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';p;?roach failed, however, when the Wehrmacht invaded the Soviet
nion on June 22, 1941. Only then did the British and the Soviets
become allies against the Third Reich.

The Calculus of Power

The distribution of power among the European great powers and geogra
phy can account in large part for the buck-passing behavior of Hitlger’;
adversaries during the 1930s. Germany controlled more latent power
than did any other European state from 1930 until 1944 (see Tables 3.3
and 3.4). In 1930, Weimar Germany accounted for 33 percent ;)f
European wealth, while the United Kingdom, its nearest competitor, con-
trolled 27 percent. France and the Soviet Union possessed 22 and 1;1 per-
cent, respectively. By 1940, Germany’s share of industrial might had
gro‘wn to 36 percent, but its nearest competitor was now the Soviet
Union with 28 percent; the United Kingdom, with 24 percent, had fallen
to third place.

For purposes of comparison, Germany had controlled 40 percent of
Euro.pea.n wealth in 1913, prior to World War I, while the United Kingdom
was in second place, with 28 percent. France and Russia accounted for 12
and 11 percent, respectively. Based on latent power alone, it is apparent
that Germany was almost as well-positioned to be a potential hegemon in
the 1930s as it was earlier in the century. It is also clear that the Soviet
Union markedly increased its share of European industrial might during
the 1930s, which meant that it had the wherewithal to build a much more
formidable army by the end of that decade than it had in either 1914 or
1930181

Despite all of its latent power, Germany was not a potential hegemon
until 1939, because it did not have the most powerful army in Europe
ll:)e.fore then. Hitler inherited a puny army, and it took time to transform
1t- 1-nto a well-organized and well-equipped fighting force with the capa-
]‘Jlllty to take the offensive against another great power. The critically
important August 1936 Rearmament Program, after all, was not expected
to be completed until October 1940. Its goals were realized for the most
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TABLE 8.6

Manpower in European Armies, 1933-38

1933 1934 1935 1936 1937 1938
e

- e
United Kingdom 195,256 195,845 196,137 192,325 190,830 212,300

558,067 550,678 642,875 642,785 692,860 698,101
550,000 720,000

France
Germany 102,500 240,000 480,000 520,000
281,855 1,300,000 343,000 370,000 373,000

Italy 285,088
040,000 1,300,000 1,300,000 1,433,000 1,513,000

LSoviet Union 534,657
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