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1. The Interrelationships between World War II 
and Economics

“War is per haps the most orga nized of all  human activ i ties and in turn it 
has stim u lated fur ther orga ni za tion of soci ety,” according to Margaret 
MacMillan (2020: xxi). Economists and the dis ci pline of eco nom ics have 
been deeply affected by war, both by the demands of gov ern ments and 
armed forces for eco nomic guid ance and infor ma tion to har ness resources 
for war and the dis place ment and upheaval caused by war. Economists 
and eco nom ics have in turn affected the con duct and out come of war 
(Cairncross 1995), as illus trated by the prom i nence of marshal ling eco
nomic resources (Overy 1995; Harrison 1998). The Second World War 
also gave rise to new insti tu tions dur ing and after the war, whether at  
the national level (e.g., plan ning offices or with the socalled mil i tary
indus trial com plex) or at the inter na tional level (e.g., the World Bank and 
the International Monetary Fund [IMF], cre ated at Bretton Woods in July 
1944; the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations [UN], cre
ated on June 26, 1945; the OEEC [Organization for Euro pean Economic 
Cooper a tion], cre ated on April 16, 1948; and the Comecon—Council for 
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2 Ariane DupontKieffer, Robert W. Dimand, and Sylvie Rivot

Mutual Economic Assistance—on Jan u ary 25, 1949). These insti tu tions 
took on new kinds of tasks and pro moted new types of applied eco nom
ics. The Second World War also changed the way econ o mists and non
econ o mists worked together, with econ o mists becom ing key actors dur ing 
and after the war.

Research in eco nomic his tory and eco nomic soci ol ogy (Tooze 2001, 
2006; Wieviorka 2023) has focused mainly on the migra tions from the 
occu pied countries or under the rule of dic ta tor ships in Europe to the free 
world, most often to the United States or the United Kingdom. In aca
demic cir cles, this period has often been seen as the begin ning of the 
Amer i can iza tion of eco nom ics. The 2023 HOPE con fer ence aimed to 
build on the cur rent state of knowl edge, and we accord ingly sought to 
explore a dif fer ent nar ra tive, less cen tered on the United States. In par tic
u lar, we sought to under stand the extent to which these migra tions  
of econ o mists led to the cre a tion of other spheres of influ ence, both  
geo graph i cally—espe cially out side, which is often seen as the “periph
ery” of the USBrit ish axis—and insti tu tion ally—gov ern men tal and non
gov ern men tal orga ni za tions. Given the global dimen sion of this war, 
supplementing our existing knowl edge means looking at other jour neys 
and other expe ri ences of econ o mists out side the AngloSaxon sphere. 
Economists from dif fer ent countries and back grounds were mobi lized as 
experts in the prep a ra tion and con duct of the war, but also in the con struc
tion of a post war world in the midst of the bipo lar iza tion around the 
United States and the USSR and decol o ni za tion.

Next, the con fer ence sought to iden tify the par tic i pa tion of econ o
mists in the con struc tion of new geo po lit i cal equi lib ria, as con tri bu tions 
to these equi lib ria were made by indi vid u als and com mu ni ties. This is 
because eco nomic anal y sis is embod ied: it is the fruit of indi vid u als 
driven by their own research ques tions, but also work ing for insti tu tions 
with their own agen das and meth od ol o gies. The aim of this vol ume, 
how ever, is not so much to trace the careers of econ o mists as indi vid u
als, but to under stand how the careers of these indi vid u als, affected by 
this dis rup tive epi sode, con trib uted to the trans for ma tion of existing 
eco nomic knowl edge and prac tice. We have also con sid ered the con tri
bu tion of econ o mists and eco nom ics to the con duct of the war: its prep
a ra tion (plan ning), war strat egy, end of war strat e gies, and post war 
con tri bu tions (plan ning to pro mote post war recov ery). This implies an 
assess ment of how the Second World War changed the way econ o mists 
viewed their role in soci ety. The impact of the war on all  econ o mies 
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Introduction to Economists at War 3

world wide led econ o mists in dif fer ent countries—whether directly 
affected by the con flict or not—to review their ana lyt i cal frame works. 
As a result, sig nifi  cant changes can be seen in the rela tion ships between 
econ o mists as a pro fes sion and orga ni za tions such as aca de mia, of 
course, but also gov ern ment depart ments and trade unions.

2. War Economics: Shaking Up and Mixing Up

The world war, together with related prep a ra tions and post war recon
struc tion, cre ated needs for gov ern ment mobi li za tion of resources, for 
con trol of infla tion and for allo ca tion of scarce resources by ration ing, 
and for logis ti cal, stra te gic, and tac ti cal plan ning. The involve ment of 
econ o mists and their exper tise famously extended from John Maynard 
Keynes’s How to Pay for the War and his cen tral role together with 
Harry Dexter White in the Bretton Woods nego ti a tions about the struc
ture of the post war world econ omy, through Lionel Robbins and James 
Meade in the Economic Section of the War Cabinet Offices, John 
Kenneth Galbraith at the Office of Price Administration and the lead er
ship of Galbraith and Nicholas Kaldor in post war eval u a tion of the 
effects of stra te gic bomb ing, to Charles Kindleberger in the Marshall 
Plan. These issues were at the core of the work of USEurope axis econ
o mists but also in countries not directly con sid ered as bat tle fields or 
directly con trib ut ing to war efforts. For exam ple, the mas sive need for 
raw mate ri als affected the raw mate ri als mar ket worldwide, in col o nies 
of the dif fer ent Euro pean empires (Brit ish, French, Dutch, Ital ian, Por
tu guese, etc.) but also in Latin America.

The war also had a pro found impact on all  the social sci ences. 
Statistics were used for polit i cal pur poses through the devel op ment of 
polit i cal polling (Dargent 2011) and, more gen er ally, the quan ti fi ca tion 
of the human sci ences, par tic u larly in the United States in the twen ti eth 
cen tury (Schweber 2002): “Historians of soci ol ogy agree with the crit
ics’ assess ments that the Second World War marked a turn ing point in 
the adop tion of sta tis tics as the author i ta tive method in soci ol ogy and 
the model for its prac tice against which other forms defined them selves 
(Biddle 1999; Biddle and Boumans 2021). They also agree that the war 
established a strong link between sta tis tics and sur vey research” 
(Schweber 2002: 69). Desrosières ([1993] 2000, 2014) showed that the 
Second World War was an accel er a tor of the trend toward quan ti fi ca tion 
in Europe for any anal y sis of eco nomic, socio log i cal, and polit i cal 
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4 Ariane DupontKieffer, Robert W. Dimand, and Sylvie Rivot

phe nom ena. At the inter na tional level, the con struc tion of sta tis ti cal 
frame works to allow inter na tional com par i son and national eco nomic 
mon i tor ing with national accounts started in the 1930s (DupontKieffer 
2012a). The Second World War and the post war years pro moted this 
devel op ment, espe cially in the work of UN com mis sions and the con
struc tion of the sys tem of national accounts (Vanoli 2006). Arguably 
econ o mists and eco nom ics were never more deeply involved in a war, 
nor has the trans for ma tive impact of a war upon eco nom ics been more 
pro found and last ing, through out the war ring and other countries, than 
World War II. The war seems to have made the rela tion ship with real ity 
even more acute and urgent than the eco nomic cri sis of the 1930s. 
Historians of eco nom ics have well documented this tran si tion (Mirowski 
2002), either through its math e ma ti za tion (Weintraub 2002) or through 
its sta tis ti cal approach (Porter 1986, 1995; Aldrich 2010) or through the 
syn the sis of these two branches that is econo met rics (Bjerkholt 1998; 
DupontKieffer 2003; Mor gan 1990) and also through its becom ing an 
engi neer ing sci ence (Klein 1995, 2015; Klein and Mor gan 2001).

2.1. War Economics and the Adaptation of Economics:  
Military Applications of Civilian Tools

The con fer ence sought to under stand the extent to which these par tic u
lar war years in a per son’s life can lead econ o mists to rethink their work 
and the o ret i cal cor pus. One of the mil i tary themes is the processing of 
data and the gath er ing of infor ma tion as documented in eco nomic his
tory and war stud ies. The aim is to under stand how war has led econ o
mists to exam ine the inter face between the rel e vance of their eco nomic 
anal y sis grids and their ana lyt i cal and the o ret i cal eco nomic bag gage for 
under stand ing and explaining eco nomic phe nom ena. These links have 
been explored in the his tory of eco nom ics by show ing the role of coop
er a tion between econ o mists and the mil i taryindus trial com plex, a 
coop er a tion that led, among other things, to the cre a tion of the RAND 
Corporation in 1948. The close rela tion of these mil i tary funding 
sources to the flourishing of math e mat i cal econ o mists is illus trated by 
the edi tor ship of the Naval Research Logistics Quarterly by Oskar 
Morgenstern, coau thor with John von Neumann of the foun da tional 
work on game the ory.

Existing lit er a ture (nota bly Bollard 2020) had already shown, for exam
ple, the key role played by Leontief in the devel op ment of inputout put 
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Introduction to Economists at War 5

anal y sis to develop targeted bomb ing. The arti cle by Marcel Boumans in 
this vol ume shows that Milton Friedman was mobi lized thanks to his 
abil ity to deal with imper fect data sets. Economists have devel oped sta tis
ti cal tools to ana lyze social data derived from field sur veys rather than 
lab o ra tory exper i ments. These data do not have the reg u lar ity to which 
phys i cists are accus tomed. The his tory of sci ence and the his tory of pol i
tics have well documented the impact of con flict on the cre a tion of sta tis
ti cal tools and the devel op ment of their use (Fienberg 1985), par tic u larly 
on the the ory of opin ion polls and sequen tial anal y sis.

2.2. The Economics of War and New Economic Tools

Judy Klein’s work clearly shows the sig nifi  cant impact of war, and the 
Cold War in par tic u lar, on the devel op ment of sta tis ti cal and math e mat
i cal tools for solv ing resource allo ca tion prob lems. Although this field 
devel oped out side peri ods of war, with the work of Kiaer on rep re sen
ta tive sam pling at the begin ning of the cen tury in Norway and then the 
tran si tion to ran dom sam pling in the 1930s (see also Didier 2020 and 
Mespoulet 2001), the two world wars saw an accel er a tion of sam pling 
research, nota bly with the con tri bu tion of Madow and Madow in 1944. 
This devel op ment led to the cre a tion of the UN Statistical Commission, 
which set up the SubCommission on Statistical Sampling in 1947.

Boumans sheds new light on Friedman’s war time expe ri ence at the 
Statistical Research Group (SRG) Division of War Research at Colum bia 
University and the role of this expe ri ence in shap ing his post war eco
nomic meth od ol ogy. Friedman’s expe ri ence at the SRG shaped one of his 
key mes sages about the validity of a hypoth e sis based on its abil ity to 
make pre dic tions and, more pre cisely, to test its impli ca tions. His expe ri
ence at the SRG led Friedman to develop his meth od ol ogy for sta tis ti cal 
anal y sis when deal ing with “lousy data.” Friedman also played a major 
role in the devel op ment of sam pling tech niques. This had a cru cial influ
ence on Friedman’s meth od ol ogy, exem pli fied by his 1953 essay titled 
“The Methodology of Positive Economics.”

In his con tri bu tion to this vol ume, Michele Alacevich shows that Albert 
Hirschman and Paul RosensteinRodan were mobi lized by the US mil i
tary author i ties to take stock of the Ger man econ omy and Eastern Europe. 
These two econ o mists focused their think ing on the deter mi nants of 
devel op ment and laid the the o ret i cal foun da tions for their devel op ment 
eco nom ics pro pos als.
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6 Ariane DupontKieffer, Robert W. Dimand, and Sylvie Rivot

Harald Hagemann’s arti cle in this vol ume doc u ments the con tri bu tion 
of Ger manspeak ing emi grant econ o mists to the US gov ern ment ser vices 
and com ple ments his anal y sis of the immi gra tion of Ger man econ o mists 
to the US (Hagemann 2011). While twothirds of emi grant schol ars even
tu ally set tled in the United States, the United Kingdom was the other 
main host coun try. In par tic u lar, Hagemann focuses on the con tri bu tions 
of Hans Singer, Erwin Rothbarth (with a focus on the com par i son between 
the ration ing sys tems implemented in Britain and Germany), and Nicholas 
Kaldor, who pro vided one of the best ana ly ses of the Ger man war econ
omy while also mak ing sig nifi  cant con tri bu tions to growth the ory.

This vol ume also aims to draw atten tion to the mul ti ple links between 
war eco nom ics and post war the o ret i cal devel op ments. If the ques tion of 
eco nomic data and frame works as part of “fullscale” war is an impor
tant lever for the trans for ma tion of eco nom ics, it is nec es sary to under
stand how other issues directly related to the war effort led econ o mists 
to revise their cor pus. To take just one crit i cal exam ple, the field of  
mon e tary and finan cial issues has been explored by eco nomic and polit
i cal his to ri ans, espe cially around the KeynesWhite con tro versy dur ing 
the drafting of the Bretton Woods agree ments (Dostaler 1995; Steil 
2013). Recent stud ies have shown that the role of lender of last resort 
was revisited dur ing the Second World War (Aglietta and Scialom 
2003). The aim of the con fer ence was to explore the idea that, beyond 
the mon e tary and finan cial issues directly related to the con flict, eco
nomic the ory was revisited in rela tion to other issues such as coor di na
tion and equi lib rium. For exam ple, one of the aims was to under stand 
whether the con text of scar city, which led to plan ning and the coex is
tence of two allo ca tion sys tems—sit u a tions that have been well docu
mented by his to ri ans—did not lead econ o mists to revisit the issues of 
coor di na tion by the mar ket in greater depth, or whether the ana lyt i cal 
pro pos als that emerged to man age the war would be no more than a 
footnote in the his tory of eco nom ics.

The con fer ence also sought to explore the pos si bil ity that highly 
oper a tional and applied issues may have led some authors to revisit the
o ret i cal issues that are recur rent in eco nom ics as coor di na tion or opti
mi za tion issues. Logistical and tac ti cal prob lemsolv ing pro moted a 
vast war time expan sion of what became known in the United States as 
oper a tions research and in Britain as oper a tional research (and closely 
resem bled what was called planometrics in the Soviet Union), cre at ing 
a wellfunded, burgeoning dis ci pline that came to over lap and inter act 
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Introduction to Economists at War 7

with math e mat i cal eco nom ics, which before and after World War II 
had been rel e gated to the fringes of the dis ci pline of eco nom ics.

A strik ing exam ple of this inter ac tion, and of its impor tance in bring ing 
math e mat i cal eco nom ics into the main stream of eco nomic the ory, is the 
way in which lin ear pro gram ming, called activ ity anal y sis, was rooted in 
the work on logis ti cal sched ul ing by George Dantzig and Marshall Wood 
for the US Air Force and by Tjalling Koopmans for the war time Combined 
Shipping Adjustment Board (and in the inputout put mod el ing of Leontief) 
and by the post war funding of such research by the RAND Corporation 
(whose sole cli ent was the air force) and the Office of Naval Research 
(Düppe and Weintraub 2014; Weintraub 1983).

Linear pro gram ming was presented as early as 1934 by Ragnar Frisch 
in his arti cle “Circulation Planning” as the holy grail for solv ing coor di na
tion prob lems (DupontKieffer, 2012b). Alan Bollard shows that Leo nid 
Kantorovich was a pio neer in the devel op ment of such a con cep tual and 
applied tool, espe cially for logis ti cal and trans port issues to sup ply 
Leningrad dur ing the siege. But it was with the work of Koopmans, also 
concerned with trans port prob lems, that lin ear pro gram ming came to be 
seen as a meth od o log i cal solu tion to a prob lem of coor di na tion and opti
mal allo ca tion.

While focus ing on the con tri bu tions of Koopmans and Dantzig dur ing 
the US war time econ omy, Robert W. Dimand (this issue) high lights the 
war time roots of these fun da men tal con tri bu tions to activ ity anal y sis and 
lin ear pro gram ming. On the one hand, Koopmans tack led the prob lem of 
mer chant ship ping, a prob lem that led him to make sig nifi  cant con tri bu
tions to the trans port prob lem—and hence to activ ity anal y sis. On the 
other hand, Dantzig and his col leagues invented lin ear pro gram ming for 
mil i tary pur poses. Dantzig was involved in the plan ning of the entire US 
air war effort. With these two exam ples, Dimand shows how math e mat i
cal eco nom ics, pre vi ously on the periph ery of eco nom ics, was one of the 
math e mat i cal sci ences that received unprec e dented impe tus from mil i
tary sources.

Beyond this impe tus, how ever, it is inter est ing to note the extent to 
which trans port issues led econ o mists to move beyond oper a tional ques
tions and return to ques tions of “pure” eco nomic the ory. Focusing on 
trans port issues, it is worth not ing that Allais argued in 1948 that his study 
“Le problème de la coor di na tion des trans ports et la théorie économique” 
(“The Problem of Transport Coordination and Economic Theory”) was 
“inspired by the desire to build a bridge between the ory and prac tice and 
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8 Ariane DupontKieffer, Robert W. Dimand, and Sylvie Rivot

to show prac ti tion ers how they can be helped by med i tat ing on the results 
of the o ret i cal eco nom ics, while at the same time enabling the o rists to sup
ple ment gen eral eco nomic the ory by com ing into con tact with the con
crete prob lems posed by real ity” (Allais 1948: 213). His ques tion was not 
so much one of rail road coor di na tion as of com pe ti tion and pric ing for the 
opti mal allo ca tion of resources.

In 1949, Koopmans explic itly took up in Econometrica the ques tion 
raised by Allais in 1948 to inves ti gate the opti mal use of resources, in par
tic u lar the allo ca tion of ships in times of war and scar city. Considering 
indi rect and direct costs, he rethinks the allo ca tion of ves sels in the net
work and con cludes that the cor rect esti ma tion of mar ginal costs lies at 
the heart of an opti mal allo ca tion of ves sels on ship ping lines (Koopmans 
[1947] 1949: 143) and a reduc tion in empty runs. This arti cle builds on his 
work on lin ear pro gram ming, as shown in Dimand’s arti cle, but most 
impor tantly ini ti ates a broader the o ret i cal research pro gram in geo graph
i cal eco nom ics: “In con clu sion, I wish to empha size that a the ory of opti
mal trans port rates, of which the pres ent anal y sis is a small begin ning, 
would pro vide an indis pens able foun da tion for any the ory of the opti mal 
geo graph i cal dis tri bu tion indus try” (Koopmans [1947] 1949: 145). It could 
also be seen as the begin nings of a research pro gram on the coor di na tion 
of deci sions, between a cen tral ized and a decentralized mode of coor di na
tion, a ques tion that would be at the heart of the hand book by Beckmann, 
McGuire, and Winsten (1956) to which Koopmans con trib uted an intro
duc tion and a chap ter.

2.3. War Economics and the Planning Doctor: The Rise of Expertise?

The expe ri ence of plan ning for war time mobi li za tion and the need to craft 
informed pol icy for post war recon struc tion cre ated new roles for eco
nomic exper tise, espe cially guid ance of sta bi li za tion pol icy by econ omy
wide econo met ric mod els based on national income data, as is shown for 
France and Italy by arti cles in this vol ume. Postwar devel op ment assis
tance offered oppor tu ni ties for eco nomic advis ing and sta tis ti cal inves ti
ga tion in countries that could have stayed out of the heat of the war, such 
as Argentina, or were only involved in the war to a lim ited extent, such as 
Brazil. Economic exper tise crossed national bound aries and con ti nents 
and was reflected in a demand for “plan ning doc tors,” such as Charles 
Bettelheim, to craft strat e gies to achieve devel op ment, much as war time 
fis cal needs brought Lauchlin Currie to China.
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Introduction to Economists at War 9

2.3.1. Planning and the Planning Doctor Judy Klein’s work (2015) 
clearly shows the impact of war, and espe cially the Cold War, on the 
devel op ment of sta tis ti cal and math e mat i cal tools for solv ing prob lems of 
resource allo ca tion. But it remains to be seen to what extent plan ning 
issues are part of a his tory of insti tu tions and tools, but more gen er ally of 
the con struc tion of the accep tance of active state inter ven tion in the eco
nomic sphere. What was the role of the Second World War in this pro
cess? The aim is to under stand the deci sive moments that led econ o mists 
to think about plan ning and how it should be car ried out—a ques tion that 
arose from the cri sis of the 1930s but then shifted to the prep a ra tion and 
con duct of the war, and finally the recon struc tion.

In France, pro duc tiv ity gains became a cru cial issue in the con text of 
the Second World War, as Régis Boulat (2008: 81) shows. For the Vichy 
regime, it was a way of responding to Ger man orders in a con text where 
com pa nies were fac ing short ages of labor and raw mate ri als (Kuisel 
1977). For the French Resistance, pro duc tiv ity was a lever to rebuild the 
coun try after the war. Despite their antag o nis tic views of soci ety, the 
Vichy regime and the French Resistance both agreed on the need to draw 
up an eco nomic plan based on a descrip tion of the eco nomic sit u a tion. 
The lat ter was based on a series of indi ces, includ ing the pro duc tiv ity 
index. Moreover, the war reinforced the idea of a planned econ omy, a 
plan ning oper a tion supported by orga ni za tions with an eco nomic focus, 
such as the busi ness cycle insti tutes (Boulat 2019).

One of the key sec tors of the war and recon struc tion was energy. 
Economic his tory and war stud ies his to ri ans have clearly shown that the 
energy ques tion was at the heart of bat tles for inno va tion in terms of alter
na tive energy tech niques (syn thetic fuel, rediscovery of wood and gas). 
The media of the time reg u larly reported on debates around energy sup ply 
and prices. It is easy to under stand why Euro pean inte gra tion was based 
on these energy issues, for exam ple, the foun da tion of the Euro pean Coal 
and Steel Community (ECSC) in 1954. This con text of high energy 
demand could explain the shift from debates between econ o mists on com
pe ti tion and on the struc tur ing of the energy sec tor in the pre war period to 
debates focused on the pro duc tiv ity mea sure ment and the con di tions for 
enhanc ing pro duc tiv ity and set ting prices in a con text of pub lic monop oly 
(Yon 2014). The dif fi culty of distinguishing between the respec tive con tri
bu tions of labor and cap i tal pro duc tiv ity in a flow indus try led to the emer
gence of new con cepts such as total fac tor pro duc tiv ity (Bénistand 2022), 
new tools, and new exper tise.
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10 Ariane DupontKieffer, Robert W. Dimand, and Sylvie Rivot

Several con tri bu tions in this vol ume addressed this key issue of plan
ning. First, Katia Caldari and Muriel Dal Pont Legrand, as well as 
Antonella Rancan, com ple ment the existing knowl edge by dissecting the 
long pro cess of constructing a the ory of a planned econ omy in a mar ket 
econ omy coun try. These two arti cles, as well as Hagemann’s con tri bu tion, 
show that pro duc tiv ity, both of cap i tal and of labor in a con text of labor 
short ages, is at the heart of the debate on the planned econ omy. The issues 
of cap i tal pres er va tion, labor pro duc tiv ity, and cap i tal pro duc tiv ity would 
be at the heart of the war econ omy but also of recon struc tion.

The arti cle by François Allisson focuses on the orig i nal fig ure of 
Charles Bettelheim (1913–2006). Since the end of the Second World War, 
the French Marx ist econ o mist car ried out impor tant sci en tific activ ity on 
eco nomic plan ning, together with inter na tional con sul ting activ ity in 
devel op ing countries as a nonSoviet expert on Soviet plan ning, for exam
ple, in India, Egypt, and Cuba. As a “plan ning doc tor,” Bettelheim advised 
gov ern ments on the prep a ra tion of social ist fiveyear plans. The Second 
World War influ enced Bettelheim both intel lec tu ally, with his study of the 
Ger man war time econ omy, and insti tu tion ally, as his war time encoun ters 
proved cru cial in shap ing his post war career as a plan ning doc tor. After 
the war, Bettelheim cofounded and edited the Revue française du tra vail 
and was per son ally involved in inter na tional rela tions, representing France 
in par tic u lar on the board of the International Labor Office. Observing 
from New York the mas sive labor strikes of 1945–46 in the United States, 
with its mil li ons of par tic i pants, he did not see in it an alter na tive way out 
of cap i tal ism. He later dis tanced him self from the Soviet model, advo cat
ing, for exam ple, flex i bil ity in retail prices to avoid the short ages that 
char ac ter ized the Soviet econ omy (Kirtchik 2019).

Finally, the arti cle by HsiangKe Chao and Hsiaoting Lin focuses on 
the emi nent fig ure of Lauchlin Currie, who vis ited China twice dur ing the 
Second World War at the request of the Chi nese Nationalist gov ern ment. 
This anal y sis of Currie’s pro posed land tax pol icy high lights his polit i cal 
econ omy based on land tax rev e nues con sid ered as the only reli able source 
of war time finance that could reduce the reli ance on print ing money to 
increase the money sup ply. It also high lights the inter de pen dence between 
eco nomic issues, on the one hand, and polit i cal and dip lo matic issues, on 
the other. Indeed, Roosevelt wanted Currie’s mis sion to focus not only on 
eco nom ics but also on polit i cal and mil i tary affairs. Chao and Lin argue 
con vinc ingly that Currie made every effort to ful fill his role as Chiang 
Kaishek’s polit i cal econ o mist.
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Introduction to Economists at War 11

2.3.2. The Rise of Economic Expertise Economics is becom ing a legit i
mate and widely shared way of interpreting the world and polit i cal and 
social phe nom ena in this period, dur ing which econ o mists have estab
lished them selves as lead ing fig ures, either indi vid u ally or on behalf of 
orga ni za tions.

This HOPE vol ume also discusses the fig ure of the eco nomic expert 
that emerges through out its var i ous con tri bu tions. As men tioned above, 
econ o mists were mobi lized as part of the war effort or invited to act as 
whis per ers in the ears of kings. How did this role of expert lead them to 
revise their ana lyt i cal and the o ret i cal cor pus devel oped before and dur ing 
the war? In this way, we try to under stand the tool box of the plan ning doc
tor. These chap ters focus on indi vid ual and some times col lec tive fig ures, 
since the expert was com mis sioned by orga ni za tions, par tic u larly inter na
tional orga ni za tions, set up after the Second World War.

The first les son to be learned from study ing the fig ure of the plan ning 
doc tor is the pro fes sion al i za tion of the actors involved. Every coun try sent 
econ o mists, that is, experts trained as econ o mists, to the UN eco nomic 
com mis sions to con sider the con di tions for rebuild ing the post war world 
and establishing a new eco nomic order. Although the his to ri ans have 
shown that it was not always econ o mists who drew up the plans for post
war recon struc tion, their work became more pro fes sional. The lit er a ture 
shows that this pro fes sion al i za tion had already taken place between the 
wars and that the pro fes sion of econ o mist attracted peo ple trained in other 
dis ci plines. Numerous stud ies in the his tory of eco nom ics have pointed to 
some famous exam ples of the switch from the nat u ral sci ences to eco
nom ics, includ ing the first recip i ent of the Bank of Sweden Prize in 
Economics in mem ory of Alfred Nobel, Jan Tinbergen (Dekker 2021). 
The need to train econ o mists does not date back to the Second World 
War, but the need to train peo ple whose man dates or func tions require 
them to use an eco nomic approach is obvi ous. This need had already 
begun to emerge for engi neers, espe cially in pre war France, and became 
essen tial in the United States, espe cially at the Mas sa chu setts Institute of 
Technology after the war (Cherrier 2014).

Not only did eco nomic dis course become more dis ci plin ary and spe
cial ized, it also per me ated the polit i cal debates between the major play ers 
in recon struc tion. Political his tory shows that after the Second World War, 
trade unions began to offer eco nomic train ing to their mem bers. In 
Europe, recon struc tion in many countries was based on the tri par tite 
man age ment of the econ omy, nation al ized enter prises, and social risk, 
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12 Ariane DupontKieffer, Robert W. Dimand, and Sylvie Rivot

and in this con text trade unions were actors in eco nomic and social dia
logue in their own right. The study of the the o ret i cal cor pus taught to 
trade union ists still receives very lit tle atten tion from eco nomic his to ri
ans, par tic u larly as regards the foun da tions of the eco nomic anal y sis of 
their under stand ing of the world. Outside the aca demic sphere of eco nom
ics, the post war world no lon ger seems to be one in which a law yer like 
Gaston de Bergery over saw the draw ing up of the eco nomic plan for the 
Popular Front. Planning and the defi  ni tion of pri or ity eco nomic issues 
would hence forth be entrusted to econ o mists trained as econ o mists. 
Ragnar Frisch made no mis take when he set up courses in eco nom ics in 
the intern ment camps where he was held, believ ing that post war recon
struc tion would rely on econ o mists (Bjerkholt 1998; Andvig 1985; 
DupontKieffer 2003).

3. Economists at War: Migrations of People, Migration of Ideas, 
and the Rise of Alternative Thinking

In addi tion to the effects, both on the war effort and on the devel op ment of 
data anal y sis and eco nomic tech niques, of the war time demand for the 
ser vices and exper tise of econ o mists and oper a tions research ers, the 
upheav als of war and rev o lu tion transformed the arts, the human i ties, and 
the sci ences, includ ing eco nom ics and other social sci ences, by displacing 
schol ars from one coun try or con ti nent to another—which is also illus
trated by the exam ple of Morgenstern and von Neumann. The Graduate 
Faculty of the New School for Social Research in New York (now the 
New School University) began as the University in Exile. Some econ o
mists emi grated more than once. Jacob Marschak, once Slutsky’s stu dent 
in Kyiv and then a nine teenyearold Men she vik min is ter in a shortlived 
repub lic in the Caucasus, was displaced first by the Rus sian Revolution to 
Germany, where he took his doc tor ate, and then from Germany by the 
rise of the Nazis. He became the founding direc tor of the Oxford 
University Institute of Statistics and then, brought to the United States by 
a Rockefeller Foundation fel low ship, taught in the New School’s University 
in Exile before tak ing the research direc tor ship of the Cowles Commission. 
Trygve Haavelmo, intending to spend a year at Harvard while work ing on 
his University of Oslo dis ser ta tion, was stranded in the United States by 
the Ger man occu pa tion of Norway and thus was at the Cowles Commission 
when he published his path break ing recon struc tion of econo met rics based 
on prob a bil ity the ory. Economics in North America or Britain or Australia 
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Introduction to Economists at War 13

was, like phys ics or clas si cal music, transformed by Continental Euro pean 
émigrés. After World War II, Austrian eco nom ics, in the tra di tion of Carl 
Menger’s Vienna school, was cen tered in the United States with Ludwig 
von Mises at New York University, Friedrich Hayek at the University of 
Chicago’s Committee on Social Thought, and Fritz Machlup in Buffalo 
and Johns Hopkins—not in Austria.

3.1. Migrations and Amer i can iza tion of Economics?

Migrations require historians to review or rethink the pro fes sion of econ o
mist dur ing this dra matic epi sode from two per spec tives: on the one hand, 
the con struc tion and evo lu tion of com mu ni ties, and on the other hand, the 
rela tion ship between the com mu nity of econ o mists and other com mu ni
ties, both in terms of shar ing best prac tices and eco nomic anal y sis.

There has been a great deal of work on the role of lead ing econ o mists 
in the con duct of the war, as illus trated by Alan Bollard’s book Economists 
at War and the emblem atic fig ures of Keynes or Morgenstern. Economic 
his tory and above all  eco nomic and polit i cal his tory show that they are 
mobi lized in dif fer ent insti tu tions. The impact of the war on the careers of 
econ o mists, their role dur ing the war, and their out put in eco nomic anal y
sis has been stud ied to some extent.

However, these biographical sketches show that lit tle is known about 
this period. For exam ple, Dekker (2021) high lights the dif fi culty of obtain
ing biographical infor ma tion on Jan Tinbergen’s activ i ties dur ing the 
Second World War, despite his com mit ment to peace from the begin ning 
of his career. Reading Tinbergen’s work, illu mi nated by the contextualiza
tion pro posed by Dekker, it becomes clear that the Second World War 
seems to have strength ened his com mit ment to peace and to the pro duc tion 
of eco nomic tools to pro mote the eco nomic con di tions for peace. Similarly, 
by remaining within the com mu nity of com mit ted econo me tri cians, 
Frisch’s ana lyt i cal out put dur ing the Second World War and in the imme
di ate post war period has been lit tle stud ied. Andvig (1985; see also Dupont
Kieffer 2003) points out that Frisch’s intern ment in a con cen tra tion camp 
may be linked to his call for econo me tri cians to assume social respon si bil
ity in the edi to rial of the first post war issue of Econometrica (Frisch 1946).

For Tinbergen and Frisch, the Second World War served as an accel er a
tor to pro duce mac ro eco nomic, sta tis ti cal, and account ing tools for ana lyz
ing sit u a tions out side mar ket equi lib rium and for guid ing eco nomic pol icy 
to resolve cri ses. Indeed, the social respon si bil ity of econo me tri cians is 
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14 Ariane DupontKieffer, Robert W. Dimand, and Sylvie Rivot

rooted in their work in ana lyz ing the Great Depression in the inter war 
period. Their social com mit ment and call for eco nomic exper tise are well 
known in the aca demic world, but also in other com mu ni ties in their coun
tries, polit i cal parties, trade unions, fel low cit i zens—this call is often linked 
in the Dutch and Nor we gian press.

This vol ume fol lows on from these his to ries, ana lyz ing the shift that 
took place dur ing the Second World War in the ana lyt i cal or meth od o log
i cal con tri bu tions pro duced by cer tain insti tu tions, orga ni za tions, or com
mu ni ties. Epstein (1987), Mor gan (1990), Bjerkholt (1998), Boumans 
(1999), and Le Gall (2007) show that struc tural econo met rics was  able to 
develop thanks to the “prob a bi lis tic” rev o lu tion trig gered by Haavelmo’s 
1944 the sis in the United States. Recent work on the his tory of econo met
rics also shows the dis rup tive effect on the orga ni za tion of con fer ences by 
the Econometric Society—con fer ences mov ing from Europe to the US—
and on the pub li ca tion of Econometrica, while high light ing the shift in 
the core of the Econometric Society from Europe to the United States.

The intel lec tual biog ra phies men tioned above show that eco nomic 
anal y sis evolves through indi vid ual migra tions. However, these migra
tions have trans for ma tive effects on the com mu ni ties that receive these 
displaced econ o mists, whether these econ o mists are directly involved in 
the war effort in the host coun try or sim ply seek ing ref uge. For exam ple, 
when Euro pean econ o mists migrated to the United States, com mu ni ties 
intermingled and intersected, whether in aca demic cir cles or in the  
mil i taryindus trial com plex. This intermingling of indi vid ual paths and 
the appoint ment of econ o mists to nonaca demic or busi nessori ented insti
tu tions may have had an impact on their later careers, as this stage in their 
careers gen er ated a crossfer til iza tion of ideas. We would like to fur ther 
inves ti gate to what extent and how the dis sem i na tion of eco nom ics 
through new chan nels, con cepts, and tools took place within these insti tu
tions and through these col lab o ra tions, whether directly related to the war 
effort or not. For exam ple, Haavelmo’s stay in the United States dur ing the 
war, far from the fight ing and the Nazi occu pa tion of Norway, enabled 
him not only to start a prob a bi lis tic rev o lu tion in econo met ric anal y sis but 
also to reach a wider and more diverse audi ence in Chicago. Could this be 
seen as part of the Amer i can iza tion of eco nom ics? Indeed, Haavelmo was 
sent by Frisch to the United States at the begin ning of the war and con tin
ued his work aimed at inte grat ing sta tis ti cal tools into eco nomic anal y sis 
and break ing out of the deter min is tic frame work established by Frisch. 
However, Bjerkholt and DupontKieffer (2010, 2011) show that his 
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Introduction to Economists at War 15

research began before the war and that his “forced” emi gra tion to the 
United States allowed him to com plete his research pro gram. His stay in 
the United States, which Haavelmo expe ri enced as an exile, was cer tainly 
an oppor tu nity to pro duce knowl edge but also an oppor tu nity to dis sem i
nate his research find ings to a wider and more diverse com mu nity of 
econ o mists. Migration changes oppor tu ni ties for knowl edge pro duc tion 
and reach out to impacting com mu ni ties.

Hagemann also men tions migra tions. Complementing his ear lier work 
(esp. Hagemann 2011), Hagemann exam ines the migra tions of Ger man
speak ing emi grants to the United Kingdom, the sec ondlarg est host coun
try for these aca dem ics, after the United States. The knowl edge of emi grant 
schol ars from Nazi Germany or the Soviet Union made up a sig nifi  cant 
pro por tion of these research efforts in com puter sci ence, game the ory, and 
oper a tions research. Those econ o mists who even tu ally set tled in Britain 
devel oped spe cific exper tise in the Ger man war econ omy. Singer’s ana ly
ses cov ered a wide range of issues: gen eral plan ning, orga ni za tion of sup
ply, labor sup ply, wage pol icy, price con trol, restric tions on con sump tion 
and pri vate invest ment, sub sti tu tion of prod ucts and raw mate ri als, mon e
tary pol icy, and war financ ing. Erwin Rothbarth focused on the ration ing 
approach and (in 1941) devel oped the con cept of a “vir tual price sys tem.” 
To what extent would it have been nec es sary to change incomes in the pre
ration ing sit u a tion to bring the quan ti ties of goods con sumed under ration
ing con di tions into line with the “opti mal” quan ti ties, that is, the quan ti ties 
pre ferred by con sum ers under the con di tions of price deter mi na tion in free 
mar kets with given nom i nal incomes? One of the most impor tant ana lysts 
of the Ger man war econ omy and post war recon struc tion was Hal C. 
(Hermann Chris tian) Hillmann, who ana lyzed the changes in the vol ume, 
direc tion, and struc tural com po si tion of Germany’s for eign trade after the 
end of the First World War to answer the likely effects of an Allied naval 
block ade on Germany’s imports and exports. Another impor tant fig ure 
among these émigré econ o mists was Nicholas Kaldor: in his work on the 
Ger man war econ omy, Kaldor had already addressed the impor tance of 
cap i tal equip ment in indus try for war poten tial.

3.2. International Approach of the Expertise: UN Commissions  
and International Organizations

Many works on eco nomic his tory and on the his tory of eco nom ics 
point to the devel op ment of the role of experts in guid ing polit i cal 
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16 Ariane DupontKieffer, Robert W. Dimand, and Sylvie Rivot

deci sionmak ing in the eco nomic sphere. This sta tus of the expert 
devel oped par tic u larly in the man age ment of the Great Depression but 
also in the prep a ra tion and con duct of the war. This HOPE vol ume 
focuses on these expert jour neys to under stand when eco nomic exper
tise was called upon, what eco nomic skills were required, and whether 
this exper tise changed the expert’s toolkit. In doing so, we seek to 
under stand whether eco nomic exper tise pre sup poses the con sti tu tion of 
a the o ret i cal cor pus com mon to all  experts or a the o ret i cal cor pus that 
evolves with each assign ment.

The his tory of eco nom ics increas ingly focuses on the devel op ment of 
mac ro eco nomic mod els by inter na tional insti tu tions, such as the IMF or 
the World Bank, and cen tral banks (Acosta et al. 2024). Historians and 
polit i cal sci en tists have described in detail the con di tions lead ing to the 
cre a tion of these inter na tional bod ies, and their extended scope of action 
and legit i macy, par tic u larly in the eco nomic field, com pared to the inter
na tional orga ni za tions cre ated after the First World War. The con struc tion 
of a the o ret i cal and ana lyt i cal cor pus that would allow a com mon, or at 
least shared, under stand ing of the eco nomic phe nom ena in these inter na
tional bod ies between 1945 and the begin ning of the Marshall Plan and 
the Cold War in 1948 would need to be exam ined.

The role of USbased “global” orga ni za tions in Cold War geo pol i tics 
leads to the Amer i can iza tion of eco nom ics. This frame work seems to be 
dom i nated by the o ret i cal pro pos als com ing from the United States, or at 
least from experts liv ing there. However, this inter na tion al i za tion can be 
seen as an oppor tu nity to crossfer til ize ideas and develop con cep tual and 
sta tis ti cal tools. These inter na tional orga ni za tions help to make the eco
nomic prob lems of indi vid ual countries com pa ra ble from an inter na tional 
and global per spec tive.

Archives of expert debates within inter na tional insti tu tions show that, 
in the con text of the emerg ing Cold War, eco nomic think ing was diverse 
and that the chal lenge was to build a spe cific under stand ing of eco nom ics 
that was not cen tered on Amer i can think ing.1 For exam ple, the UN com
mis sions and sub com mis sions were tasked with deal ing with the short age 
of agri cul tural prod ucts and raw mate ri als in the imme di ate post war 
period. The com mu nity cre ated to this end was based on tech ni cal skills 
and sci en tific exper tise. It is strik ing how care ful Frisch, who was asked 

1. One of those archives is Frisch’s at the University of Oslo Library (boxes 58 A to 58 G).
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Introduction to Economists at War 17

by David Weintraub to rec om mend experts,2 is to jus tify the com pe tence 
and exper tise of the peo ple he sug gests by presenting a short cur ric u lum 
vitae and the pub li ca tions that jus tify a nom i na tion.

Next, an anal y sis of the archives shows that the work of the UN com
mis sions high lights the attempt to build a com mon min i mum the o ret i cal 
cor pus that could serve as a basis for shared exper tise. A read ing of the 
debates shows that these econ o mists share a cer tain num ber of ana ly ses 
but can dis agree on both diag noses and solu tions. Conversely, the debates 
could have had an impact on the eco nomic think ing of the econ o mists 
involved. However, in the period between the end of the Second World 
War and the begin ning of the Cold War, they sought to develop a com mon 
ana lyt i cal frame work. These UN meet ings on eco nomic issues reflect the 
emer gence of new eco nomic com mu ni ties and col lab o ra tions.

3.3. New Communities and Expertise out side the USUK Axis:  
Tools for National Sovereignty, Fight against Inequalities

The global dimen sion of the con flict is char ac ter ized by its impact and 
sig nifi  cant eco nomic con se quences on the bel lig er ent countries and the 
countries on the polit i cal periph ery of the con flict (Wieviorka 2023). 
These con se quences led econ o mists to rethink the eco nomic inter pre ta
tion of the ben e fits of inter na tional trade, one of the issues at stake in the 
UN work ing groups. Without the Second World War and the involve ment 
of econ o mists in the con duct of the con flict, the eco nomic approach might 
not have been adopted. However, eco nom ics became a new frame work for 
under stand ing rela tions between countries, between enti ties in colo nial 
empires, and the emer gence of a new eco nomic order (Marseille 2005) 
both at the national and inter na tional level dur ing and after the Second 
World War. What is also at stake is that the Second World War established 
the idea that eco nomic anal y sis is key to deciphering and under stand ing 
the world, in addi tion to geo pol i tics, espe cially since the expan sion of the 
Nazi regime was partly based on geo pol i tics. We can see the begin nings 
of this pro gres sive move ment in the inter war period, when geog ra phers 

2. David Weintraub (1904–69) was an Amer i can econ o mist who worked for the fed eral gov
ern ment. In the 1940s he was appointed head of the Office of Foreign Relief and Rehabilitation 
Operations at the Department of State. At the end of the war, he became a mem ber of the US 
staff appointed at the United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Administration (UNRRA). 
Frisch wrote to him, as he was the sec re tary of the Economic and Employment Commission at 
the United Nations in 1947.
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18 Ariane DupontKieffer, Robert W. Dimand, and Sylvie Rivot

such as Albert Demangeon used eco nomic anal y sis to under stand the 
devel op ment of colo nial empires. As early as the 1920s, Demangeon 
(1920, 1923) insisted on using the costben e fit anal y sis of the col o nies to 
under stand both the demands for inde pen dence and, above all , the rea sons 
why the cen tral pow ers aban doned their empires.3

This vol ume aims to com ple ment existing nar ra tives by seek ing to 
under stand how aca demic and nonaca demic econ o mists from dif fer ent 
parts of the world have revisited the eco nomic the ory that formed the 
basis of their train ing to explain the trade rela tion ships between a “cen ter” 
and a “periph ery.” We wanted to explore fur ther the link between polit i cal 
demands for decol o ni za tion—or a rebalancing of power between the US
UK axis and the com mu ni ties of econ o mists out side this axis—and the 
emer gence of new frame works of eco nomic anal y sis in the countries of 
what became the “Third World” and the Soviet bloc.

The arti cle by Adriana Calcagno and Pedro Garcia Duarte focuses on 
Raúl Prebisch and Celso Furtado, two impor tant con trib u tors to devel op
ment eco nom ics and to the the o ries and pol i cies supported by the UN 
Economic Commission for Latin America (ECLAC). Special atten tion is 
given to the role that the geo po lit i cal changes brought about by the Second 
World War played in shap ing their ideas. Prebisch’s and Furtado’s intel
lec tual paths toward indus tri al i za tion pol i cies were shaped by the chang
ing inter na tional order and by local devel op ments in their countries, 
includ ing the build ing of a more sci en tific sta tis ti cal sys tem that would 
help the state to design devel op ment pol i cies. The case of Prebisch is of 
par tic u lar inter est here because the Second World War led him to com
pletely change his views on the need for Argentina to reduce its exter nal 
vul ner a bil ity, as indus tri al i za tion became the only way for pri mary 
exporting countries to reduce their imports and diver sify their mar kets, a 
the ory he brought to ECLAC.

In this vol ume, Alan Bollard shows that Japan in the 1930s was marked 
by two con tra dic tory move ments in terms of the adop tion and dis sem i na
tion of eco nomic ideas. On the one hand, there was a grad ual appro pri a
tion of var i ous schools of eco nomic thought—nota bly Euro pean—by 
Jap a nese econ o mists and the dig ni tar ies of the bureau cracy in charge. The 
influ ences were many, from Schmöller to Marx. But this flowering was to 

3. While geog ra phers borrowed an ana lyt i cal grid from eco nom ics, some young econ o mists 
also looked to geog ra phy and geo pol i tics for a way of under stand ing the world. Hirschman, for 
exam ple, attended Demangeon’s lec tures when he was a stu dent in Paris (1933).
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be halted by the hard en ing of the regime, which was engaged in mil i tary 
con quest in Asia. On the other hand, the bureau cracy in charge of Jap a
nese polit i cal expan sion under stood the need to con trol eco nomic devel
op ment and resource plan ning, not only to finance polit i cal expan sion but 
also to secure it. These bureau crats would not trust econ o mists, even those 
trained at Tokyo’s Imperial University, to get the eco nomic war machine 
up and run ning. So they put them selves in charge, but in so doing, they 
ended the pro lif er a tion of eco nomic ideas.

It was not until the end of the con flict that the vari ety of schools of 
thought was revived, and a new effort was made to appro pri ate the dif fer
ent schools of thought, par tic u larly Marx ist ones. The US pres ence 
enabled these econ o mists to dis cover new Amer i can econ o mists, such as 
Paul Samuelson. However, the Jap a nese did not aban don Euro pean 
thought, rediscovering not only Marx but also Keynes. But the inter est ing 
point is that these young Jap a nese econ o mists devel oped an eco nomic dis
course and pro pos als to counter the pro pos als of Amer i can experts who 
wanted to reduce the Jap a nese econ omy to an agrar ian one. Determined 
to estab lish some inde pen dence dur ing the occu pa tion led by Douglas 
MacArthur and aware of the rise of Marx ist eco nom ics in Asia gen er ally, 
Jap a nese econ o mists sought to for mu late their own eco nomic ideas.

Alternative eco nomic dis courses were devel oped to sup port the polit i
cal posi tions of the Soviet bloc by pro pos ing the o ret i cal alter na tives to the 
cor pus pro duced in the Western bloc. Indeed, some of the con tri bu tions to 
the HOPE con fer ence recall that Stalin under stood the impor tance of 
being  able to pro duce an alter na tive eco nomic the ory, to the point of pub
lish ing a trea tise (Economic Problems of Socialism in the USSR in 1952). 
As Allisson shows, this con struc tion was achieved through a dia logue that 
had already begun dur ing the New Economic Policy (NEP) (Gousseff 
1996: 125; Shpotov 2002), as part of a desire for auton omy and the pro
duc tion of a counterdiscourse (Allisson 2011), or at least an alter na tive 
frame work for under stand ing the eco nomic world of the Soviet bloc.

The arti cle by Nikolay Nenovsky and Tsvetelina Marinova also high
lights the incon sis tency of a Communist eco nomic the ory or centrally 
planned econ omy. This con tri bu tion also ana lyzes the dif fi cul ties, both 
the o ret i cal and prac ti cal, of build ing a social ist model of inte gra tion. If 
plan ning was seen as the proper alter na tive to the mar ket as a coor di nat
ing mech a nism, ini tia tives such as the Council for Mutual Economic 
Assistance (CMEA), established in 1949, clearly lacked a the o ret i cal 
foun da tion and faced prac ti cal dif fi cul ties in its estab lish ment. 
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Interestingly, these prac ti cal dif fi cul ties encour aged attempts at the o ret i
cal devel op ment, espe cially on mon e tary issues. And var i ous alter na tives 
emerged in the sat el lites of the Soviet Union, for exam ple, in Yugoslavia 
as well as in Bulgaria.

This story needs to be fur ther explored to under stand to what extent 
this pro duc tion of eco nomic the ory resulted from its own questioning and 
of the polit i cal and eco nomic con text spe cific to what was hap pen ing, and 
to what extent this pro duc tion depended on dia logues with econ o mists 
from the Western bloc and on the need to pro duce a counterdiscourse or at 
least a solid the o ret i cal alter na tive. In what ways did econ o mists from the 
“Western” and “Eastern” blocs pro duce dif fer ent ana ly ses and solu tions to 
the ques tion of man ag ing short ages and recon struc tion?

We have yet to explore sev eral types of alternativethinking or non
mainstream intel lec tu als (nonmain stream econ o mists, nei ther Western 
nor Eastern countries, pre1939 and post1945 issues). We can men tion in 
par tic u lar the con tri bu tion of Karl Polanyi’s The Great Transformation in 
1944, which is typ i cally seen as a result of his expe ri ence of the Second 
World War. A ref u gee econ o mist who could be lik ened to the migrants 
from Central and Eastern Europe who pro vided a breed ing ground for 
Amer i can and Brit ish eco nom ics, Polanyi called for a rethink ing of eco
nomic the ory in the face of the col lapse of “nineteenthcen tury civ i li za
tion” (Polanyi [1944] 1983: 37), which he char ac ter ized in terms of four 
insti tu tions: (1) the bal ance of power; (2) the inter na tional gold stan dard; 
(3) the selfreg u lat ing mar ket, “which pro duced a hith erto unsus pected 
mate rial wellbeing”; and (4) the lib eral state. After ana lyz ing the col lapse 
of each of these pil lars, Polanyi, “freed from the uto pia of the mar ket” 
(349), invites us to rethink the con sti tu tion of eco nomic value out side the 
con cept of the selfreg u lat ing mar ket, but within a reformulation of free
dom. Polanyi would thus open a third way between mar ket lib er al ism and 
social ism (Maucourant 2011, 2020).

4. Perspectives for Future Research

Much has been learned, but much remains to be explored and debated, 
about how econ o mists and eco nom ics affected the Second World War and 
the post war eco nomic order, and how the war and post war order (post war 
recon struc tion, the Cold War, the dis so lu tion of colo nial empires) trans
formed eco nom ics, reshaped eco nomic ideas and tech niques, and changed 
indi vid u als and insti tu tions who spoke with author ity within the 
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dis ci pline. Whether deal ing with econ omywide econo met ric mod els, lin
ear and non lin ear pro gram ming, aggre gate demand sta bi li za tion, or 
national income and prod uct accounts, or guid ing the devel op ment of 
countries in the global periph ery, econ o mists in the post–World War II 
years were engaged in activ i ties that contrasted with the char ac ter is tic 
activ i ties of pre war econ o mists. The demands of the war and the post war 
order that emerged shaped these changes in eco nom ics, as econ o mists and 
eco nomic exper tise helped to shape the con duct of the war and the cre a
tion of the postwar eco nomic order.

These research per spec tives include a rethink ing of existing nar ra tives 
of the Second World War. This vol ume pro vi des insight into the extent to 
which our nar ra tives in eco nomic his tory are influ enced by nar ra tives 
devel oped in other dis ci plines (such as eco nomic his tory, but also mil i tary 
his tory and the his tory of tech nol ogy) and by the con texts in which knowl
edge is pro duced and received. As Wieviorka (2023) has shown, there are 
many nar ra tives spe cific to each dis ci pline, but they feed off each other. 
Moreover, existing nar ra tives are increas ingly chal lenged by newer 
research and by the abil ity to inter ro gate the nar ra tives pro duced.

Mor gan and Stapleford (2023) show that chang ing the nar ra tive encour
ages one to look for dif fer ent data and sources, to ques tion tem po ral 
bound aries and sequences, to rel a tiv ize the role of key events that serve as 
anchor points for nar ra tives (such as Bretton Woods), and to ques tion the 
global dimen sion of the war (an impact of the war beyond the con flict 
zones). The tra di tional demar ca tion of the Second World War comes from 
polit i cal sci ence, with 1939 and 1945 as the begin ning and end of the con
flict. The issues addressed in this vol ume pro vide an oppor tu nity to reex
amine the com monly accepted demar ca tion of the war: from an eco nomic 
per spec tive, the Second World War began before 1939 (in Southeast Asia) 
and ended after 1945 (with postconflict plan ning).

More broadly, our aim is also to broaden research per spec tives on the 
sub ject by high light ing what is hap pen ing on the intel lec tual and geo po
lit i cal socalled periph er ies. Outside the emerg ing bipo lar world, new 
issues are emerg ing (access to export mar kets, eco nomic inde pen dence, 
etc.) that require new tools and a new role for the expert econ o mist (inter
ven tion ism, national account ing and the con struc tion of indexes, eco
nomic fore cast ing).

This vol ume was moti vated by the need to bet ter under stand the trans
for ma tive effect of eco nomic exper tise dur ing the war on the pro duc tion 
of eco nomic knowl edge by dif fer ent com mu ni ties and author i ties. The 
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con fer ence con cluded with a wrapup ses sion to iden tify future research 
per spec tives opened up by our papers and debates.

First, the eco nomic approach to the geo po lit i cal world seems to be rel
e vant and nec es sary. Indeed, it seems essen tial for all  those involved in 
the recon struc tion of the post war world. It explains the need for experts in 
var i ous national and inter na tional bod ies. This need is reflected in the 
pro fes sion al i za tion of econ o mists and the need for eco nomic edu ca tion. 
What remains to be under stood, how ever, is what con sti tutes the the o ret i
cal basis of eco nomic exper tise and the body of knowl edge that is rec og
nized as hav ing to be passed on to train a “good” expert.

To deci pher this body of knowl edge in eco nom ics that stemmed from 
the events of the Second World War, we need to ask our selves the fol low
ing ques tions: How ideo log i cal are the eco nomic tools? Are the same eco
nomic tools used in socalled back ward and dom i nant econ o mies? Is a 
dif fer ent approach to quan ti fi ca tion nec es sary in nonWestern countries?

Our starting point was the obser va tion that sev eral nar ra tives coex ist on 
the links between econ o mists, eco nom ics, and the Second World War:  
a his tory of the vic tors with the “Amer i can iza tion of eco nom ics,”  
a welldocumented eco nomic his tory of the costs of the war, of the emer
gence of new eco nomic insti tu tions, a his tory cen tered on biog ra phies, a 
his tory of the financ ing of the war.

Questioning the nar ra tives that have accom pa nied the role of econ o
mists dur ing the Second World War makes it pos si ble to exam ine its 
trans for ma tive role on the pro duc tion of eco nomic knowl edge, to delve 
into a his tory of the cor pus, and to link the his tory of con cepts to the con
text of their pro duc tion and recep tion.

This questioning means rec og niz ing them as ele ments of contextual
ization, while allowing our selves to change the per spec tive of the nar ra
tives adopted so far. So, what is the right timeline, and how to divide this 
into peri ods? Doesn’t the pro cess of transforming eco nomic ideas begin 
with the prep a ra tion for war, rather than with the armed con flict itself? It 
also means com par ing the sequence pro posed by the nar ra tives of polit i
cal his tory and armed con flict with the unfolding of the con flict and com
par ing it with the sequences spe cific to the his tory of eco nom ics. The 
begin ning of the polit i cal Cold War thus cor re sponds to the emer gence of 
two the o ret i cal blocs. This cor re spon dence invites us to iden tify the trig
gers for the devel op ment of eco nom ics out side the stan dard nar ra tives 
pro posed by his tory, eco nomic his tory, and polit i cal his tory. Finally, it 
means avoiding a his tory of “great” events such as Bretton Woods and of 
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con tro ver sies between schools of thought or great fig ures of eco nom ics to 
look more closely at what, in the daily task of war eco nom ics, will trig ger 
a wider reflec tion on the key con cepts of eco nomic anal y sis, such as coor
di na tion or equi lib rium, mar ket struc ture, and the own er ship of cap i tal.

And the precise dates of wartime need to be reconsidered, as econo
mists were at work preparing for the war before 1939 and at work manag
ing the economic consequences of the war, including rationing, after 1945. 
Some tools, such as national account ing, orig i nated in the anal y sis of the 
causes and solu tions to the eco nomic cri sis of the 1930s, and the Second 
World War served to accel er ate their adop tion and dis sem i na tion. Other 
con cepts and tools, now largely unrec og nized, did not sur vive the war 
econ omy and were not con sid ered for post war pur poses. History is often 
writ ten through the prism of the story of the vic tors and what remains, but 
the his tory of eco nom ics draws its iden tity from its abil ity to dig into the 
inter stices of the contingencies of the past and to ques tion our dis tance 
from our own pres ent.
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