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The purpose of this review article is to discuss a new paradigm for
interpreting transatlantic relations in the period between the late
1940s and the early 1970s. By focusing on the role of ideology in the
Cold War and on the agencies through which it was transmitted, this
paradigm highlights the importance of national traditions in the
experience of the Cold War. Yet at the same time it does not abandon
the unifying framework of the Cold War altogether. It assumes that, in
a process of ‘Westernization’, a transatlantic community of values
including compatible political, social and economic orders came into
existence between the late 1940s and the early 1970s. “Westernization’
was not a one-way process of transmission or even imposition of
American values on the European continent. Instead, British, French
and Italian actors participated in the negotiation of such a community,
so that ideas travelled back and forth across the Atlantic." This
transatlantic community lasted until its tenets of economic growth and
its underlying political, social and economic consensus had lost
credibility in the wake of the oil crisis of 1973. Under Margaret
Thatcher and Ronald Reagan, Britain and the United States adopted
policies which broke with the politics of consensus, while European
countries, most notably French and German politicians across the
political spectrum, remained wedded to its basic contents.

The United States actively sought to establish such a community
of values in the Western hemisphere in the late 1940s and early 1950s
in order to supply an ideological foundation to the emerging Western
security and economic community. The ideas which the United States
tried to transmit had emerged in the United States during the New
Deal era as ‘consensus liberalism’.> This ‘consensus liberalism’
emphasized the tenets of classical liberalism, such as individualism
and the importance of private property. But it was also merged with
the more state-centred approach of the New Dealers. This brand of
liberalism was emphatically pluralist and sought the rational solution
of disputes both in the political system at large and at the work place.
It was thus diametrically opposed to the ‘ideas of 1914’ which had
been so widespread among the German educated elites in the 1920s.
‘Consensus liberalism’ became a prominent feature of the
transatlantic community of values in the roughly 30 years between
the end of the Second World War and the oil crisis in 1973. These
values were never transferred to Europe in a pure form, but rather
merged with European ideas.

The ‘Westernization” project is part of the growing trend towards
writing cultural histories of the Cold War and of the post-revisionist
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emphasis on the importance of societies other than the two
superpowers.” Contemporary German history in particular has
profited from this trend to emphasize the interactions between
national and international history. Here, ‘Americanization’ has been
the dominant strand of interpretation. Starting with Volker
Berghahn’s work on the Americanization of West German industry in
1986,* there are now studies on the American influence on the basic
law,’ on American influences on lifestyle,® as well as about the US
attempts to spread American culture’ — to name but a few of these
studies. Slowly but steadily, French and British post-1945 history
have also been opening up towards considering international
influences.® These debates, however, are still characterized by the
assumption of a very simple one-way transfer of ideas and certain
kinds of lifestyle from the United States to other countries, in Europe
and elsewhere, which took place between the 1920s and the 1970s.
In many of these analyses the assumption of the 1960s New Left
about American hegemony still lurks in the background. The implicit
assumption of an aggressively acting American imperial power can
even be detected in those studies which have tried to leave this quasi-
Marxist framework of analysis behind.” And even those works which
try to modify this overall picture remain within the conceptual
framework of American hegemony. Among the most recent
publications, Jessica Gienow-Hecht’s excellent Transmission
Impossible is one of the few studies which takes the transfer of ideas
from the United States and their reception in Germany seriously and
which rejects the framework of an all-intrusive American empire."
Yet she does not develop a new framework for understanding
transatlantic relations during the Cold War. Similarly, Giles Scott-
Smith in his study on the Congress for Cultural Freedom
acknowledges the importance of ‘culture’ as an important variable in
international relations and emphasizes the formation of an ‘Atlanticist
outlook on the intellectual plane’, he revives a Gramscian
interpretation of American hegemony. Yet, according to his
interpretation, ‘culture’ remains an instrument of power and does not
receive the independent status of the foundation stone of the Atlantic
community between the late 1940s and the early 1970s."
‘“Westernization® is distinct from Americanization' in two ways.
First, Westernization goes much deeper than Americanization. The
term refers to the emergence of a transatlantic community of values
between the late 1940s and early 1970s which bound Western
Europe and the United States together, not merely to the adoption of
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certain lifestyles or production techniques like Fordism or Taylorism'
which originated in the United States. The Westernization paradigm
accords an overriding importance to the cold war of ideologies
between the Western and the Eastern bloc, which was essentially a
battle over the heritage of the Enlightenment, more specifically
between Liberalism and Marxism. The ‘Westernization’ paradigm
thus allows the differentiation between criticism of certain American
policies and the more fundamental disagreement with Western
values. Second, while ‘Americanization’ often implies the hegemonic
imposition of an American lifestyle on non-American societies and
the one-way transfer of lifestyles and business techniques,
“Westernization’ implies the cooperation of Americans and non-
Americans in creating a transatlantic community of values by means
of cultural transfer. The acculturation of ‘consensus liberalism’ took
different forms in different national settings. This distinction
demonstrates that the “Westernization’ paradigm does not seek to
replace ‘Americanization’, but that it aims to offer an important
addition to it.

The studies under review apply the concept of “Westernization’ in
different ways. While Hochgeschwender and Angster examine the
ways in which the United States tried to create a Western community
of values in cooperation with German politicians, academics and
intellectuals via the Congress of Cultural Freedom (CCF) via trade
union links, the scope of Sauer’s and Kruip’s studies is limited to the
ways in which the emergence of a transatlantic community of values
resonated within different sections of the West German population.
Sauer analyzes as part of the Protestant milieu which was infamous
for its nationalist sentiments and its approval of the ‘ideas of 1914’
Kruip reconstructs the ideology of the most influential newspaper
publishing house at the time, the Axel Springer publishing company.

Hochgeschwender’s study on the CCF and German society is a
masterpiece in subtle, yet strong historical argument. While Frances
Stonor Saunders paints a rather monolithic picture of the CCF’s
control of the British intelligentsia in her study on the CCF in Britain
by essentially reiterating the points made by the CCF’s opponents in
the mid-1960s, Hochgeschwender leaves this battlefield of the late
1960s. He emphasizes the organizational and the practical problems
which the CCF encountered when trying to transmit ideas.™

Although parts of the introduction and the passages on the
ideological origins of ‘consensus liberalism’ are heavy going for
people without a background in philosophy, the book offers a superb
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analysis of the underlying networks of politicians, intellectuals and
academics. The book makes a compelling read, a bit like a mixture of
a spy thriller and Vanity Fair. The largest part of the book examines
the period up to the early 1950s, the time when the Cold War
framework came into place.

The CCF was first set up in Berlin in June 1950 to counter
attempts by the German Democratic Republic (GDR) and by the
Soviet Union, which tried to encourage neutralist sentiments among
West German and West European intellectuals through an
international peace campaign. It subsequently developed an
extremely strong anti-communist ideological agenda which, until
1953, relegated the more positive tenets of consensus liberalism to
the sidelines. The CCF emerged out of a group of intellectuals
based around the journal Der Monat, which was the equivalent of
the British Encounter.” Interestingly, support for a transatlantic
community of values did not mean that the intellectuals involved in
CCEF necessarily supported Adenauer’s policies of conventional and
nuclear armament during the 1950s. The list of people who were
involved or who had close links to the journal reads like an extract
from Who’s Who. Throughout the 1950s and the early 1960s, the
German section of the CCF sat like the spider in the web of German
intellectual life, with particularly strong links to the reformist wing
of the Social Democratic Party (SPD) around Willy Brandt.
Politicians close to the SPD such as Ernst Reuter, Otto Suhr,
Richard Léwenthal, Franz Borkenau and Max Brauer were involved
from a very early point, as was the SPD politician Carlo Schmid,
who became the chairman of the German executive of the CCF
until its dissolution in 1953/4. Alexander Mitscherlich, Dolf
Sternberger and Alfred Weber were prominent academics involved
in the CCF. The writer Siegfried Lenz and the journalist Theo
Sommer joined the CCF’s Hamburg section in the early 1960s.
Melvyn Lasky, an American journalist in Berlin with strong links to
the New York intellectual world, helped to bring these people
together with the aid of the occupation officers Shepard Stone'® and
Michael Josselson, a CIA agent.

During the mid-1950s’ détente, the fierce anti-communism which
had dominated the CCF’s ideology in the early years of the decade
receded, and there was now more emphasis on the core points of
‘consensus liberalism’ with its focus on the rational negotiation of

conflicts across political and economic interests. Sociologists close to
the CCF, such as Edward Shils, Daniel Bell and Raymond Aron,
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developed the theory of an ‘end of ideology’"” in order to give this
change of emphasis an ideological foundation. The theory became
extremely influential in Anglophone and West German sociology. Its
political impact can be seen in parts of the Godesberg Programme
(1959) and in Willy Brandt’s announcement of a Politik der
Gemeinsamkeit (‘politics of commonality’) with the Christian
Democrats (CDU) at the beginning of the 1960s. It enabled those
close to the German CCF section to support Brandt’s policies of
détente. With the emergence of the New Left in during the 1960s,
those close to the CCF were increasingly regarded not so much as
liberals but rather as conservatives with close links to the machinery
of the state, a picture which seemed to be confirmed when the New
York Times revealed the strong links between the CIA and the CCF
in 1966.

Hochgeschwender tells the story of an organizational failure,
given all the rifts and debates amongst those involved in or close to
the CCF. Yet the debates took place within the relatively coherent
ideological framework of ‘consensus liberalism’. Most of those
involved in the CCF did not need to be persuaded to join. Given the
havoc which the National Socialist regime had wrought, the urge for
new ideas was great among certain sections of German society, and
some intellectuals accepted the new ideas thankfully. They hardly
needed an education in the values of this emerging transatlantic
community. Most of them came from socialist, yet staunchly anti-
communist backgrounds. The real importance of the German CCF
lay in creating a forum for the political involvement of left-wing,
reform-oriented, yet anti-communist intellectuals in the Federal
Republic. It helped a social-liberal and Western-oriented intellectual
milien to organize itself and become dominant in the Federal
Republic from about 1965 onwards.

Hochgeschwender convincingly shows that, despite support from
the CIA and the Ford Foundation, the US was neither willing nor able
to impose its will on the German intellectuals with links to the CCF.
There were frequent organizational problems and personal rivalries
both in the Paris headquarters and within the German section of the
CCF, which led to the dissolution of the German executive in 1954
and its recreation in a more localized format with groups in
Hamburg, Cologne, and Munich from the mid-1950s onwards. The
ideas which the CCF propagated became a constitutive part of West
German political culture and remained alive during the Brandt era
and beyond, even after consensus liberalism had lost most of its
attraction in the United States.
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Julia Angster’s well argued and thought-provoking study on the
Westernization of the West German labour movement shows in more
detail than Hochgeschwender’s book how the transfer of values took
place.”™ By employing a biographical approach and the insights of
sociological network analysis, she seeks to show how processes of
social change in the West German labour movement were influenced
by intercultural transfer. More specifically, Angster examines the
networks of members of the (West) German labour movement with
their British and American counterparts between the 1920s and the
1950s. She is particularly interested in the ‘acculturation’ of the
American labour movement’s ideas about democracy, society, and the
state — in short the ideas which defined ‘consensus capitalism’ — by
the West German labour movement in exile and in the Federal
Republic.” She claims that these ‘Western’ ideas connected to
‘consensus capitalism’ had a crucial impact on the programmatic
reforms of the West German Social Democratic Party and the
Federation of German Trade Unions (Deutscher Gewerkschaftsbund,
DGB) in the late 1950s and early 1960s.

There were two main channels through which ideas travelled and
through which certain sections of the elites of the West German
labour movement became acquainted with the reformist approach of
the American trade unions. These trade unions emphasized the
rational negotiation of claims rather than class struggle.”® The first of
these routes was the experience of exile from National Socialism. For
German socialists such as Willy Brandt the contacts with the more
reformist labour movements traditions of Scandinavia, Britain, or the
United States, often coupled with a staunch anti-communism, had
extremely important influences on their worldviews.”" After they had
returned to Germany the former émigrés stayed in touch through
networks in the DGB and the SPD.*” And some, most notably Willy
Brandt, were even part of the German CCF network.” Angster shows
convincingly how the political values of the emigrés changed during
exile. At the same time, she is careful to point out that the Western
values were not merely imposed as the term ‘Americanization’ would
imply. Rather, the Social Democrats and trade unionists in exile
actively engaged with the ‘new’ ideas they were exposed to, thus
acculturating them to their own background.

The connections which some SPD politicians and trade unionists
formed with the European offices of the American trade unions
Congress of Industrial Organizations (CIO) and the American
Federation of Labor (AFL) were a second important route through
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which ideas could travel. Most of these networks were formed in
connection with the Marshall Plan. Their aim was to strengthen the
non-communist labour movement by reinforcing the Western ideas of
pluralism and consensus capitalism.*

Although it is difficult to gauge the direct impact of these
networks in relation to other factors, it seems plausible to assume
that, by strengthening the reformist sections within the SPD and the
West German trade unions, these networks helped to support the
process of programmatic change which had been under way since at
least the 1920s in response to new social and economic developments
and in particular in the wake of the National Socialist dictatorship.
The Godesberg Programme of the SPD (1959) and the DGB’s
Diisseldorf Programme (1963) represent this Westernization of the
German labour movement.” They showed a radical change in the
way in which the labour movement elites perceived themselves, and
they revealed an entirely new vision of society and politics. In
programmatic terms, the formerly class- and milieu-based SPD had
now become a left-wing catch-all party, which was willing to enter
into a Grand Coalition with the CDU.* The trade unions also
acknowledged in their new programme that they were no longer a
counter-force, but that they had become a pressure group among
others within a capitalist society. The programmatic documents
argued that parliamentary democracy had become an aim in itself,
rather than a mere stepping stone towards socialism. As for economic
policies, growth and the distribution of wealth, coupled with the
‘politics of productivity’,”” had taken the place of the nationalization
of industries as the main programmatic goals. The people who drove
the ‘Westernization’ of the West German labour movement were
those who had belonged to socialist splinter groups in the 1920s and
who had spent their years in exile in the United States, Britain or the
Scandinavian countries. Their own ideological traditions were not
eliminated. Rather, a dynamic process of acculturation took place
during the years of exile, which was supported by American trade
union networks after 1945.” Angster thus replaces the simplistic
notions of American imperialism which are implicit in many studies
on ‘Americanization’ with a much more sophisticated framework
which stresses the active part which the West German Social
Democrats and trade unionists played in the American networks.
Angster’s intelligent study is therefore probably the best example of
the insights which the ‘Westernization’ paradigm offers.

By contrast to Hochgeschwender’s and Angster’s studies, Sauer’s
book on the Kronberger Kreis, which was founded in 1951, shows
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that not all groups in German society participated as eagerly in
Westernization as those involved, or close to, the German section of
the CCF or Der Monat. There was much less direct contact with
American or British circles in most sections of the Protestant milieu.
Sauer convincingly weaves together a biographical approach with a
thorough analysis of the discussions within the group. Sauer’s study
not only shows the resilience of German (as opposed to “Western’)
ideas even in circles which generally approved of German integration
into the Western security community. He also produced a work
which brings church and more general history together in an
exemplary manner.

The circle was founded in Kronberg/Taunus in 1951 by Eberhard
Miiller, founder and director of the Ewvangelische Akademie
(Protestant Academy) Bad Boll, Reinhard von Thadden-Trieglaff,
president of the Ewvangelischer Kirchentag (Protestant Church
Parliament), and Hanns Lilje, bishop of the Lutheran Landeskirche
(state church) of Hanover. Its purpose was to counter the attempts by
groups around Gustav Heinemann, formerly member of Adenauer’s
first cabinet and president of the synod of the EKD from 1945 to
1955, and around Martin Niemoéller, Church President of Hesse-
Nassau from 1947 to 1964, who both tried to foster a broad church
opposition to West German rearmament. The group subsequently
developed into a discussion circle with strong links to the CDU for
high-ranking Protestants in the Church itself (such as Hanns Lilje), in
business and management (like the director of the Phoenix rubber
works, Otto A. Friedrich®) and in politics (the president of the
German parliament Hermann Ehlers, the later Foreign Secretary
Gerhard Schroder). Despite their roots in the conservative Protestant
milieu of the Wilhelmine empire, their experiences in national and
international Christian students’ associations like the YMCA in the
1920s as well as their connections to the Confessing Church during
the National Socialist dictatorship predisposed the group’s founders
and some of its members to be open towards some tenets of
‘consensus liberalism’. Sauer shows that the members of the circle,
despite their unquestioning support for Adenauer’s policy of
Westintegration (integration into the West), embraced Western values
only unknowingly or reluctantly, and not entirely. They continued to
think in terms of the cultural hegemony of Protestantism.

Gudrun Kruip’s study screens another area of German society for
Westernizing influences. She analyzes the ideology which was behind
the publications Die Welt and Bild of the Axel Springer Verlag and

o



42cwh07.gxd 02/12/03 10:28 Page 184 j\%

184 COLD WAR HISTORY

passes a damning judgement on the publishing house’s Western
credentials. She shows that, on the one hand, Springer was very eager
to model his papers according to an Anglo-American style. The mass-
market Bild, for example, which the publisher founded in 1952,
followed the example of the British Daily Mirror. On the other hand,
however, she can demonstrate that, particularly under the influence
of the editor-in-chief Hans Zehrer, the publishing house’s ideology,
visible in both internal guidelines and its publications, remained
extremely static and hesitant towards Westernization throughout the
1950s, 1960s and 1970s. The publishing house’s ideology remained
bound to an organic view of the polity and the state. Pressure groups
and extra-parliamentary movements only destroyed, according to the
world view of the publishing house, the all-important harmony in
domestic politics. The publishing house interpreted ‘freedom’ and
‘democracy’ only formally. Springer’s views on social policies and
industrial relations remained wedded to a patriarchic ethos, and did
not open up towards the New Deal concept of human relations. The
nation remained an important reference in the publishing house’s
ideology. Kruip’s book offers Springer’s and his editors’ biographies,
a history of publishing in West Germany, and a thorough analysis of
the ideas which Springer’s papers tried to spread.

Although all the studies under review make a powerful case for
the adoption of the Westernization paradigm, there are some
problems connected both with the paradigm itself as well as with its
application. The precise epistemological status of the words “West’
and ‘Western values’ is not entirely clear in any of these works.
Although the authors take great pains in elaborating what the term
means, the reader remains in the dark about whether it is supposed
to serve as an ideal-type, as Sauer argues and as Kruip’s
methodology implies, or whether the term refers to particular
notions of “Westernness’ which circulated at the time, as Doering-
Manteuffel, Hochgeschwender and Angster seem to suggest.
Particularly if one takes the dynamic and discursive character of the
Western community of values seriously, the problem is how to define
the boundaries of this Western community of values. If we assume
that ‘the West’ and “Westernness’ are not ideal types, the difficulty in
defining this concept is exacerbated by the fact that the authors seem
to suggest that what they call “Western’ ideas were in opposition to
the German ‘ideas of 1914°. There are two problems with this. First,
the definition directly takes on board both German and Allied
propaganda during the First and Second World Wars which claimed
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that Germany was not part of the West. Phrased like this, it
contradicts the authors’ claim that national (German) and
international ideological traditions merged to create the transatlantic
community of values.” Second, although the authors claim that their
concept refers to West European processes — and there are many
reasons to suspect that it does — it is not entirely clear why they use
a purely national category (‘the ideas of 1914°) to define their
paradigm. Also, in their definition of “Western values’, the authors
only acknowledge, but do not pay sufficient attention to, French,
British, and, indeed, German roots of Western ideas and thus neglect
the dynamic interaction of these different traditions.™

Apart from these rather theoretical problems, the application of
the paradigm is, at times, not adequate. Although the authors stress
the dynamic nature of “Westernization’, their assumptions, with the
exception of Angster, about the exchange of ideas are too static. They
seem to assume a very simple relationship between the sender and the
receiver of ideological packages. Every scholar who has worked on
the transfer of ideas in international history will recognize, however,
that transmission processes were fraught with many problems of
misunderstandings, and that they often involved the reinterpretations
of ideas. While Hochgeschwender succeeds in showing the
organizational problems of transnational politics, he is too quick to
state that the transfer of ideas was not affected by these problems.
What we need is a more elaborate framework for the transfer of ideas
which sets out in detail to what extent the biographies, the world
views, the media employed for the transfer, and indeed the structure
of the ideas itself influence the transfer of ideas and their
acculturation in different national contexts.” Such an elaborate
methodology would allow us to gauge to what extent the
transatlantic community of values as seen from a US point of view
differed from the German or French interpretation, and how a
transatlantic community of values could be maintained despite these
probably very different perceptions. The second problem with the
application of the paradigm in these four studies is that it is too
centred on the United States. Particularly for the German SPD and
trade unions, influences from the British labour movement were
probably as important as the ones stemming from the interaction
with US labour organizations. Angster has succeeded most in
developing such an approach. While her study is excellent in bringing
out the ways in which cultural ‘acculturation’ worked, there is not
enough on the practical workings of these networks.
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Finally, the rather elite-centred approach in its current form is
problematic. If it is correct that the Springer press was so popular in
the 1950s since it represented the mood of the times, as Kruip argues,
why is it not true for the 1960s and 1970s as well? And if Springer
represented the mood of the population throughout the period, does
this not mean that the West German population at large did not
participate in ‘westernization’, or simply did not care?

In order to answer these questions we need more studies which
analyze how widespread the values of ‘consensus liberalism’ were in
the West German population. To what extent did they frame the
practice rather than the ideology of industrial relations?** To what
extent can they be recognized in West German society more generally,
rather than among elites only? In order to tackle these questions, an
approach needs to be developed which conceptualizes the relationship
between elites and society.” In particular, we need more studies on
other pressure groups (such as the employers’ organizations) and
parties (like the CDU and the liberal Free Democrats).

This critique does not invalidate the project as such. Rather it is
evidence of the stimulating ideas which this new paradigm engenders.
The achievement of these studies goes beyond their contribution to
the burgeoning field of studies about the American influence on West
German and West European reconstruction, and it can only be hoped
that the paradigm resonates more widely within the Anglo-American
world than it has done so far. Angster, Doering-Manteuffel,
Hochgeschwender, Kruip and Sauer develop a paradigm which
embeds national history systematically and fundamentally in an
international context. At the same time, their perspective is not
restricted to the Cold War. They bring experiences from the 1920s
and 1930s in to explain the emergence of the Western community of
values. Thus, they offer a convincing and fundamental explanation
about why stabilization of Western Europe worked after World War
I, while it failed after World War 1. Their thoughts on the transfer
and interaction of ideas, albeit still a bit rough, encourage us to think
about the preconditions which enabled the United States to establish
its hegemony in Western Europe relatively easily and often without
exerting pressure. Hochgeschwender’s study on the CCF in the
Federal Republic superbly demonstrates that it was not only anti-
communism but also a belief in certain liberal values which brought
the West German intellectuals close to the CCF and to Der Monat.
He can also show that CIA officers were far less interested in exerting
direct power, but were quite content with leaving the German CCF
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section and Der Monat on a long leash, so that it was, bizarrely
enough, the CIA agent Josselson who tried to push Kostler’s staunch
anti-communism aside.”® He thus modifies the picture of American
reluctance to engage in discussion which has dominated earlier
research.” As Angster’s study brilliantly demonstrates, historians
need to incorporate these intellectual and structural preconditions
which existed before hegemony, if they want to go beyond the
traditional model of American power, pressure and European
response. Given the complete destruction of moral and intellectual
values which the National Socialism regime had caused, certain
sections of the German population were particularly open towards
the ideas which the Americans offered to them. There needs to be
more comparative research in order to place the German
developments in context.

Given the current rift over the war in Iraq between several
European states and the United States, in particular between
Germany and the US, the historical analysis of transatlantic relations
has only gained in importance. Although many have interpreted the
rift as the outcome of the heat generated by the German general
elections, others have doubted whether Germany still belonged to the
Western community of values, particularly after Chancellor Gerhard
Schréder had announced a ‘German way’ with regard to the war in
Iraq and, often overlooked, with regard to socioeconomic affairs.*
Commentators on the right of the political spectrum have, together
with the US administration, detected the traditional anti-
Americanism of the German left behind Schréder’s stance.”” But what
precisely ‘anti-Americanism’ meant apart from a disagreement with
US policies has not been entirely clear.

The Westernization paradigm makes it possible to come to some
more precise and historically founded conclusions about the current rift.
The model developed here suggests that the rift is much more
fundamental than many observers have recognized.” While Germany
and France have remained by and large wedded to the tenets of
‘consensus liberalism’ to the present day, the policies of Margaret
Thatcher and Ronald Reagan finally destroyed that consensus in Britain
and the United States respectively. The current rift appears to be the late
result of the break-up of the transatlantic community in the course of
the late 1970s and early 1980s. It has only come to light now, after the
restraining influences of German division and the Cold War had
collapsed simultaneously. These studies taken together are a testimony
for future generations that an overarching transatlantic community
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existed in the second half of the twentieth century. It remains to be seen,
however, whether a new transatlantic community of values will emerge
around free-market liberal ideas in the twenty-first.
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