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graphic depictions of the impact of various ERP
projects, helped to sell the Marshall Plan to the
Austrian people. Over four hundred photos, many
of them reproduced here, documented the Train
of Europe’s forty-day tour of Austria. During the
tour, over four hundred thousand Austrians visit‐
ed the exhibitions housed on the train, where
they were presented with a vision—as Bischof
and Petschar describe it—of “a free Europe in a
free world, based on democratic principles and
supported and guided by the US economy” (p.
207). That vision is on full and sumptuous display
here, and its graphic content alone makes this a
book that your library should acquire. It is, how‐
ever, a vision that the authors do not examine
critically.
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