Cold War Conflict
and Consensus

1945-1965

The defeat of the Nazis and their allies in 1945 left Europe in ruins. In the immediate post-
war years, as Europeans struggled to overcome the effects of rampant death and destruc-
tion, the victorious Allies worked to shape an effective peace accord. Disagreements
between the Soviet Union and the Western allies emerged during this process and quickly
led to an apparently endless Cold War between the two new superpowers —the United
States and the Soviet Union. This conflict split much of Europe into a Soviet-aligned Com-
munist bloc and a U.S.-aligned capitalist bloc and spurred military, economic, and techno-
logical competition.

Amid these tensions, battered western European countries fashioned a remarkable re-
covery, building strong democratic institutions and vibrant economies. In the Soviet Union
and the “East Bloc” (the label applied to central and eastern European countries governed
by Soviet-backed Communist regimes), Communist leaders repressed challenges to one-
party rule but also offered limited reforms, leading to stability there as well. Yet the post-
war period was by no means peaceful. Anti-Soviet uprisings in East Bloc countries led to
military intervention and death and imprisonment for thousands. Colonial independence
movements in the developing world sometimes erupted in violence, even after liberation
was achieved. Cold War hostilities had an immense impact on the decolonization process,
often to the detriment of formerly colonized peoples.

Cold War conflicts notwithstanding, the postwar decades witnessed the construction
of a relatively stable social and political consensus in both Communist and capitalist Eu-
rope. At the same time, changing class structures, new migration patterns, and new roles
for women and youths had a profound impact on European society, laying the groundwork

for major transformations in the decades to come. ™
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Life in Eastern Europe. This relief sculpture, a revealing example of socialist realism from 1952 that portrays (from left
to right) a mail carrier, a builder, industrial workers, and peasants, adorns the wall of the central post office in Banska
Bystrica, a regional capital in present-day Slovakia (formerly part of Czechoslovakia). Citizens in the Soviet Union and its
satellite countries of the East Bloc saw many similar works of public art, which idealized the dignity of ordinary laborers
and the advantages of communism. (Georgios Makkas/Alamy)
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Displaced Persons in the
Ruins of Berlin  The end of
the war in 1945 stopped the
fighting but not the suffering.
For the next two years,
millions of displaced persons
wandered across Europe
searching for sustenance, lost
family members, and a place
to call home. (Fred Rampage/

Getty Images)

Postwar Europe and the

Origins of the Cold War

Why was World War Il followed so quickly
by the Cold War?

In 1945 the Allies faced the momentous challenges of
rebuilding a shattered Europe, dealing with Nazi crim-
inals, and creating a lasting peace. Reconstruction be-
gan and war crimes were punished, but the Allies found
it difficult to cooperate in peacemaking. Motivated
by different goals and hounded by misunderstand-
ings, Great Britain and the United States on one side
found themselves at loggerheads with the Soviet Union
(U.S.S.R.). Though a handful of countries maintained
a neutral stance, by 1949 most of Europe was divided
into East and West Blocs allied with the U.S.S.R. and
the United States, respectively. For the next forty years,
the competing superpowers engaged in the Cold War, a
determined competition for political and military supe-
riority around the world.

The Legacies of the
Second World War

In the summer of 1945 Europe lay in ruins. Across the
continent, the fighting had destroyed cities and land-
scapes and obliterated buildings, factories, farms, rail

tracks, roads, and bridges. Many cities—inclydjy,
Leningrad, Warsaw, Vienna, Budapest, Rom’-‘l'dam '
and Coventry—were completely devastated. Poscwa:-
observers compared the remaining piles of rubble 4,
moonscapes. Surviving cities such as Prague and Paris
were left relatively unscathed, mostly by chance.

The human costs of the Second World War e
almost incalculable (Map 28.1). The death toll far ¢y
ceeded the mortality figures for World War 1. At lease
20 million Soviets, including soldiers and civiliang,
died in the war. Between 9 and 11 million noncomb,-
tants lost their lives in Nazi concentration camps, ip_
cluding 6 million Jews and over 220,000 Sinti and
Roma (Gypsies). One out of every five Poles died in
the war, including 3 million of Poland’s 3.25 million
Jews. German deaths numbered 5 million, 2 million of
them civilians. France and Britain both lost fewer so]-
diers than in World War I, but about 350,000 French
civilians were killed in the fighting. Over 400,000 U.S,
soldiers died in the European and Pacific campaigns,
and other nations across Europe and the globe also lost
staggering numbers. In total, about 50 million human
beings perished in the conflict.

The destruction of war also left tens of millions
homeless— 25 million in the U.S.S.R. and 20 million
in Germany alone. The wartime policies of Hitler and
Stalin had forced some 30 million people from their
homes in the hardest-hit war zones of central and east-
ern Europe. The end of the war and the start of the
peace increased their numbers. Some 13 million ethnic



Germans fled west before the advancing So- 1945
viet troops or were forced to leave castern Eu-
rope under the terms of Allied agreements.
Forced laborers from Poland, France, the Bal-
kans, and other nations, brought to Germany

by the Nazis, now sought to go home. A 1947

1948

woman in Berlin described the flow of refu-
gees passing through the city in spring 1945:

The strects were Alled with small, ¢ired cara-
vans of people. ... All the vehicles looked 1949
the same: pitiful handeares piled high with
sacks, crates, and runks. Often 1 saw a
d

to a rope, pulling the cart forward, with the

woman or an ()l(l@.l' thld in f‘l.’()ﬂ &, h'cll.'ﬂ S¢

I S RELE 1953
smaller children or a grandpa pushing from
behind. There were people perched on top,
too, usually very litde children or elderly
relatives. The old people look cerrible amid

pret 1955
1956

1957

all the junk, the menaswell as the women —
pale, dilapidated, apachetic. Half-dead sacks

of bones.!

These displaced persons or DPs— their

numbers increased by concentration camp

1961
survivors, released prisoners of war, and hun- 1962
dreds of thousands of orphaned children—
scarched for food and shelter. From 1945 to
1947 the newly established United Nations
Relief and Rehabilitation Administration
(UNRRA) opened over 760 DP camps and
spent $10 billion to house, feed, clothe, and
repatriate the refugees.

For DPs, going home was not always the best op-
tion. Soviet citizens who had spent time in the West
were seen as politically unreliable by political leaders in
the U.S.S.R. Many DPs faced prison terms, exile to
labor camps in the Siberian gulag, and even execution
upon their return to Soviet territories. Jewish DPs faced
unique problems. Their families and communities had
been destroyed, and persistent anti-Semitism often
made them unwelcome in their former homelands.

1964

Many stayed in special Jewish DP camps in Germany
for years. After the creation of Israel in 1948 (see page
960), over 330,000 European Jews left for the new
Jewish state. By 1952 about 100,000 Jews had also im-
migrated to the United States; smaller numbers moved
to other western European countries, South America,
and the British Commonwealth countries. When the
last DP camp closed in 1957, the UNRRA had cared
for and resettled many millions of refugees, Jews and
non-Jews alike.

When the fighting stopped, Germany and Austria
had been divided into four occupation zones, each
governed by one of the Allies— the United States, the
Soviet Union, Great Britain, and France. The Soviets
collected substantial reparations from their zone in

1945-1960s
1945-1965

1948-1949

1950-1953

1955-1964

Chronology

castern Germany and from former German allies Hun-
gary and Romania. In Soviet-occupied Germany, ad- |
ministrators seized factories and equipment, even
tearing up railroad tracks and sending the rails to the
U.S.S.R.

The authorities in each zone worked to punish
those guilty of Nazi atrocities. Across Europe, almost
100,000 Germans and Austrians were convicted of war
crimes; many more were investigated or indicted. In
Soviet-dominated central and eastern Europe—where
the had rtaken

place—retribution was particu-

worst  crimes
Cold War The rivalry
between the Soviet Union
and the United States that
divided much of Europe into
a Soviet-aligned Communist
bloc and a U.S.-aligned
capitalist bloc between

1945 and 1989. |

larly intense. There and in other
parts of Europe, collaborators,
non-Germans who had assisted
the German occupiers during the

war, were also punished. In the

days and months immediately af-
ter the war, spontancous acts of
displaced persons Postwar ‘:
refugees, including 13 million |
Germans, former Nazi ‘
prisoners and forced
laborers, and orphaned
children.

retribution brought some collab-
orators to account. In both France
and Ttaly, unofficial groups seek-
ing revenge summarily executed
some 25,000 persons. French
women accused of “horizontal
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Map 28.1 The Aftermath of World War i in Europe, ca. 1945-1950

By 1945 millions of people displaced by war and territorial changes were o the move. The Soviet Union and
Poland took land from Germany, which the Allies partitioned into occupation zones. Those zones subse-
quently formed the basis of the East and West German states. Austria was detached from Germany and
similarly divided, but the Soviets subsequently permitted Austria to reunify as a neutral state.

ANALYZING THE MAP Which groups fled west? Who went east? How would you characterize the general

CONNECTIONS What does the widespread movement of people at the end of the war suggest about the
war? What does it suggest about the ensuing political climate?
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collaboration” — having sexual relations with German
soldiers during the occupation—were publicly hu-
miliated by angry mobs. Newly established postwar
governments also formed official courts to sanction
collaborators or send them to prison. A minority re-
ceived the death sentence.
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In Germany and Austria, occupation authorities €t
up “denazification” procedures meant to eradic'flte
National Socialist ideology from social and 1:>n:|liti':3l 1n-
stitutions and identify and punish former Nazi Pty
members responsible for the worst crimes. Af o

Nuremberg trials (1945-1946), an international Ml
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tary tribunal organized by the four Allied powers tried
the highest-ranking Nazi military and civilian leaders
who had survived the war, charging them with war
crimes and crimes against humanity. After chilling testi-
mony from victims of the regime, which revealed the
full systematic horror of Nazi atrocities, twelve were sen-
tenced to death and ten more to lengthy prison terms.

The Nuremberg trials marked the last time the four
Allies worked closely together to punish former Nazis.
As the Cold War developed and the Soviets and the
Western Allies drew increasingly apart, each carried
out separate denazification programs in their own
zones of occupation. In the Western zones, military
courts at first actively prosecuted leading Nazis. But
the huge numbers implicated in Nazi crimes, German
opposition to the proceedings, and the need for sta-
bility in the looming Cold War made thorough denazi-
fication impractical. Except for the worst offenders,
the Western authorities had quietly shelved denazifica-
tion by 1948. The process was similar in the Soviet
zone. At first, punishment was swift and harsh. About
45,000 former party officials, upper-class industrial-
ists, and Jarge landowners identified as Nazis were sen-
tenced to prison or death. As in the West, however,
former Nazis who cooperated with the Soviet authori-
ties could avoid prosecution. Thus, many former Nazis
found leading positions in government and industry in
both the Soviet and Western zones.

The Peace Settlement and
Cold War Origins

In the years immediately after the war, as ordinary
people across Europe struggled to come to terms with
the war and recover from the ruin, the victorious
Allies—the U.S.S.R., the United States, and Great
Britain— tried to shape a reasonable and lasting peace.
Yet the Allies began to quarrel almost as soon as the
unifying threat of Nazi Germany disappeared, and the
interests of the Communist Soviet Union and the cap-
italist Britain and United States increasingly diverged.
The hostility between the Eastern and Western super-
powers was the sad but logical outgrowth of military
developments, wartime agreements, and long-standing
political and ideological differences that stretched back
to the Russian Revolution.

Once the United States entered the war in late
1941, the Americans and the British had made mili-
tary victory their highest priority. They did not try to
take advantage of the Soviet Union’s precarious posi-
tion in 1942, because they feared that hard bargaining
would encourage Stalin to consider making a separate
peace with Hitler. Together, the Allies avoided discus-
sion of postwar aims and the shape of the eventual
peace settlement and focused instead on pursuing a

Postwar Europe and the Origins of the Cold War

policy of German unconditional surrender to solidify
the alliance. By late 1943 negotiations about the post-
war scttlement could no longer be postponed. The
conference that the “Big Three”— Stalin, Roosevelt,
and Churchill—held in the Iranian capital of Teheran
in November 1943 proved crucial for determining the
shape of the postwar world.

At Teheran, the Big Three jovially reaffirmed their
determination to crush Germany, followed by tense dis-
cussions of Poland’s postwar borders and a strategy to
win the war. Stalin, concerned that the U.S.S.R. was
bearing the brunt of the fighting, asked his allies
to relieve his armies by opening a second front in
German-occupied France. Churchill, fearing the mili-
tary dangers of a direct attack, argued that American
and British forces should follow up their Italian cam-
paign with an indirect attack on Germany through the
Balkans. Roosevelt, however, agreed with Stalin that an
American-British assault through France would be bet-
te, though the date for the invasion was set later than
the Soviet leader desired. This decision had momentous
implications for the Cold War. While the delay in open-
ing a second front fanned Stalin’s distrust of the Allies,
the agreement on a British-U.S. invasion of France also
ensured that the American-British and Soviet armies
would come together in defeated Germany along a
north-south line, and that Soviet troops would play the
predominant role in pushing the Germans out of east-
ern and central Europe. Thus the basic shape of postwar
Europe was cast even as the fighting continued.

When the Big Three met again in February 1945 at
Yalta, on the Black Sea in southern Russia, advancing
Soviet armies had already occupied Poland, Bulgaria,
Romania, Hungary, part of Yugoslavia, and much of
Czechoslovakia, and were within a hundred miles of
Berlin. The stalled American-British forces had yet to
cross the Rhine into Germany. Moreover, the United
States was far from defeating Japan. In short, the
U.S.S.Rs position on the ground was far stronger than
that of the United States and Britain, which played to
Stalin’s advantage.

The Allics agreed at Yalta that each of the four
victorious powers would occupy a separate zone of
Germany and that the Germans would pay heavy repa-
rations to the Soviet Union. At American insistence,
Stalin agreed to declare war on Japan after Germany’s
defeat. As for Poland, the Big Three agreed that the
U.S.S.R. would permanently incorporate the eastern
Polish territories its army had occupied in 1939 and
that Poland would be compensated with German lands

to the west. They also agreed in an ambiguous com- ,

promise that the new governments in Soviet-occupied
Europe would be freely elected but “friendly” to the
Soviet Union.

The Yalta compromise over elections in these coun-
tries broke down almost immediately. Even before the
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conference, Communist parties were gaining control
in Bulgaria and Poland. Elsewhere, the Soviets formed
coalition governments that included Social Democrats
and other leftist parties but reserved key government
posts for Moscow-trained Communists. At the Pots-
dam Conference of July 1945, the differences over
elections in Soviet-occupied Europe surged to the fore.
Roosevelt had died and had been succeeded by Presi-
dent Harry Truman (r. 1945-1953), who demanded
immediate free elections throughout central and east-
ern Burope. Stalin refused point-blank. “A freely elected
government in any of these East European countries
would be anti-Soviet,” he admitted simply, “and that
we cannot allow.”?

Here, then, were the keys to the much-debated
origins of the Cold War. While fighting Germany, the
Allies could maintain an alliance of necessity. As the
war drew to a close, long-standing hostility between
East and West re-emerged. Mutual distrust, security
concerns, and antagonistic desires for economic, politi-
cal, and territorial control began to destroy the former
partnership.

Stalin, who had lived through two enormously de-
structive German invasions, was determined to estab-
lish a buffer zone of sympathetic states around the

The Big Three  In 1945 a triumphant Winston Churchill, an ailing
Franklin Roosevelt, and a determined Stalin met at Yalta in southern
Russia to plan for peace. Cooperation soon gave way to bitter hostility,
and the decisions made by these leaders transformed the map of
Europe. (Franklin D. Roosevelt Presidential Library)

19451965

U.S.S.R. and at the same time expand the reach of
communism and the Soviet state. Stalin believed thy,
only Communists could be dependable allies, and thg,
free elections would result in independent and possibly
hostile governments on his western border. With S.
viet armies in central and eastern Europe, there was n
way short of war for the United States to control the
region’s political future, and war was out of the qQues-
tion. The United States, for its part, pushed to maintajy
democratic capitalism and open access to free markets
in western Europe. The Americans quickly showed that
they, too, were willing to use their vast political, eco-
nomic, and military power to maintain predominance
in their sphere of influence.

West Versus East

The Cold War took shape over the next five years, as
both sides hardened their positions. After Japan’s sur-
render in September 1945, Truman cut off aid to the
ailing U.S.S.R. In October he declared that the United
States would never recognize any government estab-
lished by force against the will of its people. In March
1946 former British prime minister Churchill omi-
nously informed an American audience that an “iron
curtain” had fallen across the continent, dividing Eu-
rope into two antagonistic camps (Map 28.2).

The Soviet Union was indeed consolidating its
hold on central and eastern Europe. In fact, the Soviets
enjoyed some popular support in the region, though
this varied from country to country. After all, the Red
Army had thrown out the German invaders, and after
the abuses of fascism the ideals of Communist equality
retained some appeal. Yet the Communist partics in
these areas quickly recognized that they lacked enough
support to take power in free elections. In Romania,
Bulgaria, Poland, and Hungary, Communist politi-
cians, backed by Moscow, repressed their liberal oppo-
nents and engineered phony elections that established
Communist-led regimes. They purged the last remain-
ing noncommunists from the coalition governments set
up after the war and by 1948 had established Soviet-
style, one-party Communist dictatorships. The pattern
was somewhat different in Czechoslovakia, where
Communists enjoyed success in open elections and ini-
tially formed a coalition government with other par-
ties. When the noncommunist ministers resigned in
February 1948, the Communists took over the govern-
ment and began Stalinizing the country. This seizure of
power in Czechoslovakia greatly contributed to West-
ern fears of limitless Communist expansion.

In western Europe, communism also enjoyed some
support. In Italy, which boasted the largest Commu-
nist Party outside of the Soviet bloc, Communists wor
19 percent of the vote in 1946; French Communists
earned 28 percent of the vote the same year. These
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Map 28.2 Cold War Europe in the 1950s The Cold War divided Europe into two hostile
military alliances that formed to the east and west of an “iron curtain.”

large, well-organized parties criticized the growing role
of the United States in western Europe and challenged
their own governments with violent rhetoric and large
strikes. At the same time, bitter civil wars in Greece
and China pitted Communist revolutionaries against
authoritarian leaders backed by the United States (see
below and page 960).

By early 1947 it appeared to many Americans that
the U.S.S.R. was determined to export communism
by subversion throughout Europe and around the
world. The United States responded with the Truman
Doctrine, aimed at “containing” communism to areas
already under Communist governments, a policy first
advocated by U.S. diplomat George Kennan in 1946.
The United States, President Truman promised, would
use diplomatic, economic, and even military means to
resist the expansion of communism anywhere on the
globe. In the first examples of containment policies
in action, Truman asked Congress to provide military
aid to anticommunist forces in the Greek Civil War
(1944-1949) and counter the threat of Soviet expan-
sion in Turkey. With American support, both coun-
tries remained in the Western bloc. The American
determination to enforce containment hardened when
the Soviets exploded their own atomic bomb in 1949,
raising popular fears of a looming nuclear holocaust.

At home and abroad, the United States engaged in an
anticommunist crusade. Emotional, moralistic denun-
ciations of Stalin and Communist regimes became part
of American public life. By the eatly 1950s the U.S.
government was restructuring its military to meet the
Soviet threat, pouring money into defense spending,
and testing nuclear weapons that dwarfed the destruc-
tive power of atomic bombs.

Military aid and a defense buildup were only one
aspect of Truman’s policy of containment. In 1947
western Europe was still on the
verge of economic collapse. Food
was scarce, inflation was high,
and black markets flourished.
Recognizing that an economi-
cally and politically stable western
Europe would be an effective
block against the popular appeal
of communism, U.S. secretary of
state George C. Marshall offered
Europe economic aid— the Mar-
shall Plan— to help it rebuild. As Marshall wrote in a
State Department bulletin, “Its purpose should be the
revival of a working economy in the world so as to
permit the emergence of political and social conditions
in which free institutions can exist.”

¢ Truman Doctrine America’s
policy geared to containing
communism to those
countries already under
Soviet control.

Marshall Plan American
plan for providing economic
aid to western Europe to
help it rebuild.
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The Marshall Plan was one of the most successful
foreign aid programs in history. When it ended in
1951, the United States had given about $13 billion
in aid (equivalent to over $200 billion in 2014 dollars)
to fifteen western European nations, and Europe’s
economy was on the way to recovery. Marshall Plan
funding was initially offered to East Bloc countries as
well, but fearing Western interference in the Soviet

Council for Mutual
Economic Assistance
(COMECON) An economic
organization of Communist
states meant to help rebuild
East Bloc countries under
Soviet auspices.

NATO The North Atlantic
Treaty Organization, an
anti-Soviet military alliance
of Western governments.

Warsaw Pact Soviet-backed
military alliance of East Bloc
Communist countries in
Europe.

sphere, they rejected the offer. In
1949 the Soviets established the
Council for Mutual Economic
Assistance (COMECON), an
economic organization of Com-
munist states intended to rebuild
the East Bloc independently of
the West. Thus the generous aid
of the Marshall Plan was limited
to countries in the Western bloc,
which further increased Cold
War divisions.

In the late 1940s Berlin, the
capital city of Germany, was on
the frontline of the Cold War.
Like the rest of Germany and
Austria, Berlin had been divided

into four zones of occupation. In June 1948 the West-
ern allies replaced the currency in the western zones of

The Berlin crisis also seemed to show that contajp_
ment worked, and thus strengthened U.S. resolve tq
maintain a strong European and U.S. military presence
in western Europe. In 1949 the United States formeq
NATO (the North Atlantic Treaty Organization), 4y
anti-Soviet military alliance of Western governments.
As one British diplomat put i, NATO was designed
“to keep the Russians out, the Americans in, and the
Germans down.™ With U.S. backing, West Germany
joined NATO in 1955 and was allowed to rebuild g
military to join in defense of western Europe against
possible Soviet attack. That same year, the Soviets
countered by organizing the Warsaw Pact, a military
alliance among the U.S.S.R. and its Communist satel-
lites. In both political and military terms, most of Eu-
rope was divided into two hostile blocs.

The superpower confrontation that emerged from
the ruins of World War II took shape in Europe, but it
quickly spread around the globe. The Cold War turned
hot in East Asia. When Soviet-backed Communist
North Korea invaded South Korea in 1950, President
Truman swiftly sent U.S. troops. In the end, the Korean
‘War was indecisive: the fragile truce agreed to in 1953
left Korea divided between a Communist north and
a capitalist south. The war nonetheless showed that
though the superpowers might maintain a fragile peace
in Europe, they were perfectly willing to engage in
open conflict in non-Western territories.

' Germany and Berlin, an carly move in plans to estab-
lish a scparate West German state sympathetic to U.S.
interests. The currency reform violated the peace settle-
ment and raised Stalin’s fears of the American presence
in Europe. In addition, growing ties among Britain,
France, Belgium, and the Netherlands convinced
Stalin that a Western bloc was forming against the So-

| viet Union. In response, the Soviet dictator used the
one card he had to play—access to Berlin—to force

' the allies to the bargaining table. Stalin blocked all traf-
fic through the Soviet zone of Germany to Berlin in an
attempt to win concessions and perhaps reunify the
city under Soviet control. Acting firmly, the Western

' allies coordinated around-the-clock flights of hundreds

| of planes over the Soviet roadblocks, supplying provi-
sions to West Berliners and thwarting Soviet efforts to
swallow up the western half of the city. After 324 days,
the Berlin airlift succeeded, and the Soviets reopened
the roads.

Success in breaking the Berlin blockade had several
lasting results. First, it paved the way for the creation
of two separate German states in 1949: the Federal Re-
public of Germany (West Germany), aligned with the
United States, and the German Democratic Republic
(East Germany), aligned with the U.S.S.R. Germany
would remain divided for the next forty-one years, a
radical solution to the “German problem” that satisfied
people fearful of the nation’s possible military resur-

By 1955 the Soviet-American confrontation had
become an apparently permanent feature of world af-
fairs. For the next thirty-five years, despite intermittent
periods of relaxation, the superpowers would struggle
to win political influence and territorial control and to
achieve technological superiority. Cold War hostilities
helped foster a nuclear arms race, a space race, and the
computer revolution, all made possible by stunning
advances in science and technology.

Big Science in the Nuclear Age

During the Second World War, theoretical science lost
its innocence when it was joined with practical tech-
nology (applied science) on a massive scale. Most lead-
ing university scientists went to work on top-secret
projects to help their governments fight the war. The
development by British scientists of radar to detect en-
emy aircraft was a particularly important outcome of
this new kind of sharply focused research. The air war
also greatly stimulated the development of rocketry
and jet aircraft. The most spectacular and deadly result
of directed scientific research during the war was the
atomic bomb, which showed the world both the awe-
some power and the heavy moral responsibilities of
modern science and its high priests.

The impressive results of this directed research in-
spired a new model for science— Big Science. By com-

| gence.




PRIMARY SOURCE 28.1

A Soviet View of the Arms Race

This propaganda poster from the 1950s reads,
“We are a peaceful people, but our armored train
stands in ready reserve.” The reference to the ar-
mored train recalls the Bolshevik use of trains in
combat against the White armies during the
Russian civil war of the early 1920s.

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. What does the “armored train” of the 1950s
look like? How does the artist portray the
Soviet people, and how does this suppos-
edly peaceful image express Cold War
hostility?

2. Why might the Soviet citizens again need
protection at this time, and why would the
artist reference the Russian civil war? How
did the emergence of Big Science contrib-
ute to the global confrontation between

HO

the superpowers? (Sovfoto)

bining theoretical work with sophisticated engineering
in a large bureaucratic organization, Big Science could
tackle extremely difficult problems, from new and im-
proved weapons for the military to better products for
consumers. Big Science was extremely expensive, re-
quiring large-scale financing from governments and
large corporations.

After the war, scientists continued to contribute to
advances in military technologies, and a large portion
of all postwar scientific research supported the growing
arms race. (See “Primary Source 28.1: A Soviet View of
the Arms Race,” above.) New weapons such as missiles,
nuclear submarines, and spy satellites demanded
breakthroughs no less remarkable than those responsi-
ble for radar and the first atomic bomb. After 1945
roughly one-quarter of all men and women trained in
science and engineering in the West—and perhaps
more in the Soviet Union— were employed full-time
in the production of weapons to kill other humans. By
the 1960s both sides had enough nuclear firepower to
destroy each other and the rest of the world many
times over.

Sophisticated science, lavish government spending,
and military needs came together in the space race of
the 1960s. In 1957 the Soviets used long-range rockets
developed in their nuclear weapons program to launch
Sputnik, the first man-made satellite to orbit the earth.
In 1961 they sent the world’s first cosmonaut circling
the globe. Embarrassed by Soviet triumphs, the United
States caught “Sputnikitis” and made an all-out com-

mitment to catch up with the Soviets. The U.S. Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA),
founded in 1958, won a symbolic victory by landing a
manned spacecraft on the moon in 1969. Four more
moon landings followed by 1972.

Advanced nuclear weapons and the space race were
made possible by the concurrent revolution in com-
puter technology. The search for better weaponry in
World War II boosted the development of sophisti-
cated data-processing machines, including the electronic
Colossus computer used by the British to break Ger-
man military codes. The massive mainframe ENIAC
(Electronic Numerical Integrator and Computer), built
for the U.S. Army at the University of Pennsylvania,
went into operation in 1945. The invention of the
transistor in 1947 further advanced computer design.
From the mid-1950s on, this small, efficient electronic
switching device increasingly replaced bulky vacuum
tubes as the key computer components. By the 1960s
sophisticated computers were indispensable tools for
a variety of military, commercial, and scientific uses,
foreshadowing the rise of personal computers in the
decades to come.

Big Science had tangible benefits for ordinary
people. During the postwar green revolution, directed
agricultural research greatly increased the world’s food
supplies. Farming was industrialized and became more
and more productive per acre, resulting in far fewer
people being needed to grow food. The application

of scientific advances to industrial processes made
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economic miracle Term
contemporaries used to
describe rapid economic
growth, often based on the
consumer sector, in post-
World War Il western Europe.

Christian Democrats
Center-right political parties
that rose to power in western
Europe after the Second

World War.

consumer goods less expensive and more available to
larger numbers of people. The transistor, for example,
was used in computers but also in portable radios,
kitchen appliances, and many other consumer prod-
ucts. In sum, in the nuclear age, Big Science created
new sources of material well-being and entertainment
as well as destruction.

The Western Renaissance/
Recovery in Western Europe

What were the sources of postwar recovery and
stability in western Europe?

In the late 1940s the outlook for Europe appeared
bleak. Ruins still covered urban areas, economic condi-
tions were the worst in generations, and Cold War
confrontations divided the continent. Yet Europe re-
covered, with the nations of western Europe in the
vanguard. In less than a generation, many western
European countries constructed democratic political
institutions and entered a period of unprecedented
economic growth. As a consumer revolution brought
improved living standards and a sense of prosperity to
ever-larger numbers of people, politicians entered col-
lective economic agreements and established the Euro-
pean Economic Community, the first steps toward
broader European unity.

The Search for Political and
Social Consensus

In the first years after the war, economic conditions
in western Burope were terrible. Infrastructure of all
kinds barely functioned, and runaway inflation and a
thriving black market testified to severe shortages and
hardships. In 1948, as Marshall Plan dollars poured in,
the battered economies of western Europe began to
improve. The outbreak of the Korean War in 1950 fur-
ther stimulated economic activity, and Europe entered
a period of rapid economic progress that lasted into the
late 1960s. Never before had the
European economy grown so fast.
By the late 1950s contemporaries
were talking about a widespread
economic miracle that had
brought robust growth to most
western European countries.
There were many reasons for
this stunning economic perfor—
mance. American aid got the pro-
cess off to a fast start. Moreover,

economic growth became a basic

1945-39¢5

objective of all western European governments, fo,
leaders and voters alike were determined to avoid 3 re.
turn to the dangerous and demoralizing stagnation of
the 1930s.

The postwar governments in western Europe thy,
embraced new political and economic policies that Jed
to a remarkably lasting social consensus. They turned
to liberal democracy and generally adopted Keynesiap
economics (see Chapter 26) in successful attempts 1o
stimulate their economies. In addition, whether they
leaned to the left or to the right, national leaders in the
core European states applied an imaginative mixture of
government planning and free-market capitalism o
promote economic growth. They nationalized (or es-
tablished government ownership of) significant sectors
of the economy, used economic regulation to encourage
growth, and established generous welfare provisions,
paid for with high taxes, for all citizens. This consen-
sual framework for good government lasted until the
middle of the 1970s.

In politics, the Nazi occupation and the war had
discredited old ideas and old leaders, and a new team
of European politicians emerged to guide the postwar
recovery. Across the West, newly formed Christian
Democratic parties became important power brokers.
Rooted in the Catholic parties of the prewar decades
(see Chapters 23 and 27), the Christian Democrats
offered voters tired of radical politics a center-right
vision of reconciliation and recovery. Socialists and
Communists, active in the resistance against Hitler,
also increased their power and prestige, especially in
France and Italy. They, too, provided fresh leadership
as they pushed for social change and economic reform.

Across much of continental Europe, the centrist
Christian Democrats defeated their left-wing compe-
tition. In Italy, the Christian Democrats were the
leading party in the first postwar elections in 1946,
and in early 1948 they won an absolute majority in
the parliament in a landslide victory. In France, the
Popular Republican Movement, a Christian Demo-
craric party, provided some of the best postwar leaders
after General Chatles de Gaulle (duh-GOHL) re-
signed from his position as head of the provisional
government in January 1946. West Germans, t00,
clected a Christian Democratic government from
1949 until 1969.

As they provided effective leadership for their re-
spective countries, Christian Democrats drew inspira-
tion from a common Christian and European heritage-
They steadfastly rejected authoritarianism and narrow
nationalism and placed their faith in democracy and
liberalism. Steadfast cold warriors, their anticommu-
nist rhetoric was unrelenting. Rejecting the class poli-
tics of the left, they championed a return to traditional
family values, a vision with great appeal after a war that
left many broken families and destitute households;



