competition, and that in the same
time period these states received multiple awards through the Endowment’s other grant
programs.

Institutional Affiliation. Over the last two decades, there have been significant shifts within
U.S. academe. With more PhDs awarded than there are new positions available for them,
qualified teachers and scholars have become more widely distributed throughout institutions
of higher education. Scholars teaching at major research institutions, however, continue to
have resources not always available to scholars working at smaller universities, four-year
colleges, two-year colleges, and to those who remain unaffiliated. The applicant pool for
NEH Fellowships reflects this diversity. During the years under evaluation, 48 percent of all
applicants indicated affiliations with major research institutions, 39 percent were affiliated
with nonresearch institutions, and 13 percent were unaffiliated independent scholars.

As with scholarly rank and geographical distribution, NEH does not target specific
institutions or institution types for its awards. Panelists are asked to evaluate each
application on its own merits, regardless of an applicant’s institutional affiliation. Of the
520 awards made in 2002, 2003, and 2004, 57 percent went to faculty members at research
institutions; 36 percent went to faculty members at nonresearch institutions; and 7 percent
went to independent scholars.

Support for Independent Scholars

The rubric “independent scholar” includes a wide range of individuals: some are eager for
academic appointments but do not yet have them; others are employed in positions outside
of the academy; still others have chosen to remain without affiliation. During the three
years under review, NEH awarded fellowships to 37 independent scholars. The significance
of this finding should not be overlooked. NEH Fellowships are not for faculty members
alone but for any qualified individual who wishes to undertake serious research in the
humanities.

The importance of NEH to independent scholars can be seen in some of the survey
responses. Steven Holmes, for example, commented, “For independent scholars, NEH is

one of the few sources of support for continued research in the humanities, thus contributing
greatly to intellectual work that is often more explorative and free-ranging than that which
takes place in the academy.” Andrea Weiss, who was an independent scholar when she
received her NEH Fellowship, recounts that the fellowship made her “research more careful
and more thorough than it would have been;...Iwas afforded the time to develop my skills
as an author; I think my writing style and nonfiction storytelling abilities advanced
significantly because of that extra time, leading to more positive reviews and recognition. . . .

[ was an independent scholar when I received the fellowship, so I had no financial support
and the fellowship was a true lifeline enabling me to finish my project.” After the completion
of her FY 2003 fellowship, the City University of New York hired Weiss, awarding her tenure
after only three years. Her book, In the Shadow of the Magic Mountain: The Erika and Klaus Mann
Story (University of Chicago Press), was published in 2008.

Daniel Sharfstein received his NEH Fellowship in 2004 when he was an independent
scholar. He is now a tenured professor at Vanderbilt University Law School, and his survey
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comments suggest that without an NEH Fellowship not just a book but an entire scholarly
career might have been lost: “I was awarded an NEH Fellowship at a crucial moment in my
life. I had graduated from law school in 2000 and spent a few years clerking in the federal
courts and practicing public-interest law. I was in the process of interviewing with Boston
law firms with the idea that I would embark on a career as a trial lawyer. And then I saw
NEH's call for proposals in early 2003. In college and law school, I had done some research
into nineteenth- and early twentieth-century court cases in which judges and juries had to
determine whether people were white or black. The picture that these cases revealed of small
Southern communities during slavery and segregation was unlike anything I had learned

in history books—to my mind, the cases called into question some of our most deep-seated
assumptions about race in the United States. I dreamed of writing a book about these cases,
but I had to work to support myself.... WhenI applied as an independentscholar, I thought
of it as one last chance to realize my dream. If it did not work out, then I would move on
with my life in legal practice. I will never forget the day the notification from NEH arrived

in the mail, just as I will never forget what the fellowship enabled me to do. I spent the year
immersed in research, figuring out how to write a book and what its focus would be. At the
same time, even though I was an independent scholar, the fellowship opened up an entire
world to me, a community of historians and legal scholars who embraced my work and gave
me invaluable feedback during the years I spent researching and writing it. The fellowship
led to additional funding opportunities, an academic position at Vanderbilt, and, ultimately,
The Invisible Line. The world has one less lawyer, but the NEH Fellowship has given me a book,
a community, and a career. And judging from the responses I have received from readers as
well as descendants of the families in the book, my NEH Fellowship has had an impact on
many other people’s lives, too. I will always be grateful for this life-changing opportunity, and
I hope that the agency continues to play its essential role in nurturing the ideas and historical
imagination of the United States.” Sharfstein published The Invisible Line: Three American
Families and the Secret Journey from Black to White with Penguin in 2011.

Publications

Of the 520 fellows in the the study group, 357 (or 69
percent) published books between the end of their
fellowship and June 30, 2011 (the closing date of this
study). By contrast, those individuals who prepared
applications that were highly competitive but not
funded were significantly less successful. Of the

180 applicants in the comparison group, only 72 (42
percent) were able to publish books. At the most
basic level, then, the value of a fellowship is clear.
Scholars who receive NEH funding published books
at a rate 25 to 30 percent higher than their unfunded
counterparts, suggesting at least two conclusions.
First, it confirms that the most valuable commodity
for a scholar is time. Individuals who have been
freed from the duties of teaching and administration
are more likely to be productive scholars. Professor
Sandra Petrulionis of the Department of English

at Pennsylvania State University—-Altoona noted in
her survey response that research leading to book DANIEL J. SHARFSTEIN
publication “takes an extraordinary amount of time.
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... These projects and this kind of writing cannot truly be done well during a regular semester
or summer break. They require intensive thought and concentration, which NEH Fellowships
provide.”

Second, the statistics refute the notion—sometimes voiced by those unfamiliar with the
nature of humanities research—that humanities scholars do not need fellowships. In fact,
there is a clear need. Without funding, many scholars would not be able to accomplish the
work expected of them by their institutions, nor would they be able to keep their scholarly
skills honed or to continue to develop intellectually. As universities and colleges curtail their
own funding, NEH Fellowships provide a publishing “lifeline” for many, a fact borne out

by the survey comments. For example, Professor John Cort in the Department of Religion

at Denison University, Granville, Ohio, wrote, “Without the year of uninterrupted writing
allowed by the NEH Fellowship, a year freed from the heavy teaching responsibilities of a
small liberal arts college, I would not have been able to finish the book.” Likewise, Professor
Claudia Jensen, a part-time faculty member in the Department of Slavic Languages and
Literatures at the University of Washington, noted, “I would not have been able to write this
book without the support of NEH. So, calling the impact of the NEH Fellowship ‘extremely
important’ is actually something of an understatement.” Jensen published Musical Cultures in
Seventeenth-Century Russia with Indiana University Press in 2009.

While it is important that NEH Fellows are succeeding in publishing their work, it is equally
noteworthy where they are publishing. In a time when the number of “vanity presses” and
presses that do not utilize peer review is increasing, the list of publishers of NEH-supported
books (Appendix B) indicates that the majority of NEH books are published by university
presses, trade presses, or independent presses, all of which use peer review in the evaluation
of manuscripts. The top ten publishers of NEH-supported books account for almost half

of the total. These ten presses—Oxford University Press, Cambridge University Press,
University of Chicago Press, Cornell University Press, University of California Press, Harvard
University Press, Ashgate Press, Routledge Press, University of Pennsylvania Press, and
Stanford University Press—are widely considered to be among the most prestigious and
competitive presses in the humanities. They employ rigorous peer review of manuscripts,
and sophisticated marketing departments, and strive to make their products widely
available. Such a publishing record testifies to the scholarly significance of NEH-funded
research and its successful dissemination.

Some projects will take more than nine years to bear fruit, and the statistics show that
about 30 percent of fellows in the study group have not yet published books. The reasons
are varied. The Endowment funds individual projects at any stage of development. Some
fellows are ready to begin writing when their fellowship periods begin; others, however,
spend their awards on the arduous but necessary task of sifting through archival materials.
Larry Stempel, for example, recently published his magnum opus Showtime: A History of
the Broadway Musical Theater (W. W. Norton, 2011). His NEH Fellowship, funded in 1984,
supported the initial research trips to archives and libraries around the country, and this
research eventually made his book possible.

Few books will be twenty-seven years in the making like Stempel’s. Yet NEH-funded
fellows find that their awards allow them to achieve greater intellectual depth as a result
of their fellowship. Ninety-eight percent of survey respondents indicate that the work
accomplished with NEH support allowed them to write higher quality books. “Without the
NEH Fellowship,” noted Professor Julie Winch of the University of Massachusetts, Boston,

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE HUMANITIES 9



“I would not have been able to mine all the sources I eventually did.” Professor Jan Shetler
of Goshen College in Indiana had an even more dramatic tale: “Since my researchisin. ..
Tanzania, I could not have completed this project without an extensive fieldwork time there.
It would have been impossible without funding.” An NEH Fellowship, by design, enables a
scholar to delve deeper, range more widely, and create more lasting scholarship.

Some fellows did not publish because they received funding for projects with goals other
than books. For example, Thomas Field, a linguist at the University of Maryland-Baltimore
County, received a fellowship to produce an electronic corpus of the medieval Gascon
language, a Romance language dialect once spoken in southern France and parts of Spain.
While no book was proposed by Field, the open access database he compiled will be of great
use to other linguists who will as a result of it publish books.

While our first conclusion—that fellows published more than nonfellows—is perhaps not
surprising, a closer examination of the publication numbers holds some noteworthy results.
The conventional wisdom among peer reviewers is that senior scholars publish more easily
and more often than junior scholars.

Total in T?tBaI #k # of Junior | Junior Scholars | # of Senior Senior Scholars
Group (F)’ubl?soh:d Scholars who published | Scholars who published
NEH Fellows | 520 357 (69%) | 173 120 (69%) 374 237 (63%)
NEH
Unsuccessful . . .
Applicants 180 76 (42%) 71 24 (34%) 109 52 (47%)

Yet the evaluation revealed that junior scholars who received fellowships published more than
their senior counterparts. Sixty-nine percent of junior scholars published books, while 63
percent of senior scholars published books. What this suggests is that junior scholars, who are
frequently attempting to gain tenure, are quite motivated to complete their projects.

Sixty-nine percent of award winners published books, but when broken down by institutional
affiliation, it is clear that some groups are at an advantage. Scholars with affiliations at large
research institutions typically have access to impressive research libraries and additional
research support, and, therefore, it is not surprising that 75 percent of award winners at
research institutions were able to publish. Faculty members at nonresearch institutions—
which include a wide variety of small universities, liberal arts colleges, and two-year colleges—
published in numbers just below the average, 62 percent. The unaffiliated independent
scholars who published did so at an even lower rate of 51 percent. These numbers suggest that
infrastructure and access to resources does matter. Larger institutions typically have more
research money available for their faculty members. But money is only part of the picture:
Research institutions are more likely to allow faculty members to teach in their specialized
areas of research and are more likely to have research assistants for their use.

However that may be, the “big picture” for all groups who received a fellowship is bright in
terms of productivity. While 74 percent of survey respondents indicate that they completed

a single-authored book (a number consistent with our independently derived figure from the
Library of Congress catalog), 308 of the 320 respondents, or 96 percent, reported publishing as
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aresult of their fellowships (either a single-authored book, a peer-reviewed article, a chapter
in a book, an edited volume, or some combination of these). Of the eleven respondents who
did not publish, nine indicated that they presented public lectures and/or conference papers
on their fellowship work, while only two reported no public results to date whatsoever (and, it
should be noted, both of these fellows mentioned that they had just completed their book
manuscripts).

Time from Award to Publication

It is fair for American taxpayers to ask how long one should have to wait before an
“investment” in a scholar yields a return. Since a fellowship can cover any stage in the research
process, from exploring archives to drafting and revising, the timeline for completion can vary
significantly. A fellow funded at the writing stage is more likely to complete the project
quickly than a fellow who is only just beginning research. Nonetheless, based on available book
publication data, we can determine the average lag between awards and results. NEH Fellows
who published abook at the time the evaluation was completed did so, on average, 4.4 years
after receiving their awards.

Average Years for Average Years for

Junior Scholars Senior Scholars
NEH Fellows 4.4 years 4.4 years
NEH.UnsuccessfuI 4.5 years 5.1 years
Applicants

If the Endowment’s main goal was the quick production of books, then the Fellowships
Program would fund only projects that are already at the writing stage. However, NEH’s
mission emphasizes funding the best scholarship, and that often means supporting
applicants who will engage in arduous archival research or other long-term research efforts
involving oral histories or data gathering. Professor Joseph McCartin at Georgetown
University, for example, indicates that his fellowship allowed him “to deepen my research
considerably, to add a whole new dimension through oral histories, and to broaden the
context within which I was situating my work. It was hugely significant and resulted in much
better and more significant research products.” McCartin’s Collision Course: Ronald Reagan,
the Air Traffic Controllers,and the Strike that Changed America
(Oxford University Press) appeared in 2011. Likewise, Farzaneh
Milani at the University of Virginia suggests that delays are
inherentin fellowships awarded to conduct archival research.
With her fellowship, Professor Milani was able to conduct
research that expanded “the themes proposed and, as a
consequence, [I] needed more time to complete my project.”
Milani’s book— Words Not Swords: Iranian Women Writers and
the Freedom of Movement (Syracuse University Press, 2011)—was
published after nine years of work by its author. A fellowship
awarded to Sarah McNamerin the English Departmentat
Georgetown University allowed the author to “undertake new
research I had not anticipated, and essentially to rewrite the
first half of my book. My book is much the stronger ...but

it took several years longer than anticipated to complete.”

FARZANEH MILANI
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McNamer published Affective Meditation and the Invention of Medieval Compassion (University of
Pennsylvania Press, 2010).

The survey also makes clear how heavy teaching loads can affect productivity—and that an
NEH Fellowship can help address this issue. The challenge identified by Chairman Barnaby
Keeneyin 1967 is echoed in 2011 by Professor Leslie A. Adelson at Cornell University, who
received an NEH Fellowship and has been active in the Modern Language Association:
“Many individual scholars capable of developing important new ideas have no other means
of support because their home institutions are either too poor or understaffed to provide it.
Teaching loads and service loads for many scholars in the humanities are so high that little
or no time remains to pursue sustained research during a normal semester. The financial
support and leave time enabled by NEH support are absolutely necessary for many individual
scholars to pursue and complete high-quality research of significance to the humanities.”
Professor Adelson published her book, The Turkish Turn in Contemporary German Literature, on
the effects of Turkish migration to Germany, in 2005, with Palgrave Macmillan.

Additional Benefits of Fellowships for Fellows

It is significant that 99 percent of survey respondents stated that they were able to provide a
more thorough treatment of their subject because of their awards. And 98 percent responded
that their NEH awards allowed them to achieve a higher quality final product. This is rein-
forced by answers suggesting that more than 70 percent of respondents were able to use
their awards to examine archival materials.

What the survey also makes clear is that fellowships frequently pay off in unanticipated
ways. They improve, for example, the chances of serendipitous discovery in the course of
research. Julie Winch at the University of Massachusetts, Boston, recounted how during one
research trip she located “a cache of material that no scholar had ever seen before. A box
(rather a large box) of letters emerged from the crawl-space of an old home belonging to
the family I was researching. The letters—now suitably conserved and catalogued—have
become part of the collection of the Missouri Historical Society. . . . Without this support
it is virtually impossible for scholars at all but the wealthiest schools to get the time to

do this kind of work. Squeezing writing—and especially research trips—into a week here
or there just doesn’t yield the same kinds of results.” Winch’s NEH-supported research
resulted in The Clamorgans: One Family’s History of Race in America (Hill and Wang, 2011).
Likewise, Robert Rupert of the Philosophy Department at the University of Colorado,
Boulder, recountedin his survey that his “book-project has led to ongoing debates with
leaders in my field, . . . helping everyone involved to get a clearer picture of what'’s at stake
in debates about the nature of human cognition and mind, to locate the genuine points of
disagreement, and to give everyone involved a better idea which avenues of future research
are promising.” Professor Rupert received his award as a junior scholar working at Texas
Tech University. His book, Cognitive Systems and the Extended Mind, was published by Oxford
University Press in 2009.

Impact in the Scholarly Community

No matter how well written or researched, a book that goes unread is worth little more
than the paper on which it is printed. So, while books are the immediate outcome of

NEH Fellowships, the extent to which the books engage and stimulate new ideas among
readers determines a