Dear Prof. Mukherjee,

according to our talk in early May this year I forward my application for a stay at the “Institute of Advanced Study”. Please open the attachment to find the research proposal, the CV, and the list of publications. I have applied for an early period of time, for 9 months from January until September 2010, although I know that you have no vacancies before April 2010. I have two reasons for that, first I do recall that you mentioned the former stay of a German historian at your center (Prof. Dillinger), who had some problems with the additional funding of the German Academic Exchange Service. Generally the DAAD will finance my stay at JNU, if the research at your center will be combined with teaching at your university (perhaps at the history department). The procedure could be the following: I could thus raise additional funding from DAAD, teach from January to April, and then later focus on research from April until September. The second reason is that the volume on globalization is in my tube, and most likely I will be busy with several DFG-projects from Autumn 2010 on, and not be able come to Delhi later than Winter/Spring 2010. 

For the application with DAAD I only need your letter of invitation, offering any kind of support (especially the grant you mentioned). This will be indeed very helpful, as a letter of invitation from your institute is required for the application. The next deadline is the beginning of August.
But first of all I hope that the board will except my research proposal, and that my proposal and my person are worthy to receive an invitation at your wonderful center.

My referees are

Prof. Dr. Jürgen Reulecke, University of Giessen, Germany, Juergen.Reulecke@geschichte.uni-giessen.de

Prof. Dr. Ralf Schnell, President of the University of Siegen, Germany, rektor@uni-siegen.de
Thank you so much for your support,

With best regards,

Detlef Briesen


Research Proposal
Detlef Briesen, University of Giessen, Germany

The applicant was German Academic Exchange Service (DAAD) visiting professor at JNU, CSSS, Global Studies Program, for five months during spring semester 2009. During his stay at JNU, he offered “special lectures”, which aimed to demonstrate the importance of the global issue for the social sciences in general, and to exemplify methodological, theoretical and empirical problems and innovations related with the global issue in the most prominent systems of cultural studies, history, sociology, geography, ethnology, and political science. The lectures focused on the one hand on the traditional approaches to “mondialisation”, world systems, and globalization in social sciences since the 18th century, and showed on the other hand the persistence of scientific disciplinary boundaries even in the actual debates. Limitations by language, especially between the three most important academic languages, French for the entire period until the turn of the century, German for the first half of the 20th century, and English for the last 30 years were also of utmost importance.
The stay at the “Institute of Advanced Study” at JNU will serve to complete this work, which will be published in the English language by an Indian publisher. An additional option will be a publication in German. It will be possible to gain the support of the DAAD for another long term stay in India, if the activities of the applicant affiliated to the “Center of Advanced Studies” can be combined with teaching at JNU. The applicant can also organize a conference at the “Center for Advanced Studies” on the topic of globalization and its impact on urban mega-structures, which will be supported by the German Science Foundation (DFG). 
The work on the manuscript will be structured by five main theses:
From the perspective of European or international science history „mondialisation“ is a traditional topic of all cultural studies. There is a persisting debate on the global from the late 18th century on to the present (ALBRECHT, 2005; SLOTERDIJK, 2006). Neither the discourse nor globalization itself is a historically recent or brand new phenomenon; and especially cultural studies were always an integrated element of globalization as such. From enlightenment onwards historians wrote “world histories”, ethnologists and “orientalists” focused on the question why non-European people failed to follow the path to progress. Geographers paved the way for the European soldiers, conquerors, and colonists, and political scientists explained “backwardness” with pseudo-theories such as “oriental despotism. This international or global approach to cultural studies was however challenged by the national paradigm in several historical periods, but exceedingly between the First World War and the 1970ies. The nationalization of social sciences was an outcome of the so called “European Civil War” from 1914 until 1945, the nationalization of the former colonial possessions of the European powers, and a result of the Americanization of the academic culture after the end of the Second World War. The latter was deeply influenced by the classical liberalism of Adam Smith, who had strongly promoted the idea of separated systems of societal organization, in particular economy, politics, and society. With the internationally leading role of American sociology after 1945, and the “Americanization” of prominent sociological thinkers a world-wide predominance of the national paradigm of “society” was introduced, which focused research and theory in nearly all social sciences, and most academic communities on the nation state. The nation state or its equivalent society became icons of the model science of the post-war era, sociology, and its substantialism was even strengthened by structuralism, functionalism, and system theory. The implicit or explicit global theories of Marx, Durkheim, Weber or Simmel were lost or re-interpreted according to the paradigm of a national society.
But already in the inter-war period the topic of globalization had a new starting point, the innovative concepts of the French historical school of Annales, and the work of Bloch, Pirenne, and later Braudel, and Wallerstein. It transformed traditional “world history” into mondialisation in the setting of structuralism. After the Second World War in particular a new discourse on “monidalisation” emerged. In a first period, shortly after the war, it was influenced by critical reflections about the war experiences, and by hopes for a better future. Already in the 1950ies new fields of debate evolved, such as international organizations, the Cold War, the internationalization of higher education, the term “one world” etc. In the 1980ies the relevance of the global even increased to be transformed into a permanent metaphor in international politics, economy, culture, and technology (BACH, 2007). Since 1989 the world is finally „flat“, a nearly integrative space for human interaction and communication particularly (FRIEDMAN, 2005).

The fundamental global changes after 1986 challenged all social sciences, but the impact on specific disciplines was very different. The last or perhaps already the penultimate phase of globalization, the years between the beginning of a world-wide liberalization of economy in 1986 and the breakdown of the neo-liberal system in 2008, saw a wide range of scientific efforts to adopt to new developments, questions, scientific frameworks, and theories. History had relapsed since the 1950s, but it developed a high potential for paradigm change from national to regional, European, international, transnational, or global parameters. This was promoted by the traditional preference of history not for (pseudo)theories, but for perspectives or overarching issues of research and description. Thus history emerged as the center of globalization studies in social sciences (BAYLE, 2004; CROSSLEY/ LEES/ SERVOS, 2004; BENTLEY/ ZIEGLER, 2008; TESTOT, 2008; BÉNICHI, 2008, OSTERHAMMEL; 2009). Similar developments took place in cultural geography (JOHNSTON/ TAYLOR/ WATTS, 2002), and connected with the inversion of traditional influences from Europe or the U.S. to Asia, in Ethnology. There, the basic concepts in social or cultural anthropology were considerably modified by theorists like Wolf, Ekholm, Mauss, Hannerz, Appadurai, Gupta, Ferguson, Augé etc. (KREFF, 2003; INDA/ ROSALDO 2008). Political science began to focus on international or transnational issues, determinants of world policy, world economy, global technologies, new forms of wars and conflicts etc. (KAISER/ SCHWARZ; 2000). Prevalent are also studies on governance (HEINS, 2001; WILLKE, 2006; CHOMSKY, 2006), the social security system (SIGG/ BEHRENDT, 2003), and poverty COHEN, 2004). Sociology started a discourse on the world-society, with important contributions from Giddens, Robertson, Harvey, Castells, Melucci, and Albrow (BECK, 1997; DÜRRSCHMIDT, 2002).
The recent development to „global studies“ in all disciplines of social science has led to a high complexity of approaches, models, theories, research strategies, and to a re-formation of traditional disciplines along with the global challenge. It has strengthened the post-modern effort to elaborate new ways of trans-national and trans-disciplinary co-operation. And it has indeed challenged the long existing pre-dominance of Euro-centrism. Thus globalization promoted not only new theoretical and methodological approaches, but also a “mondialisation” of social science as such (MÜLLER, 2002).
The actual, sophisticated debate on globalization in social science is clearly characterized by a tentative repositioning of basic assumptions and methodological approaches. Because the progress in social science during the last century had shown to often their weakness or even triviality, not the grand or even the meta-theories are dominating. Most social scientists are rather focusing on the collection and formulation of certain emergent phenomena, which are related directly to the global development. This approach is crucial for two reasons, first because of the obvious objection by historians that neither the discourse on the global nor globalization as such are only recently emerging phenomena; second to avoid superficial assumptions of “new” societal phenomena, and to magnify their significance with “new” grand narratives. Castells and Schissler have proposed several emergent phenomena which should be studied synchronically and diachronically by historians, geographers, ethnologists, and political scientists understand the real dimension of „mondialisation“: Communication, social movements, labour markets, generational aspects, cultural change, trans-national migration, mega-urbanization, inequality, gender, globalization of capital and financial markets, re-privatization, role of the national or trans-national state, environmental issues (CASTELLS, 1996-1998; SCHISSLER, 2005). 

The stay at the „Institute of Advanced Study“ will be used to complete the work on the manuscript, which will target on two issues: On the repositioning of transnational and trans-disciplinary „global studies“ on the one hand, and second on the publication of an academic standard volume on the global issue on the other hand. If possible the latter should be evaluated by teaching at JNU. For the entire issue a stay of nine months at the „Institute of Advanced Study“ will be adequate. To gain the additional support by DAAD a beginning of the stay would best be already around January 2010. 
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CV 

Dr. Detlef Briesen, born Oct. 13th 1957 in Essen, West-Germany

University of Giessen, Department 4: History

1976
university-entrance diploma, alternative civilian service

1978 until 1985 
academic studies: history, sociology, German language at University at Cologne 

student assistant at Institute of Applied Social Research (Prof. Renate Mayntz), at Institute of Applied Social Historical Research (Prof. Erwin Scheuch), and assistant researcher at Institute of Empirical media Studies ( Prof. Krüger) 

1985
state examination 

1986 until 1987
memorial state exhibition „Im Westen Was Neues“ of State Government North-Rhine-Westphalia, commemorating the fortieth anniversary of the foundation of North-Rhine-Westphalia 1947 

1987 until 1990
scholarship holder of Foundation Volkswagenwerk associated with the research project „Metropolis Berlin“. During this time severe illness.

1990
research fellow University at Cologne

1990
dissertation University at Cologne with a thesis on the German metropolitan system of cities 1850 - 1940

1990 
postdoctoral research fellow University of Siegen, project management of "Identity in Post-Industrial Regions." Since 1990 teaching activities at University of Siegen, including courses on methodology, quantitative research methods, regional approaches, social geography, theory, histories of Europe, US, Russia, China, the Holocaust, and Stalinism, several excursions

1993 until 1995
chief assistant at University of Siegen (Prof. Dr. Gerhard Brunn) European Regional Research, co-operation with DFG research centre "media studies"

1996 until 2000
scholarship for habilitation of State Government North-Rhine-Westphalia, branch cultural department for Westphalia 

1998
habilitation at University of Siegen with a study on German Consumerism 

since 2000
assistant/ associate professor at University of Siegen.

2001 until 2005 
also head of Foundation Volkswagenwerk project "Punishment and Rehabilitation. Juvenile Delinquency in Germany and the US 1900 – 2000."

since 2005
also scholarship of German Science Foundation "Health and Prevention in Germany and the US" 1820 – 2000

2009
DAAD visiting professor at JNU

since July 2009
professor at JLU University, Giessen, department of history

