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PREFACE
Writing is a lonely and tedious business. Time and again, I had to overcome the fear for the empty
screen. Without the support and interest of a number of friendly readers, who never seemed to doubt
that my concoctions were going somewhere, this thesis would surely not have been completed.
Rosi Braidotti and Lolle Nauta proved to be an excellent team of supervisors. Their confidence
in my project and their shared and ever returning insistence that I write in my own voice were
invaluable to me. I already miss our joint meetings in either Utrecht or Groningen. I would especially
like to thank Rosi for her energizing pep-talks in the beginning and her relentless deadlines towards the
end, but also for her trust, and her quick and politically sharpened mind which made for a series of
challenging and intense conversations. Lolle helped me along with his pointed and always useful
comments in developing my own arguments more carefully. I thank him for his consistent support and
friendship through the years.
Winter 1994, I had the opportunity to visit the History of Consciousness Program of the
University of California at Santa Cruz. Participating in seminars with Donna Haraway, Dana Tagaki
and Angela Davis was a great and instructive experience in many ways. I especially want to think
Donna for het willingness to read my work, her stimulating conversations, her warmth. I admire her
ability to combine academic erudition with serious political engagement and a great sense of humour.
The Utrecht postgraduate seminar in Women’s Studies proved to be an inspiring meeting point.
I thoroughly enjoyed our lively discussions and the atmosphere of mutual support and interest in each
other’s work. I learned a lot from comments on separate chapters by Denise de Costa, Cris van der
Hoek, Geertje Mak, Jann Ruyters and Anneke Smelik. The monthly intellectueel atelier of the
Department of Women’s Studies was another guarantee for intense explorations of topical issues within
feminist theory.
I am lucky to have a number of friends who are colleagues, or vice versa. They were willing to
listen to vague ideas, read preliminary texts and counter ever so many doubts. I thank Pieter Pekelharing
and Charis Cussins for asking the right questions at the right time, and Mieke Aerts and Sawitri Saharso
for a good talk on ‘inappropriate/d others’. I am especially grateful for the attentive readership and
useful comments given on separate chapters by Rosemarie Buikema, Geoff Cooper, Emilie Gomart,
Bruno Latour, Annemarie Mol, Trees Pels, Frans van Peperstraten and Evelien Tonkens.
I could not have done without the help of several experts in documentation, such as Roelof
Jansma of the Documentation Centre of the Library of the University of Amsterdam, and Gijs von der
Fuhr of the Amsterdam Centrum Buitenlanders. I also thank employees of the archives of the Anne
Frank Stichting and the IIAV (International Information centre and Archives for the Women’s
movement) in Amsterdam for their help, and Herman Vuysje and Philomena Essed for generously
providing me with information from their personal archives.
Dick Pels has followed the process of writing the dissertation in its most intimate details, endured my
uncertainties and my growing engrossment in the project. I cherish our talks at his kitchen table, our
part-time family life with Zita, and learned to appreciate the mixed blessings of living on a ship in
Amsterdam. Our emotional and intellectual partnership has been a true enrichment.
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