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be dismissed as political naiveté on the part of foreigners were it nop that
of the native German mathematicians do not seem to have been m Mg
politically active or interested. Exceptions were pgople like Gumbe], Who v,
apparently a committed communist, and Reidemeister, whg Was personally .
terested in political philosophy (though appaljently not pthlcally gctive)_ Thig
is in part an argument from the paucity of evidence of polltlcal activity, by
already delineated, it fits the standard mode of behavior that €Xpressed i,
long-standing relationship between the German state ‘and the professors in it
universities. There were also some mathematicians initially convinced by Hitley
Gunther Howe, the quondam friend of Max Zorn, had translated one of Oswalg

Veblen's books from English into German and wrote him (in German) on Apyj)
14, 1933:%

mOSt

One is accustomed to calling what has occurred in Germany in the last weeks the
“national Revolution.” I would rather call it “Reform.”

To begin with, the number of people who, as a result of this occurrence, hay,

suffered bodily or financial damages, is vanishingly small compared to the Number
that is customary in revolutions in France, and France is res
gland and the USA., also even today among many Germa
nation in the world.

pected above 3] ip En-
ns, as the most Civilized

Furthermore, all the essential (wesentlichen) changes were not carried ou
the people (Volk) or even through “the barricades,’
preferred (liebt) for centuries, by the government.

Finally, everything ha

t directly by
" but, as the German people has

t Howe’s prior politics were, but his apologe-
epresent either Nazi fellow—traveling or a sin-



; % lat
a was blaming Einstein and other “agitators” € as March 30, 1933,

~aulld At A or [he i i )
Court ny and distinguishing between “good” anti-Semitic feeling

and “bad” Jews:®

Even though Einstein does not conéider himself a German, . . | he has ;

nany penefits from Germany that it is no more than his Bl redc'ewed so
disturbance he has caused. Unfortunately, as I see from the papers, a reaci ispel the
events has set in. . . . 1 very much hope that it will be possible [0‘ deter Lhzn. to these
poycott [of the Jews] at the last moment. Otherwise I see the future vl lr:ended

What hurts me particularly is that the renewed wave of antisemitism 2’ acd_

mdiscriminately against every person of Jewish ancestry, no matter how lx-‘u'l> Gl;ected
he may feel within himself, no matter how he and his family have bled dunny [hrman
and how much he himself has contributed to the general community. | cangvt bel?na'r
that such injustice can prevail much longer—in particular, since it depends so :nt:fl
on the leaders, especially Hitler, whose last speech made a quite positive impression

on me.

[ronically, two years later, Courant, a “sadder but wiser” emigré in New York
would criticize similar naiveté on the part of the famous mathematician Cari
Ludwig Siegel.

Werner Weber was a young Privatdozent, and a Nazi sympathizer prior to
1933, though he was a student of Emmy Noether and Edmund Landau (they
alled his dissertation “excellent”).” In the summer of 1935, he was appointed
professor at Frankfurt as a substitute for Siegel, who was then visiting at the
Institute for Advanced Study in Princeton. Siegel determined to return to Frank-
furt and attempt to drive out Weber.” While the fact that Siegel was a “pure
Aryan” might have given him some private hope of success, by April 1935 so
much had happened that one wonders at his expectations. It s true that Siegel
was partly motivated by the fact that he wanted to protect his friends Max Dehn

and Emest Hellinger, both well-known mathematicians and Jewish. Both Dehn
(born 1878) and Hellinger (born 1883) had served during World War 1 and
had appointments dating prior to 1918. Thus they technically did not come
under the law of April 7, 1933. Both were dismissed in 1935, but remained in
Germany until early 1939 (Hellinger spent six weeks in Dachau, from rmd
November 1938 until his release, apparently effected by his sister, already in

:Reid 1976: 139-140. The translation is hers.
Wolfgang Kluge, “Edmund Landau, Schriftliche Hausarbeit vorgelegt im Rahmel.l der Erster;
rifung,” thesis, University of Duisburg (1983), 128. Weber received his degree In 1929, an!
™0 then until Landaw's forced retirement was his Assistent. For this last evert and more on
¢, see below; chapter 4, “Hasse’s Appointment at Gotingen.”
» Courant o Veblen, Apr. 22, 1935, under Courant.
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68 : Germany until af
. ctually did not return to ¥ ter Dehpys
1eg?lrhea rygsscd in a2 letter 10 Oswald Veblen did pg,
n 2 telegram from the Frankfun Reky, or)

mention We 4t Princeton in 1935-36, he would lose k;
that i,fhe wpt:zd;?drcfﬁr ;L:;:han? pension, and “as MY health is not v: y
o d since 1 am obliged to give 2 part of my income to my father, it scems
strong am e for me (o Tefurm [0 my place in Frankfurt and to try to live there
1o be adneﬂi u:ng Ry - ond Hellinger is still there and I will not leaye
for e e (English original).” Sicgel let GETT™Y R
another appointment at Princeton in June 1940, and left by one of the

for the United States.” st L v
em naive in hindsight, his “naiveté” was that of a good

man truly concerned about his friends. The feelings of Courant or Eberhard

Hopf cited earlier reflect what seem to have been much,. g e
“good German one should not be

rudes: either the initial feeling that as 2 : :
personally affected (Courant), or 2 political naiveté whose depth is almost un-
he personal attitudes of mathemati-

fathomable fifty years later (Hopf). While t '
1 be discussed in more detail later, one impor-

cians toward the Nazi regime wi : e
tant fact should be noted here: liberal-thinking democratically inclined German
mathematicians, foreigners with a different point of view, anyone, like Reide-

g” with the ruling dictates, are salient just

meister, who did not simply “go alon, ' re
king academics, mathematicians or not,

because so many of the German-spea '
did “go along™ more of less willingly.” There were also mathematicians, as well

as other scientists, some quite prominent, who did not hesitate to advocate Nazi
ideas. They were also exceptions. The majority of German academics simply
went along; it was within the academic tradition, reversed their perceived loss
of status under Weimar, and could be given academic justification. As Karl
Dietrich Bracher has remarked, not only was politics a dirty business so far as
the professoriat was concerned, but there was an almost schizophrenic split
between classical-humanistic education and a Realpolitik concerned with power.

ber, but rather

received
last boats
While Siegel may se

2 Carl Ludwig Siegel, in his Gesammelte Werke (1966), vol. 3, pp. 468-471. (A brief history of

mathematics at Frankfurt is given there as well, pp. 462-474.)

% VP, Siegel to Veblen, July 8, 1935, under Siegel.
# Norbert Schappacher, “Das Mathematische Institut der Universitat Gottingen, 1929-1950" (un-
published), 49; a condensed version appears in H. Becker, H.-T. Dahms, and C. Wegeler, eds., Die
Universitat Gottingen unter den Nationalsozialismus (1987), 344-373, here 359-360. The German

invasion of Norway began on April 9, 1940.

% On this point, see Faust 1973. While according to Faust
Nazi party members prior to 1933, only 10% of u
in any way. Furthermore, there were a number of very active

ly party members (like Phillip Lenard). Faust argues
n is

(cf. above, note 55) only 1.2% of
university professors were actually niversity

professors were “actively political”

pro-Nazi professors who were not necessari
persuasively that pro-Nazi sentiments among the professoriat were far more widespread tha

usually assumed. As discussed above, the general university atmosphere was certainly not inimica
to Nazi rhetoric, despite the undeniable existence of prominent prorepublican professors like
Gustav Radbruch and Willy Hellpach. For Tabingen as a case in point, see Uwe Adam, Hochschule
und Nationalsozialismus, Die Universitat Tubingen im Dritten Reich (1977), 31-32.
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more s provic}ed .ag °PP orturx;::y readily seized by the “National-Socialis-
e P8 ormers fw;[ a Pgw? 1 slogan tha[ overcame many private de-
urrers «The hour of the synthesis between Spirit (Geist) and Power has now
artive ¢ The German university was a mixture of political unconcern and
openly antidemf)cratlc ST As Bra‘Cher remarked, “The real fate [of the
German university gnder Hitler] lay n‘i‘ in the crimes of a minority, but in the
pilure of the majority of the educated.”™ !

was true elsewhere as well. For example, the well-known mathe

The sameé
an Karl Menger wrote Oswald Veblen on October 27, 1934:*

what 1 could not write you from Vienna is a description of the situation there

First of all the situation at the university is as unpleasant as possible. Wherea;s 1 still
don't believe that Austria has more than 45% Nazis, the percentage at the universities
is certainly 75% and among the mathematicians I have to do with, except, of course
pils of mine, not far from 100%. ' )

””: (,[R"

maliCi

some pu
It should be noted th
Dollfuss’ assassination
of the Nazi attempt at a

a-half years away.
There is evidence,

at this letter was written three months after Engelbert
and the failure, partly through Mussolini’s intervention
n Austrian coup d’état—Anschluss was still three-and-

moreover, of similar attitudes in Switzerland. The mathe-
matician Henrich Behnke recalls in his memoirs that when he traveled to
switzerland in the summer of 1933, “Everywhere the children in the streets
greeted the car with the raised-hand salute—even more than in Germany, Ger-
man citizens cheered it with Nazi shouts, and Swiss hurried to express their
respect for the new regime.” Though Behnke does say that more moderate
attitudes prevailed among his Swiss colleagues—a general neutrality toward the
Hitler government and a horror at the dismissals of professors—his experiences
are echoed by letters from Heinz Hopf to George Polya and Oswald Veblen.
Both Polya and Hopf had very famous mathematical careers. At the time, Hopf’s
was just beginning, and Polya was already at mid-career. In May 1933, Hopf
wrote Polya,'®

ant that now also here in Zurich nationalists and anti-Semites have

ssemblies of “fronts,” namely the “nationals,”
dents—(and even more among the school-

It is quite unpleas
become powerful. There are continual a
the “federals” and others among the stu
children)—these tendencies seem therefore to be rather strong.

In July of the same year, he wrote to Veblen,™
I; Karl Dietrich Bracher, “Die Gleichschaltung der deutschen Universitat,” in Universitatstage
66: 129,

" Ibid.: 142
%
VP, Menger to Veblen, Oct. 27, 1934, under Menger.

" Behnke 1978: 127. As early as 1923, Hitler obtained financial support fro
nberichten (1974), 180.

m Switzerland. See

IT VP, under Polya.
VP, under Hopf.
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dismaye ips are NOt OPen, new ope «, -
et siti):m in Switzerland: professorship B it SIv)viss Wit= €S Will ng, be
obtalnlng a po[here is no money, a large number of go it for
created since

poSitions
i open, and besides, the teno g the Stu
Assistent that are bec €

oS ag
dengs i e
nationalistic—anti-Semitic. 23 , ;
e been one of the “rational” Swiss colle,

4 to have been very aware O P JazL sentimen, i
himself seems also : have been “neutral,” as his relative 1,4 .
itzerland. Nor was he likely to have : “Udwig
Svsm?er ears his senior and Jewish, was one of the mathematicians dlsmiSSed
Il;l;lt)h’et;lnaz,is from the Technische Hochschfile in Aachen. Hfopf’s letter o Veb]
was a vain attempt to find a place for this cousin who, after 1933, haq
hlr; ;;%l;lafli{ler, Wilhelm, had converted from his father’s Jqdaism to his Wife's
Lutheranism in 1895. Heinz Hopf had been born in a village near
(modern Wroctaw) in 1894. For the Nazis, of course, Wilhelm Hopf was
but together with his wife he remained in Breslau in progressively woy
circumstances. Heinz Hopf visited his parents regularly until 1939, and 4.
tempted successfully to obtain a Swiss immigration permit for them Howeve,
his father became seriously ill, and then World War II intervened. Wilhelm’
Hopf died in Breslau in 1942. Hopf’s Jewish ancestry also caused him diffi-
culties, and in 1943 he was threatened with having to return to Germany, but
he managed to obtain Swiss citizenship guaranteeing his ability to stay in
Zurich." It is interesting to contrast the reactions of the Jewish” foreign-hoy
Swiss citizens, George Polya and Heinz Hopf, to the menace across the bor-
der—Polya chose to emigrate, Hopf to stay (despite the ability to leave).

While Heinz Hopf may hav e

€n
Visiteq

reslay
2 Jew,
Senin

nity."™ Indeed, from the 1880s on

: = it was ¢
Jewish families who became acade : e e

: in Berlin for the sons of
mics or professiong

Is to be baptized, and for
* Gunther Frej and Urj

T Stammbach “Hes
Topology (Amsterdam: Elsevier, 1999) 1'00]2.lel

 Bracher 1966 132
o - 132, See also F
Ringer 1969 136. SR

n » :
z Hopf, chap. 38 in | M. James, ed., History of
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gMAN AC
(HE OF rs to be baptized preparatory to marriage to a Christian, while those
the daugh[i,ent into business or industry would remain Jews.'” Nevertheless,
sons who ¢ was difficult, even for the baptized, especially prior to World War
advancem;ensel (baptized) was promoted in 1902 at Marburg, at age forty-one,
106 Ku;’lle had been an “associate professor” (Extraordinarius), but without pay,
whert’-189 ]—without pay because the Wilhelminian education minister told
siﬁce wou have anyway enough money without it.”' Another example of “late
him, o Was Paul Epstein, who was still a Privatdozent at Strassbourg in
r?gowhen the French dismissed him in the aftermath of World War 1. He
19 was more than an “associate professor” at Frankfurt in the succeeding
fourteen years before the Nazis came to power. There were many Jewish Privat-
oul ten. because being such an instructor was a “free” profession, outside an
gcf)ézial career with payment from the state. Advancement to Extraordinarius
and then Ordinarius, though, meant advancement th.ro'ugh the agency of the
Jlready established professor.s apd a status as a state c1v.11 servant. In 1909-10,
over 93 percent of the Ordinarien, or full professors, in Germany were Prot-
estants or Catholics, but less than.81 percent of t‘he Privatdozenten were. Fritz
Ringer cites this as a statistical indication of the bias against Jews complement-
ing the anecdotal evidence that can be gathered for each academic discipline.'*®
Under the Weimar government, the official state position on Jewish advance-
] ment in the universities may have improved somewhat, but advancement was
ill largely in the hands of the older academics, and so was a continuation of
the prewar situation—although “corrections” like the eventual appointment of
; Friedrich Hartogs in Munich were made. Concerning anti-semitism in univer-
i sities in the 1920s, Abraham Fraenkel describes his own “superficial experi-
ences” as follows:'”
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never

As concerns the universities, anti-Semitic tendencies were at that time [the 1920’s]
reversed from the situation before the Revolution [of 1918]—that is, in Bavaria they

; were much more pronounced than in North and West Germany. The naming, though
! not the preferment (Beforderung), of Jews to positions as full professors (Ordinariate)
E remained infrequent with the exception of the new city-universities of Frankfurt and
I Hamburg,

 Fraenkel 1967: 97.

" Bxamples among well-known mathematicians include Friedrich Hartogs (konfessionslos), who
became 2 fy]] professor at age fifty-three in 1927 in Munich (ibid.: 84); and Alfred Pringsheim
_(konfessionslos), a full professor at age fifty-one in 1901 in Munich (ibid.: 82). Max Noether (Jew-
;;134 Vage forty-four, became a full professor in 1888 in Erlangen (see his obituary by A. Brill in
larAger 3 2, [1923]: 211-233, pp. 212, 229). Noether never received a desired and deserved call to a
o niversity. The characterization of him as Jewish follows Auguste Dick 1970: 4-5. The name

. er, distinctly non-Jewish for centuries, was given his father at the time of the Baden edict of
lt’;f'rmce in 1809 (ibid.).

"F

A Riraenkel 1967: 97.

2 nger 1969: 136
Fraenke] 1967: 184-185.
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_  religiously observant “Orthodox Jew,” and though he p;
Fraenkel was 8 relgoos y-Semitism in either Marburg or Kiel, where hemse ;

; ; int about anti
ad no complaint : because of
h 0 g5 a young marn of elghteen, Some Cal']y SUc.

tor to 1933, ; e
8 tl\)c decided to study mathematics and become -y demic “espire the
cess, ossibilities for advancement open to Jews™"'—indeed, , Prews

F:;l:;(;? thi family who helped him get a start became a postwar anti-Semite 1z

It is true that there were exceptions to the dismal promotion record of Jews 31
German universities—for mathematics, this was particularly true at GOllirlgen,
where Karl Schwarzschild became professor apd observatory dlreFtor at age
twenty-eight, in 1901, moving on to Pf)tsdam eight years, lzf\ter des?m? a refus;]
to be baptized.""* Hermann Minkowski became an Ordinarius at Konigsberg ip
1895 at age thirty-one, but moved the folloyvmg year to Z_urfch, and then,
largely through the influence of his friend David Hilbert, to (}ottmgen in 1902
When Minkowski died in 1909, he was succeeded at Gottingen by Edmung
Landau, who was thirty-two at the time."* But Schwarzschild, Minkowski, ang
Landau truly were exceptions, and their presence at Gottingen was aided by the
fact that Felix Klein and David Hilbert were not themselves anti-Semitic ' i
contrast to the academic profession as a whole, as brought out by the figures
cited by Ringer.

German academic anti-Semitism of the 1920s was a continuation of attitudes
already set by the 1890s. Peter Pulzer has documented the rise of political anti-
Semitism in Germany and Austria in the 1870s and 1880s; in the forefront of
the academic side of the movement was the famous historian Heinrich von
Treitschke. Although Treitschke initially believed in the possibility of Jewish
assimilation as a “solution,” gradually he vacated this position for one of the Jew
as the eternal foreigner within the people."® In 1893 the Austrian journalist
Hermann Bahr interviewed intellectuals in various European countries, but pri-
marily Germany and France, on the subject of anti-Semitism. Bahr himself was
of the opinion that “anti-Semitism is the morphine addiction of small people”
and concluded his preface with the statement:'”

He who is an anti-Semite is one out of the appetite for intoxication and the ecstasy of
a passion (Begierde nach dem Taumel und dem Rausche einer Leidenschaft). He takes the
nearest arguments. If one disproves them, he will seek others. . . . Therefore I wish in
no way to “disprove” anti-Semitism, something that has been done a thousand times
and is always in vain. 1 simply ask with what feelings and what answers the educated
of different nations take a position toward this appearance in the people (Volk). Per-

" Ibid.: 185.
" Ibid.: 78.
" Ibid.: 27, 76.
" Ibid : 86.
" 1bid.: 87,

" See David Rowe, *‘Jewish Mathematics’ at Géttingen in th i i
‘ E 2 1986)
422-449, for a discussion ol e B e Era of Felix Klein,” Isis 77 (

" P. ). Pulzer, The Rise of Political Antisemiti
- ; ism in G i th
first attitude; 249-250 for the second. Giidis e b

""" Hermann Bahr, Der Antisemitismus. Fin Internationales Interview (1894), 2, 4.
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haps this produces a very curious document for some future time on the state of mind
(Geist) In 1893.

Not all Bahr's German interviewees were anti-Semit
most distinguished, the historian Theodor Mommsen,
of Treitschke and anti-Semitism. What is striking, however, is the sort of snob-
bish anti-Semitism that appears in the statements of such luminaries as the
cconomists Gustav Schmoller and Adolf Wagner, the biologist Emst Haeckel
the publicist Maximilian Harden (himself of Jewish ancestry, his real name be-,
ing Felix Emnst Witkowski),"® and the liberal (in the 1848 sense) writer
Friedrich Spielhagen."” In brief, for such people, anti-Semitism was justified on
a variety of grounds, provided only that it was not too plebeian. Thus they
could condemn the rabble-rousing anti-Semitic agitator Hermann Ahlwardt
very much a presence in the 1890s, while “understanding” and condoning thé
sentiments to which he appealed.' This same sort of elitist anti-Semitism per-
sisted in the universities through the 1920s despite the occasional Mommsen,
virchow, Hilbert, or Klein, and made the events of the 1930s easier for the
professors to accept without a great deal of fuss. Indeed, anti-Semitism ran so
deeply in elite German society, and the Nazi campaign evoked such feelings,
that even resistance circles such as that around Carl Goerdeler felt that there
would need to be some sort of “solution of the Jewish problem” even if Hitler
should be overthrown."” Similar sentiments were echoed by such distinguished
Vernunftrepublikaner as Friedrich Meinecke.'*

Before leaving the subject of German academic anti-Semitism, it is well to
point out that it was hardly just a German or German-speaking phenomenon in
the 1920s or later, nor were mathematicians in other countries immune to it.
Some examples from mathematics in the United States will suffice to indicate
the problem even in such a purportedly “pure” subject. On March 30, 1927,
C. C. MacDuffee, a student of Oswald Veblen, and then at Ohio State Univer-
sity, wrote to him:'®

es, indeed, one of the
was an ardent opponent

" Harden was a remarkable character of the late Wilhelminian period. An ardent and vocal
opponent of aspects of Wilhelminian practice, he was also no friend of Weimar. Despite the latter,
in 1918 he was attacked by anti-Semites, and in 1922 survived an assassination attempt. For the
details of this last, see Gumbel 1984: 86-90.

" Bahr 1894 For Haeckel, see also Gasman 1971. Gasman argues that the wide dis_tribution of
Haeckel's Social Darwinist views provided a fertile medium for the growth of Nazi sentiments.

* For Ahlwardt, see Mosse 1964: 138-139. ; 5 :

* On this point, see Christof Dipper, “Der Deutsche Widerstand und die Juden,” Geschichte u.
Gesellschaft 9 (1983): 349-380. It should be remembered that Goerdeler had been a member of the
NVP, 2 conservative party closed to Jews after 1929. See note 56. o

@ Although no ann?SeI:nyue, and diimissed by the Nazis, Meinecke nevenheles_s managed .m his
1946 book, The German Catastrophe (translated 1950 by Sydney B. Fay, [Cambridge, Mass. -
¥2rd University Press]) not only to criticize Prussian militarism and the German bourgeoisie, but to

82y abouy Germany after World War I: “Among those who drunk too ha§tily and grce;:lily of the ‘:::ﬁ
of power which had come to them were many Jews. They appeared in the eyes 0 persons
revolution” (32)

isemitc feelin iari defeat and

» g to be the beneficiaries of the German : W

VP, under MacDuffee Henry Blumberg was a mathematician whose highly original work has
relatively tecently received appropriate notice.
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White the ati
and I are in a senous
the time that he saw
determined to tell you the
Although I think [ can ta

of the degree of animosity t‘
sitv. The following is an incl
\‘0;1 only at present. Blumbe

¢ strained, 1 do not believe that [Henry) Bluinly,
H. W] Kuhn was much agitated toward
at he said or implied things aboy,

wosphere 1S suill a lietl
position yet.
vou, and for fear th

siteation. . . .
) ore | am alarmed for B :
ke care of mysell here [ am alarme Blumberg b'*’&uuse

oward Jews displayed by almost everyone in the Univey.
dent, which 1 have never told to Blumberg, [and) i for
rg was offered the position here by the late Presiden

and tendered his resignation to Illinois. Then a group from the ch‘-‘l‘lmem
Bohannen, fln Hitcheock (who is an absolute incompetent) and persuaded hjpy, %
wfnh; ‘?dL:;:t lm\-.zl of the appointment. Kuhn tried to enlist my sanction for the
:;:\.e ;\- Sayin.gplr;lal my advancement would be. more rapid if Elu:b;lrg \A.Iére not here
I told him that if such a thing were done Ohio [State] wou ¢ acklisted by},
[American Mathematical] Society, and moreover that I would stay just long enough 1o

ob. President Thompson confirmed Blumberg's appointment without the
ve that Blumberg will never get a rige iy,

hoy,
Me,

get another j ‘
approval of Dean Hitchcock. However, [ belie
salary here. He does not know anything of this.

Refugee scientists from Hitler's Germany were not alv.vays wel.come in the
United States: the reception of refugee mathematicians in America has been
discussed in some detail by Nathan Reingold."** Part of this story is the “gentee]
anti-Semitism™ that was widespread in American mathematics at the time. Sey-
eral examples are cited by Reingold. Among them is George David Birkhoff, one
of the leading American mathematicians of his day. In 1934, Solomon Lefschetz
was the first Jew to be elected president of the American Mathematical Society.
Birkhoff, only a few months older than Lefschetz, had this to say about the
prospect (though in the end he was the reporter of Lefschetz's nomination for
the presidency).'”

I have a feeling that Lefschetz will be likely to be less pleasant even than he had been,
in that from now on he will try to work strongly and positively for his own race. They
are exceedingly confident of their own power and influence in the good old USA. The
real hope in our mathematical situation is that we will be able to be fair to our own
kind . ..

He will get very cocky, very racial and use the Annals [Annals of Mathematics] as a

good deal of racial perquisite. The racial interests will get deeper as Einstein's and all
of them do.

As one writer of a Birkhoff obituary noted:'*

After @at [the attempt to help save Gottingen as a mathematical center during the
depression] he was instrumental in bringing to the U.S. the finest of exiled talent,

*#* Nathan ReNSOId: “Refugee Mathematicians in the United States of America, 1933-1934: Re-
ception and Reaction,” Annals of Science 38 (1981): 313-338

> Ibid.: 324. .

" D. D. Kosambi,

i “George David Birkhoff, 1884-1944,” Mathematics Student 12 (1945): 116 and
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ot} vﬁ scholar” had been before him, and that “American”

Amer . o
pentality? it shows the fundamental nobility of his character that he never al] d
allowe

e % imerfcre_ wi.th l*fis scientific judgment, nor to prejudice him i i
| « matter of adjudicating research fellowships and prizes. He h b
:n econmen ding for important posts people with whom he was. noel a:li Z?dhesnmon
10 be on visiting terms. ks
ehofls actions may have‘seemed ambiguous—his views certainly wi

casion of the semicentennial celebration of the American idat;l:mr;?i[ '

Qn the o€
in 1938 he gave a well-known speech, “Fifty Years of American

l Society ! |
Ma(hcmalicS." containing the following passage, which must be read in the ligh
\i‘ h\s publldy We“-known ViewS.lU g :

The second special group to which 1 wish to refer is made up of mathematicians wh
have come here from Europe in the last twenty years, largely on account of variou(:
adverse conditions. This influx has recently been large and we have gained very much
by it Nearly all of the newcomers have been men of high ability, and some of them
would have been justly reckoned as among the greatest mathematicians of Europe. A
wial list of such men is indeed impressive: Emil Artin, Solomon [sic] Bochner,
Richard Courant, T. H. Gronwall, Einar Hille, E. R. van Kampen, Solomon Lefschetz,
Hans Levy [sic], Karl Menger, John von Neumann, Oystein @re, H. A. Rademacher,
Tibor Rado, J. A. Shohat, D. J. Struik, Otto Szasz, Gabor Szego, J. D. Tamarkin, J. V.
Uspensky, Hermann Weyl, A. N. Whitehead, Aurel Wintner, Oscar Zariski.

With this eminent group among us, there inevitably arises a sense of increased duty
rd our own promising younger American mathematicians. In fact most of the
times with modest stipend, but nevertheless
with ample opportunity for their own investigations, and not burdened with the usual
heavy round of teaching duties. In this way the number of similar positions available
for young American mathematicians is certain to be lessened, with the attendant prob-
ability that some of them will be forced to become “hewers of wood and drawers of
water” [ believe we have reached a point of saturation, where we must definitely avoid

this danger.

A large number of the peopl
certainly all distinguished mathematicians, an

up his list. However, the inclusion of Lefsche
hoff’s address) must be counted a calculated insult, as Lefschetz came to the

United States in 1905, lost both hands in an industrial accident in 1907, after
which he earned an American Ph.D. in mathematics (at Clark University), and

Wwas not a race but z

towa
newcomers hold research positions, some

e in Birkhoff’s list were not Jewish. They were
d it is not clear how Birkhoff drew

tz (who was in the chair for Birk-

; u: G‘_ D. Birkhoff, “Fifty Years of American Mathematics,” in American Mathematical Society, Semi-
“@iennial Publications, vol. 2 (addresses) (1938), 276-277-

1
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76 2.1 Gimilarly, Birkhoff’s use of the well.

sos nce ].91 » s
had been a U.S. citizen S nd drawers of water” is an allusigy,

“ ood a
‘blical phrase “hewers of W .
kno“}flnhp,bhzqifce would not have missed in the context, to the enslavemen; of
which his audi

129
the Hi[:[esdzzv:lh[eh?zb}:;:; River, on May’13; 1935, the distingu.ished Statistj.
i Fulr<[ irCom ton, then president of M.LT., prepared the following confidep,
C'lalnmean:loramdfl)m f,or Vannevar Bush, Norbert Wiener, and Henry Bayard Phil.
tia

lips."

Professor Wiener raised the question as to the POSSlbIIIFY of a future .appomtrnent at
MIT. for Mr. Levinson who is rated as the outstanding mathematical p?Oduc[ of
M.LT. according to present indications. Professor Wiener reported some inertia o
undefined opposition to Levinson’s appointment and asked whether there was 3 basis
for this. s

I replied that there was general recognition of Levinson’s ability but that in certay
quarters there was a question as to whether Levinson is as outstanding a young man
Professor Wiener believes him to be. Professor Wiener believes, however, that thig
question will be settled one way or another by Levinson’s further performance in the
near future.

L also pointed out the tactical danger of having too large a proportion of the mathe-
matical staff from the Jewish race, emphasizing that this arises not from our own
prejudice in the matter, but because of a recognized general situation which might
react unfavorably against the staff and the Department unless properly handled. I also
emphasized the fact that this attitude was in no sense prompted by any criticism of
present members of our staff or of the present situation, but was prompted only by a
desire to safeguard against a situation which might lead to criticism and unfortunate
results.

After discussing various aspects of the situation and Professor Wiener's own relation
to it, we agreed that we could accept the following principles.

1. No man should ever fail to have fajr consideration for a position on our staff
because of his race or analogous characteristics.

2. Other things being approximately equal, it is legitimate to consider the matter of
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dmissions in 1926, and “Jewish quotas” at Harvard, Yale, and
il well after World War 11" Nor was the U.S. situation
German one) merely one of academic snobbery. In 1948,
carried a debate about whether a Jew should change his
a job and live “more comfortably” (later condensed in

A
pe 6F e
' : ish &

q0

La e ’ g
(o 1 psisted unt

a |0“
I‘rmtfm e than the
y ™ Monthly

w ylantic

the yder 10 obtain nd
e 3‘ est),"” and the publication date of Gentleman’s Agreement is 1947."
s l‘l ‘i‘a" snobbish anti-Semitism was commonplace in the mathematical

The fac rld of the United States, as well as in Germany, in the 1920s

(cademic) WO

: diminish the fact that in the German situation, it meant less concern
ot $

Joes mot od colleagues. Tt does, however, indicate that academic anti-Semitism
S thematicians, as well as others, was not a peculiarly German phenom-

imilar point could be made about England. Nevertheless, in Germany,
e o have substantially weakened whatever academic opposition there
ht have been to Hitler. Finally, the dismissal of Jews meant more
hose not so tainted, especially at a time of a considerable

j( seems t
ially I8
inidially

h0sts available for t

«academic prolelariat." . . |
nThe olitist attitude of German academics, however, did provide one small,

h easily overcome, barrier to the ready acceptance of the Nazi regime by a
thoug umber of the professoriat. Hitler was simply too much of a plebeian
o r:)&’,“e (as Hermann Ahlwardt was for the anti-Semites of the 1890s).
ff;\:‘e%er‘ Hitler's first cabinet included people like Alfred Hugenberg, Konstan-
(in von Neurath, and Franz von Papen, sturdy conservatives who, it was widely
fet, would keep the “wild man” Hitler under control. Indeed, a Munich pro-
fessor apparently wrote a horrified letter to Hindenburg’s son about the forma-
don of the Hitler government and received the reply “What do you want? After
all we have the cabinet majority.™* Within months, even formally, this “cabinet
majority” Was meaningless. As Helmut Kuhn has remarked, concerning the pol-

itics of the Harzburger Front (October 11, 1931),"”

The juxtaposition of the conservative honorable-bourgeois nationalism and the height-
ened nationalism of the brown stormtroopers led to bourgeois refusal to recognize the
qualititative difference between them. . . .

The classic or conservative nationalism of the educated bourgeois class, which in-
cluded the professoriat, had itself, unnoticed, acquired a character (Zug) of resentful
radicalism, which, while it indeed did not remove its distance from the manic-revolu-
tionary nationalism of the Hitler movement, did, however, lessen it.

‘m Marcia Synnott, The Half-Opened Door: Discrimination and Admissions at Harvard, Yale and
Princeton, 1900-1970 (1979).

1 .

" Atlantic Monthly 181 (Feb. 1948): 72-74 and (Apr. 1948): 42-44. Reader’s Digest 52 (June
1948): 13-18,

m

% Laura Hobson, Gentleman’s Agreement, a novel (1947).
Uni J°§ePh Pascher, “Das Dritte Reich erlebt an drei deutschen Universitaten,” in Die Deutsche

Versitat im Dritten Reich (1966), 49.

Rei ,Htlmu( Kuhn, “Die Universitat vor der Machtergreifung,” in Die Deutsche Universitat im Dritten
ch (1966), 25 26,

T
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The Nazis underst

t
ary 27, 1932, to ‘
i?)rillti‘tyr,yeven among the wealthy

s and, especially after Hitlgr’s famous SPecch
j ldor,f industrialists,™ acquired 2 general reg, :

he Dtsse Of course, this aim of the Nazi party to acquir,
1:0 had been going on for some. [”lr'ne_l_QI;é)bl::L};;hatwleaSt Singe
‘-respectablhty a lity” at the «Reichswehr t1.'1a1 in ,f : as 2 sengy
Hitler’s “oath of legi 1 ther the stunning relative success ol the NSDAP i, o
tion following closely < This “oath of legality,” as well as th'e SUPpression o
September 1930 elections. e—the so-called Stennesputsch in 1931—aq ded

: irect violenc ; : _
Nazi advocates of direc ducated, including the PrOfESsona[, Y

e the e
: ty. For many of ; ; .
to this respfecta)?lslzr?pe became preferable to the greater sin of not being Natiop.
tionalism of an

i party was the second larges; ;
alist at all. After September 14, 193021 [S:stl\zazle Izo fZlﬁll nationalist alspirftisotnlsrl
the Reichstag, and the one th:(t:esszer?;reviously the Nazis had had only lWelvé
seats c:iul Omic ;r[y as contrasted with the somewhat stodgy conservatives
?I;I\?VP)ynx;th thzir aristocratic and lgnded gentry cﬁ:l}l;lehctlons. }jldlfr,s lmessage
was a religious one; he came as a savior and messiah; T. move t e plebs anq
held out to the patricians the extermination of the par lamentarism they de.
tested—for nationalist-minded conservative acafler.n}C”S, he “represe?ted that
mystical, impossible union of Geist and Macht, “spirit .and power.” He was
truly a charismatic figure. The intrigues of von Schlelf:her, von Papen, and
others may have helped bring Hitler to power, and Hltl(?r was astute at the
backroom politics that characterized the last months of Weimar;" nevertheless,
he always projected the image of leading a movement for national renewal tha
was ultimately beyond politics. The mathematician Gerhard Kowalewski was
not the only academic who felt about Hitler: “He has been sent to us by Provi-
dence.™®

A final factor to be considered in the German academic crisis was the state of
the universities. These were no longer placid places of learning, where acolytes
received instruction from professors. The case of student disturbances provoked

OOd thi

** For a complete English translation of this speech, see Norman Baynes, The Speeches of Adolf
Hitler, April 1922-August 1939 (1942), 1:777-829. For an analysis of its importance, see Alan
bullock, Hitler, A Study in Tyranny (1962), 196-199.

" Their previous high point had been thirty-two out of 472 in May 1924,
i le;istl has been frequently commented. One excellent book that explores this theme is J. P.

, Hitler:

d Nai ali
Shaping of the Nazi State (1978) 88—13[(;?%1 e, 1930-1932. in Petr D. Suchur,ed. i

ME g among man i i
A y other discussions :
einer geschichtliche Erklarung " in 1933 W'ieE:ierhard s

" Victor Klemperer, LTI, Rot
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e mbel has already | 79
emil Gumbel Nas already been mentioned; these ocenrre
DY ;m;ml while G}m\hul'a‘ case was an academic :Z:«ir“((elylr}:::dnh;:": ;’924 e
" only accasion for nationalist student disturbances during \)V(:im:; ;Z ?’nr'n
ing 0 jewish sludg?‘l Pubcllicntlons. as early as December 1919, "Hatred (’f(.]‘)c:;'
ules 10 academic life,” an by the f:nd of 1920, there had been violent conf %
ctween Jews and anti-Semites at all but nine (out of twent -th n (r(m
man universities." y-three) Ger-
walter Landauer, who had been an Assistent in Heidelberg in 1924, and th
it employed in the United States at the Storrs Agricultural Experimém S[au;nn
((;onnccncm). took an ongoing interest in Gumbel's case, A letter 1o him on
March 11, 1931, from Otto Pleffer, editor of the Heidelberger Tageblatt, re-

NEN
marked:

We also hold the view that the sharp intrusion of party-political forces seems to have
hegun a very doubtful development of German university politics. However, it is un-
fortunately also the fact that a very noticeable national wave, often in naiionalts(ic
[NSDAP?] excess, flows through all of Germany. Only by looking from the direction of
this movement s it possible, or so we believe, to find the correct basis for judgment.
Germany is at this time like an overheated steam kettle.

He went on to speak of problems such as war guilt accusations and reparations
and asks for an “understanding of the realities, under whose hard impress, the
German people and not least the academic youth who are constricted to the
point of tragedy in their ability to get ahead, live.” As one sociologist later put
i[:li!

The general joblessness among the academically trained, especially the youthful aca-
demically trained [prior to 1933], favored a [political] radicalization. Precisely the bad
economic situation during the crisis [of 1929] had caused many young people from
petit bourgeois strata in Germany to study in order to beneficially use the time when
they would otherwise be jobless. After completion of their studies, they often had to
wait years to find a position suitable to their education. . . . The fact that in the

h this academically trained youth strove, numerous Jews were

professions toward whic
owever, all the

in office, created in them resentment and the envy of competition. H
cited motives that could create an anti-Semitic mentality were no longer new. They
have the same roots and same structure as the anti-Semitism of the nineteenth century

already had.

" Hans Peter Beuel and Ernst Klinnert, Deutsche Studenten auf dem Weg ins Dritte Reich (Gut-
ersloh: Siegbert Mohn, 1967), 13. Twenty-three is the author’s count; Bleuel and Klinnert do not
say. If Bleuel and Klinnert intend to include technical universities (like Hannover) in their count,
then (by my count) this is all but nine out of thirty-four. In any case, the number is substantial. See
dsa George Mosse, “Die Deutsche Rechte und die Juden,” in Entscheidungsjahr, 1932 (1966)

:’ Universitatsarchiv Heidelberg B-3075/13 (Gumbel file). ' ;

_) Hans Paul Bahrdt, “Soziologische Reflexionen aber die gesellschaftlichen Voraussetzungen des
Antisemnitismus in Deutschland.” in Entscheidungsjahr 1932 (1966), 133

i
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rudents, «constricted to the point of tragedy, g
these st enuine at the core, only undisciplined i, e fse na.
; i orm »
was '8 .1 about and disturb the lectureg of 144
ric article that skewered the Nazj be
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| movement . ,
i aCu]‘y

yoci .

managed t0 i ati

whoseg sins included f””“?]g_ ? szig 1932); criticizing the ultra-nationg); er.
niversity of LeIPZio: St Stang,

hard Kessler, Ul ts and faculty in an article in a Swiss sociglig
of many university studen University of Munich, 1931-32); beljey; Ney,

brecher,
aper (Bertold Maurep . sing war memorials in chy
dPeFensive wars were justified and opposin rches (Gy,

ity of Heidelberg and University of Halle, 1919-32), porr .
ther Det:jn;)fubrzggrs;ll); {‘;S[ sympathetic to Leon Trotsky ‘(Emst Cohn, Univte):slir:g
susgect;u 1032-33); comparing the Treaty of Versa111e§ to those of Bres[).l
Eiflo Vrsel.: an’d Bucharest (Hans Nawiasky, University of Munich, 1931): anq lry.
ing to mediate fairly between a Bulgarian stu‘dent apd some Ginngq ones—the
Bulgarian, among other things, called a certain Nazi student a §Wlmsh Getiin
blockhead (Sauboche)” (Karl Mithlenpfordt, T. H. Braunschweig, 1931-33) s

Nor were all such disturbances only focused op “Jewish” or “li.beral.” professors:
Muhlenpfordt, for example, was 2 thoroughgomg Qerman nationalist. The gen-
eral stance of a large number of the faculty in such 1ns[anFes seems to have beep
to reprove the students but distance themselves from their colleague (Muhlenp.

fordt is an exception here)." | |
hout at least a brief mention of one of the

One cannot leave this topic wit
most famous as well as the earliest of these disturbances. On April 16, 1925,

Theodore Lessing, a rather colorful philosophy instructor (Privatdozent) at the
technical university in Hannover, wrote an article in a German-language Prague
newspaper sharply attacking Field Marshal von Hindenburg, then a candidate
for the Weimar presidency, saying, among other things, that were the war hero
Hindenburg elected, “he would be only a representative symbol, a question
mark, a zero. One can say: better a zero than a Nero. Unfortunately, history
shows that behind a zero, there is always a future Nero hidden.” The Hanno-
verian students were enraged. Lessing’s lectures were disturbed, some rioting
students were disciplined by the university, the public prosecutor initiated a
preliminary investigation, and the students found no support at the education
ministry, whereupon, spectacularly, 1,200 of the 1,500-strong student body
abandoned Hannover and transferred to the technical university at Braunsch-
weig (though apparently many soon returned). As to the faculty, of course, they

g on|

" Above, note 24,

" Faust 1973, 2:51-56. Sauboche is difficult to translate literally, being one of those slang slan-
dgrs that cam‘gs much more connotatively than denotatively. Sau is “pig” or, more accurately, “sow,”
]\;lld}‘ ;c;m;otauons of filth, .disgust, and sluttishness. Boche was French (and then adopted into
(an% I:n easns a;lg[ lflzrbGe;mz;n; in Wor}d War 1 and derives from a shortening of caboche, which meant
S Saz:‘cb c;] tl e head,” and so slang for “blockhead,” but which also entered English 25
lated, a “'swinish [Ge . el ‘;:Tﬂ“)’ e “cabbage-headed [German] pig,” or perhaps, as trans-
s Enghshl'rstllan fockhead, and derives from vulgar French slang mixed with German-
“Kraut." In any case, it ?snfleao : ah i .(th°“gh of different provenance and connotation) i

" As analyzed by’ Anselm I:a:sty(;g?;?m Sl el L et ot
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T Ll o
i o i Studemz . 'beb d}isc"ph:l Sy, they distanced themselye
ot s o e e‘;“C o made him “unworthy to be a memS
o o facullyic MRt 0 BRI almost every other university stydeny
h [he Hanno‘le

wr & ormany issued declarations of solidarity wit

9 ' i : rians, F
s,oup lt i Mumch. the SFUdem,s at the university and the technical universi’fr
e ‘joint declaration i which they “recognize (bekennt) unanimously lhg

jssue | character of the German university,” and kn
pationd qudents in emphasizing the necessity of taking a position a ain

e :nan spirit and damaging influences on the national quality ofgzhesll;:ﬁ
e der the cover of a wrongly understood academic freedom "

el | gly u
\szMichael Steinberg remarks in his study of the National Socialist student

148
mo\-emem.
The Nazi students flourished in an environment that was critical of
heir MESSAge- They were accepted as part of the larger nationalis movement at the
university- This situation not only encouraged the support of wavering students but
rinforced the Nazi students’ own sense of rectitude and association with the national-

ew they were “one with all

their style, not

ist traditon.

from before the time Heidelberg students dipped their handkerchiefs in Karl
qnds blood'® to the present day, there has been a radical nationalist volkisch
egment of the German student body that has found all actions, including mur-
der, appropriate to its cause of a greater German, but strictly German, national
wity. Attempts at brutal suppression, as for example in 1819, only drove it
emporarily underground, and in 1931, in the guise of National Socialist stu-
dents who distinguished between “national politics” and the despised “partisan
politics,” it triumphed.” Even in 1820, it was more than tinged with anti-
Smitism. ™ Hitler was surely accurate when he said in 1930, “Nothing gives
more credence to the correctness of our idea than the triumph of National
Socialism at the university.”*

" A summary of the “scandal” can be found in Faust 1973, 1:50-52, Lessing was assassinated in
}933 in Marienbad. Among his other works were Jewish Self-Hate, which he applied to himself. The
"t editon was issued by Judischer Verlag, Berlin, in 1930, reissued by Matthes and Seitz, Munich,
21984, For a run-in Lessing had with Sigmund Freud, see Kurt Hiller, Kopfe und Tropfe (Hamburg:
Rowohlt, 1950), 3078,

" Seinberg 1977 116,
m;mKar] Sand, a radical student activist, in 1819 assassinated the writer Augusl Kotzebue ;.s a
b é[‘; the people (Volk), and was publicly beheaded in 1820. The book Schelterhquffm. by ? ris-
ﬂlemm Yon Krockow (nd., c. 1988), taking the book-burning of May 10, 1933 as its muu;: om;ls,

muPB 0 trace the intellectual ideas among students and academics leading lherelg, as well as the
Wit consequences of these ideas beyond the Third Reich. Karl Sand and his execution are

w o there on pp 31_33,

e g complete description is in Faust 1973, 2: chap. 6.

Bsas emkow n.d.: 33. Anti-Semitism came and went among various stu
1 ey increase seemed to begin (see, for example, Pulzer 1964; Mosse
. Slelnbel'g 1977) gl

", Ly, e 1o German Students,” Die Bewegung for July

dent groups until the
1964: chap.

8, 1930, as cited by Anselm Faust
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' imar themselves were ferFile fields fo the
The universit ents. For all the examined reasons, rogmwlh
of extreme 1auon eparation of university and state, yet, as priyy, Ci:
could believe 11 the bslf:) During the Weimar Republic, those whg Sy Haeng
rail against the repu A ey, and a significant break from i t g,
new, different begmmngd he consequences, which were slower ip b g
like Emil Gumbe}, Suffer;rons decades earlier, but were nonetheless PUn; Mady
definitive than with L}eleo v professors as Wilhelminian X ltive g,
final. Furttll)ermorictedem %Ee service of the national aspirations for Sué‘C‘:Sser\
xziidh\?\?ar f.erlilc?t only did German professcilrs fc;ei djclas§eq under thg repusbllircl
but, along with many of their countrymen, they le tb el o mﬂll)?’ (o their gepg, of
national pride, a pride that had only very recgnt y een. esta. ished (Within i
than fifty years)—nor did the Treaty of Versa111e§ help in this _regard. Studens
perhaps even more than their professors, pgrcelved an unfair debasemem of
Germanhood in which the republic had acquiesced, and so practiced “Nation|
politics.” Furthermore, their professional outlook for employment was dip, and
growing dimmer. Thus both students and professors were filled with , narcjs.
sistic rage at unfulfilled expectations—expectations somehow “due,” by, not
achieved. Both yearned for a national government that stressed the dignity of
being German, and spurned “Western parliamentarism” as a corrup, un-Ger-
man system. It was the parliamentary states that had frustrated their expecta-
tions, unmanned the German soldier and the German state, so to speak: fur-
thermore, many believed this had been done by unfair and deceitful m;ans
since only such means could achieve such an end. The military began the “st b'
gl'-tlhe_ba(:kn l.egend,‘” but it was widely believed and used to good effect ab);
el E?fééir:;f o that the parliamentary Weimar Republic should be
e b1 ul intrusion into the naturally Germanic order of
quence, both students and professors played at restoration
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ng to disguise his “race,” is inevitably a socia] Poison. In sum, 5 large
2 mu“_“"lf qcademic community was prepared emotionally and socially to re-
part © :(l:;w‘fu“y and positively to Hitler's message, provideq that it was given g

spond ly respectable guise. Of course, in this they were noy any different from
8¢ supported the

su““‘cG ‘man elites, like jurists or doctors, who by and Jar
othbr ;

 regime. R B i s
Nl‘:“ng:::ould the “unpolitical” academic elite initially find the
Wwhy $

W pough later many had second t}:oughts?.Beyond the u
(ive, :ng‘wmd‘ such as the need of an “academic proletariar”
m\d) ‘iori of nationalistic fervor in hard and unfair times, the
mstl; «chophilosophical reasons. Just as science may be a defensive barrier
thr‘f,;)hum““ beings and nature, so the scientist’s work provides a potential
mm}non from continually having to deal with the “real world » This may be
m‘e.\tﬂlqu)’ true of mathematicians, whose work basically involves self-
qr(tiltn 13‘1“ al creations. The mathematician, alone among scientists, has co
;}(e rol of the objects of his manipulation. There are no inconveniences of appa-
;.‘(l):ls to get in the Way‘ Qf the elaboration of an idea, only the mathematician’s
o) knowledge and ability. For t'hat very rgason, of course, the requirements of
mathematics are much more sm‘ng.ent logically. A mathematical proof has no
room for experimental error; within the standards of the day, it should be

logically rigorous. In some ways vis-a-vis his work, the mathematician recalls
\\'? S. Gilbert's Lord Chancellor in Iolanthe (Act 1):

Nazis so attrac-
sual reasons al-
for jobs and the
re were perhaps

gener-
mplete

The Law’s the very embodiment
Of everything that’s excellent

It has no kind of fault nor flaw
And I, my Lords, embody the Law.

This manipulation of self-generated concepts is even true for the applied mathe-
matician (though these latter sorts of results may later require laboratory confir-
mation). Under Nazi rule, the mathematician could, perhaps more easily than
colleagues in, say, history, biology, or architecture, separate “work” from “life;”
and, having made that compartmentalization, could retreat into that famous
‘inner emigration,” if so desired.

Mathematicians were not much different from the rest of their colleagues—
there are no signposts in Weimar academic culture saying either “But mathe-
maticians were an exception,” or “But mathematicians were more extreme.”*
Furthermore, as later chapters will show, during the Nazi regime, mathemati-
°ans not only exhibited the same range of behaviors as their colleagues, but
Shared the same fundamental attitudes and reactions. In particular, there are
Samples of the phenomenon of initial enthusiasm for Nazism followed by se-

55

_Da“'d Rowe (1986; 426) would argue that the Gottingen mathematicians give the lie to ex-

lmdln 1 . . .
What § the notion of 4 “mandarin” German professoriat to mathematicians and natural scientists.
se : : - ;
Ss:more likely is thiat the mathematiclar at Gottingen prior to 1933 truly were excep-

3 Y i e
inly h:ioilg University faculties. Even so, figures like Richard Courant, a nonreligious Jew, cer-
) Mandarip attitudes.”

—_—
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