
and called these narratives into question. Over time, DPs’ personal stories reflected the val-
ues of the world they wanted to move to – one that saw them as worthy and as potentially
useful citizens.

This is also a story deeply informed by both gender and age, aspects of DP experiences
that scholars have addressed less often. Balint investigates how the status of women (single,
married, widowed, divorced) dictated their emigration opportunities. Immigration policies
categorized women according to their male protector, either their husbands or fathers.
She demonstrates how this echoed the Allied determination to reunite families in order
to stabilize postwar Europe. While refugee classification had moved from minority groups
to individuals, as Balint astutely proves through many specific cases, this system considered
women and children alike as dependents, under an individual male. If the oldest male rela-
tive had collaborated with the Nazis, then all women and children tied to him were also inel-
igible for emigration assisted by the IRO. If a German woman married a DP, she became
eligible for IRO assistance and resettlement. Conversely, if a female DP married a German
or a collaborator, she lost her IRO eligibility. In addition, when IRO review board members
heard and read stories of male political agency, specifically anticommunism, they rewarded
this, whereas with female DPs, this raised their suspicions, often classifying the women as
opportunists. Unwed mothers did not fare well within this world and were often viewed
with disdain. For unaccompanied children, postwar realities subsumed their “best interests.”
Even in cases where the IRO had located biological parents, it allowed the migration of chil-
dren overseas, often as “rescue efforts.” And yet, as Balint painstakingly evidences through
multiple stories, for those with disabled children and/or older or infirm relatives, the IRO
urged the able-bodied to leave the others behind, a pointed departure from the emphasis
on family reunification.

This work rests on the intimate stories of DPs and those who offered them assistance.
It draws on a vast array of archival sources from five countries (Australia, France,
Germany, Switzerland, and the United States), a necessity in transnational scholarship.
Balint’s work is also constantly in dialogue with key monographs and articles, and she
draws upon numerous films made about DPs, to illustrate how contemporaries imagined
and portrayed their lives. The strengths of this slim book all stem from its methodology:
a bottom-up approach to understanding the decisions and lives of refugees within a system
designed for many purposes: European stability, anticommunism, ableism, and patriarchy.
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The trial to outlaw the Communist Party (KPD) in the early 1950s was a high point of the
early Cold War era in West Germany. In August 1956, the Constitutional Court formally
declared the party illegal. This decision did not have a large impact on the political land-
scape as by the mid-1950s the KPD had lost most of its political influence and communist
activism was already drastically curtailed by a series of laws and decrees. However, the
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trial and its preparation offer an intriguing window into Cold War politics and the role of the
judiciary. Over the years, the trial has been viewed mostly negatively by historians, who have
seen it as proof of severe democratic deficiencies of the early Federal Republic.

This is also the main argument of Josef Foschepoth’s well-researched study. He argues
with verve that from its beginning the trial lacked basic democratic legal standards, and
he draws attention to the scandalously close communication between the Adenauer
government and high-ranking judges of the Constitutional Court. In reviewing a myriad of
government sources, some of which only became available to scholars in recent years, the
author is able to show the degree to which the federal government openly as well as secretly
pressured the newly formed court into action, and the degree to which the court proved
open to such pressure. The government tried both to outlaw communism as soon as possible
and to limit the power of the Constitutional Court that was in the process of establishing
itself as a major player within the democratic system. In what often reads like investigative
journalism, Foschepoth formulates a devastating indictment of the West German political
class in the 1950s, for whom the defense of the state took precedence over the defense of
democracy. The federal government was willing to sacrifice basic human and political rights
in its attempt to contain communism and solidify its own power. In the author’s view, the
political persecution of communists also served the purpose to cover up the smooth political
integration of the large majority of former National Socialists. What is more, the reluctance
of the Constitutional Court to take on the case and reach a verdict did not stem from dem-
ocratic scruples but from some of the top judges’ fear of having their National Socialist past
exposed by the East German press. The analysis of the trial itself is framed as a duel between
the Federal Government and the SED-sponsored defense lawyers. These lawyers were at first
able to embarrass the Federal government and the court by highlighting irregularities and
blatant partisan mistakes in the proceedings and their preparation. However, after some
months, the prosecutors were able to turn the tables and, in the end, successfully convinced
the court to ban the KPD.

Foschepoth has written a political history of the KPD trial that focuses on the high-level
negotiations between the Adenauer government and the leading protagonists of the
Constitutional Court from 1951 to 1956. Drawing heavily on existing scholarship, he links
these negotiations to the broader history of the West German Communist Party, which
since the late 1940s served as a political instrument of the East German communist regime
and its radical attempts to mobilize West Germans against their government. Later chapters
describe the aftermath of the verdict, the most immediate effect of which was a renewed
persecution of active communists that lasted well into the 1960s. A public campaign seeking
amnesty failed to gain traction after the Red Army invaded Hungary in 1956. Only in the late
1960s did the anticommunist fervor die down as the new SPD government reformed the jus-
tice system and allowed for the establishment of a new communist party, in an attempt to
establish better relations with the communist East.

Overall, Foschepoth’s study offers important insights into anticommunist politics in West
Germany during the early Cold War era and into the workings of the Constitutional Court in
the first years of its existence. The book’s focus on high-level politics gives the study a cohe-
sive frame, and the author persuasively situates the trial within the larger postwar struggle
of the two German regimes for political legitimacy and for the hearts of the German people.
However, the book also opens itself up to criticism. It often reads more like a long historical-
political essay than a multifaceted history interested in the many dimensions and nuances of
the trial and anticommunism in general. Foschepoth wants to understand the trial as part of
a “Cold Civil War” waged between the West German government and the SED as they
attempted to mobilize and integrate nationalist sentiments within their respective regimes.
But to declare the conflict a civil war does not seem appropriate as the author mainly
describes a power struggle between two governments. Ordinary Germans for the most
part did not actually engage in anything resembling a civil war. Although most West
Germans despised communism, they did not see East Germans as enemies, and only very
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few of them organized in belligerent anticommunist organizations. The political persecution
of communists had clear limits, too, especially on a local level. To focus just on national pol-
itics therefore misses important dimensions of Cold War West Germany.

Moreover, the study seems to underestimate the anticommunist Angst permeating the
political establishment of the early Bonn republic and pays only limited attention to impor-
tant political actors beyond the federal government, like the Social Democrats, the churches,
and the highly influential trade unions. The campaign against the KPD was certainly often
motivated by very dubious and antidemocratic traditions. But the aggressive SED rhetoric
and all-out mobilization campaigns also fostered a very real sense of threat that should
not be dismissed lightly. The fear of a violent communist takeover, for example, led many
Social Democrats, whose democratic credentials cannot be doubted, to wholeheartedly sup-
port anticommunist legislation and actions during the 1950s. The book therefore underesti-
mates both the plurality and the limits of anticommunism in the West. Foschepoth offers the
valid criticism that many historians tell the history of the Federal Republic narrowly as a
history of ever-expanding liberal values. However, his study is in danger of tilting the
scale to the other extreme. It is necessary to register the profound shortcomings of the
KPD trial and the dire consequences for many communists as well as for West German polit-
ical culture. But it is equally important to highlight the limits of authoritarian anticommu-
nism. It could even be argued that the KPD trial paradoxically not only marked a high point
of Cold War politics and political persecution but also advanced the establishment of a crit-
ical liberal public sphere.
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This excellent collection of essays revisits the 1961 trial of Adolf Eichmann from disciplinary
perspectives ranging from law to history to psychology to film studies. As Rebecca Wittmann
argues in her introduction, scholarship on Eichmann by David Cesarani, Bettina Stangneth,
and others has overturned Hannah Arendt’s long-dominant assessment of the defendant in
her Eichmann in Jerusalem: A Report on the Banality of Evil (1963), thus obviating the need for
scholars to disprove Eichmann’s banality itself. The task now, Wittmann writes, lies in
assessing the scholarly shift within the broader focus on perpetrator motivations and
their manifestations, especially as trials assess legal guilt rather than examine the nuance
that defines their own legacies. Indeed, Arendt’s acerbic take on the Jerusalem trial remains
a backdrop against which the proceedings will always be (mis)judged, and the idea of
Eichmann, personifying as it does a certain type of perpetrator, remains enigmatic.

Given Arendt’s charge that Israel, owing to its dissatisfaction with the Nuremberg Trials,
parochialized the Eichmann trial through the laws under which Eichmann was charged,
through the trial’s overtly didactic aspects, and though the prosecution’s determination
to stretch Eichmann’s culpability into areas where his responsibility never reached, the
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