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of the world and too unsteady to use it. At that time he cay

f this is to be pardoned by his serious illness. As early a5 lgszd

my to the world and himself. I, however, will reman:

t deal of power. He was, howevye, o
’ Inex.

After the war Hecke ©
rienced in the Ways

much calamity. Some O
he died in Copenhagen—3an ene
eternally grateful to him.
perhaps the difference between Behnke and Hecke (or the Behnke of 1945 ang
er thnke of 1978) can be found in what Behnke said were their diffge
;ltlteimdes in 1933 toward academic Nazi “gallow travelers"—for Behnke they
were fools, for Hecke they lacked character. :

It is, of course, impossible to say whether matherr,xatlcs.would have contine q
as respectably as 1t did at Hamburg had Blaschlfe§ attitude toward the Ny
regime been more like Hecke's. The example of Tubmgen, though, would seep
to indicate that the results would not have been disastrous. Recall that g
Tabingen, when Karl Kommerell retired in 1937, the Dozentenfiihrer, complain.

des of Konrad Knopp and Erich Kamke toward the new

ing about the attitu
order, said a real Nazi was needed to provide a different perspective. The men-

tion of Kamke in this context is testimony to his importance as a mathematical
personality in the department, as he was only an associate professor, his career

having been delayed by his World War I service. In the event, Hellmuth Kneser
was hired, but he turned out to be a man of conservative rather than Nazi

principles. Coincidentally, Hamburg and Tubingen each had a prominent
mathematical figure whose marriage met Nazi disapproval, Kamke in the case of

Tabingen, and Emil Artin in the case of Hamburg.

OswaLD TEICHMULLER

If Blaschke reveals the well-known mathematician as self-aggrandizing oppor-
tunist, whom some believe gave necessary aid to his department by his actions,
the well-known mathematician as dynamic believer in the Nazi cause is pre-
sentec,i by-O'swald Teichmaller. Teichmuller’s behavior in the matter of Helmut
Hasse's Gottingen appointment and his spurring on of Werner Weber was dis-

“Pr i e
both mi:g::fdl:;owme as distinct from joining the party. Gustav Bredemann and Wilhelm Lenz
protection but did o examples of professors at Hamburg who became party members for self
tersson, below Fi)r nL::zu - [o]:;mmme the Nazi cause. Compare also Hecke's student Hans Pe-

ik 3 » see also Ti i

Behnke 1978: g0, R

“ Ibid.: 126,
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in chapter 4. It was Teichmaller who encourage i
Udo Wegner to design a pedagogically Nazi-o%ign::debr:a:&::tzmpl

., It was Teichmuller who came to Edmund Landau's office whmPThC:'
Jasses Were boycotted. At the time, he was twenty. .

(Paul Julius) stald Teichmuller was born on June 18, 1913, in Nord-
peiseiL AR the Harz mountains. However, his home was i;l the. even
smaller village of St. Andreasberg in the Harz, to which mother and baby re-
umed after a few days. His father, (Adolf Julius) Paul Teichmuller, was a
weaver, and thirty-three at his son’s birth; his mother Gertrude, née Dmse was
six years older, and the couple had no further children.” ,His father‘ was
wounded during World War 1 and died when Oswald was twelve, though
whether these events were related is unclear. In any event, his father’s'business
was shut down in 1915 when he went to war. Presumably the father on his
return in 1918 took up this trade again, since the family lived in St. An-
dreasberg until his death.*® The family was poor, but the son, with perhaps the
sense of moving up in social class as a student, always listed his father’s occupa-
tion as factory owner rather than employee.”

According to his mother, when Teichmiller was three-and-a-half, she discov-
ered that he knew how to count, and he also learned to read on his own, his
first self-instruction being from labels on tin cans. When his father returned in
1918, young Oswald read to him fluently and recited 2 poem previously un-
known to his mother. On his father’s death, she took him from St. Andreasberg,
«whose school he had long outgrown,” to Nordhausen, where he lived with an
aunt” and attended the Gymnasium.

Teichmuller entered Gottingen in the summer semester 1931 as 2 brilliant
but lonely student from the hinterlands. He was not yet eighteen. Peter Scherk,
a student at the time, and Hans Lewy, a young instructor, both of whom would
become well-known mathematicians (and both forced emigrés in 1933), told
anecdotes of the ungainly student’s brilliance.™ After one semester, he joined
the NSDAP and the SA as well. While it is tempting to assign at least part of the
reason for this to Teichmuller’s provincial background and the declining mate-
rial fortunes of his petit bourgeois family, it should not be Eorgotten Lhat the
town of Gottingen was a cauldron of right-wing sympathies.” That this was 2
declaration of political idealism is perhaps indicated by the fact that Teich-

Cussed
) get

rhard Scholz's biography of Teichmuiller in N. Scthped?e.r
r—Leben und Werk,” JDMV 94 (1992): 1-39, p- 3: Wwil-
liam Abikoff, “Oswald Teichmuller,” Mathematical Intelligencer 8 (1986): 8—'1?-;,“ 3_3; z:d Teich-
maller's Lebenslauf dated July 17, 1935, In UAG. The birthdate given m_Tezcﬁneuﬂcr’bcmCoﬂatcds i
Works, ed. L Ahlfors and F. W. Gehring (1982), is incorrect Material on Teichmilier

either Schappacher and Scholz 1992 or Abikoff 1986, unless Olher'WlS_C cited.
“ Abikoff 1986, citing letters of Gertrud Teichmaller to H. P. Kunzl.
® Schappacher and Scholz 1992: 3, 1- 3.
" Ibid.: 3!
" Abikoff 1986: 10.
" The well-known mathematician Wernet
significant role to Teichmaller's provinciality
political atmosphere of Gottingen, se€ Marshall 1972

* The above facts are the same in E
and E. Scholz, eds., “Oswald Teichmulle

gré from Germany. ascribed 2

imself an emi
Fenchel, himse e -

(letter from Abikoff to author, Sept
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i . 587,724 e
K ined [he Par[y ﬁrst (Wl[}? ng liefs 73 P )tand the SA t rEQ R
muller jo o add activism to his beliels.” Pary ACllvity Seemg ,"eks |
rcsum“plyd o Teichmuller, and he became the dCPUty lea to hay ey
vided'(“"fgnsof mathematics and natural-SC{tnce Studenys, ™
°’.g;nii:a: years’ service In party alr; : SzAf) Teldm;“er Ve his be;iuef loyy
o ssion by leading el Oﬁog - ‘Edl?lund Tldalu'S exmim
expre Jescribed in chapter 4. He later met Lan 13U I his offye, thy ls Ay,
dass'['o:,s and, at Landau’s request, put down his view of th alk gy, U
situation, &

' i 3 ) chot[ 1 the

ic is the letter that Landau, after deleting Te‘_Chfflullers nam . ing le[[er

ki ingen authorities with the request to retire * Sseq iy
[heTﬁc?:g;giL is unlikely that Teichmuller and Ludwi

; to
L s 8 Bieberhygy, hag
tact prior 1o the Landau boycott, Teichmaller’s letter ¢, Landa, e Y g

liest setting down of ideas there.after assc:iciated with Bieberbagp, The t? o
rejection” of Landau by the Gottingen stu en}tls Was taken by Bieberbach o
frontispiece of his Easter Tue§day address that becgme Somelhing v aasthe
célebre. Rather than the Gottingen boygott conﬁ@IHg BiEberbach’s i %c
seems more than possible that, at least in part, it Inspired them Thyg &as,
Teichmaller's mother wrote about t’he Landau boycott in 1948 « ’;’hen
wald? He had blown in Bieberbach's horn, and louder than e s ot Os.
realize that “Oswald” had perhaps helped construct “Bieberbaclyg hom 7 o
miller did not have the elaborate intellectual typological Tationgle Bieberilch.
borrowed from Jaensch for his opinions, but that does not alter thej, Simil, ach

Teichmuller explained to Landau that external forces could alter th, sty d; ;
temper and inspire them to change unsatisfactory situations Previously Consx':.
ered unchangeable. A failure by a teacher to care aboy; 0

T understang p, e
jority student mentality could also lead to student disruption, g , Teich.
muller's beliefs about the student action:™

You [Landau] expressed the assumption
been an anti-Semitic demonstration. I sto
special action inimical to Jews should b
you. It was, for me, not about making
protecting German students in their
teacher of a completely foreign race
while sparing as much as possible all

yesterday [in our conversation| thyt j; pyg
od and stand by the view (Standpunkt) thy ;
e directed against almost anyone else before
difficulties for you as a Jew, but solely aboy
second semester from being instructed by 2
precisely in differential and integral calculus,

others therefrom. 1 dare as little as any other
person to doubt your capability for Pure international-mathematical-scientific teaching
of suitable students of whatever herita

ge. However, I also know that many academic
lectures, especially also differential and integral calculus, at the same time have educr

" UAG, Wemer Blume (Dozentenfihrer a Géttingen) to Kurator Gottingen (Justus Valemmt.f)v
Oct. 22, 1935, For those members of both, usually SA membership preceded party membertip
The dates given agree with this in Teichmuller's Lebenslauf of July 17, 1935. Previ

" That this student was Teichmuller has been proved by Schappacher and Scholz (1992)- ¥
ously Wemner Weber (presu

s mably as Landau's Assistent at the time) was suggested.
Schappacher and Scholz 1992: 51, 14

" Cited and translated fy

2 ither to Wer™!
om ibid: 28_30 Teichmuller's “own experience” refers either t0
Fenchel or 10 Richard Courant,
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S value and léad thé stude'nt' not 'only into a new conceptual world, but also t

, : mental viewpoint (geistige Einstellung). Again, since th - : iy
differeD : : ; e the mental viewpoint of
G individual depel.’lds on.h1s mentality (Geist); which thus should become trans-
ormed; this mentality, again, according to fundamental rules, not only contempora
ones, but already long recognized, depends completely substantially on thepracir}{
composition of an individual; allowing Aryan students to be educated by a Jewisil
reacher, for example, ought not in general be recommended. I can here speak from m
own experience. For the student [taught by a teacher of foreign race] remains reall));
only two paths: perhaps (entweder) he draws out of the teacher's lecture only the
mtemational—mathematical skeleton and clothes it with his own flesh. That is mathe-
matically-philosophically productive work, to which only the fewest have grown. . . .
The third path, to take over the material in its foreign form, leads to a spiritual
(geistigen) degeneration that you could not well expect of a student today and also do
not wish. The possibility, however, that you transmit to your hearers the mathematical
kernel without your own national coloration is so small as it is certain that a skeleton
without flesh does not run but falls in a heap and disintegrates.

From this, my view, also follows that there were little to argue against it if you wish
10 hold more advanced lectures, building on the already present mental viewpoint
worked out for application or knowledge of important mathematical facts, now as
before in the best relationship with the students in our university. This is a view that

only a few of my comrades have joined.

Teichmuller went on to say that he could only think of the student majority
opinion that Landau should never again lecture as anti-Semitism, but that the
distinction between his and their view was at the moment irrelevant. H.e.e.m-
phasized that all students were united and there was no question of a d1-v1510n
into radicals and moderates; they were all good comrao‘les apd only differed
“over the purely theoretical question of whether Zestevrdayf act,lon [the b'O);-lCO}t;]
had an anti-Semitic or a pro-German character.”” Teichmuller's lgtter mli t ce1
termed “bizarre,” but in it are found the same arguments thaF Ble.berbalcf ans
Eva Manger were to make within several months, the sgrcrlle Pd1s}<ila1m§r1eodiafrf1£:
Semitism. the same emphasis on the virtues of apartheid. Per ap-s o 5

, i h and “P.S.” also have the same ;haracter. ieber ac
ences between Bleberba'C : licitly “anti-Semitic.” though Bieber-
e “pro-German," yuile S0 histicated man than Teichmuller, must have
bach, a much older and rr.lorel . barel existed in the circumstances.” Such
realized that the dividing line in fact pare”

St «Aryan” and “non-Aryan” thought were of
iepol e JEDC R [bhzw:ii:lz burtywith a difference. Though Jaensch and

course commonplaces - the well-known passage in Felix Klein’s “Evanston
to

Bieberbach might pointl ter from Karl Weierstrass to Sofya Kowalewskaya, as
Colloquium,” or eyen a e;_centuf}’ currency of such ideas, in fact both K.1e1n
evidence of the nme.teent esting that different ethnic groups, Jews in particu-
and Weierstrags, Wl;::ie[;:rﬁiﬁcs differently, never suggested that therefore some
lar, thought about

" Ibid. cterized as “bizarre” by Schappacher and Scholz (1992: 28).

y is chara
 Teichmuller's Jetter is €
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#9 9 \Wpi CHAPTER Eig
itable to teach “German’ you.th.' Weierstrass diq S&
were unsuita ssary for the most significant research, py, Rt 8
the Phantasie i‘?ce in?:is opinion, and never suggested that Boscs a, :
non-Jew so lzfic [mogne wonders to what extent his remark ¢ KOW&I:I quy,
teachZiidIgyaSV;aierstrass’s well-known antipathy to Kronecker % T :VS Y4 Wy
232; ministry dismissed Jews under thg April 7, 1933 Jaw becauge r :;1 &du.
Jews, not because of any 1ntellsctual r.anonale ailb'out Jews being yp fi. ere
for Germans. The law was for “reforming the civil Service”; uniyerg;, i ers
were civil servants; Jews per definitionem could not wholeheartedl sup OCherS
new state; hence they had to go. In fact, one Paragraph of the [y, ad}:i It the
dismissal of non-Jews who failed to be sufﬁciently enthusiastic. Howeye rf;sed
were exceptions (apparently inserted at von Hindenburg’s i i) ané bere
Landau and Courant fell under these exceptions, Hence Courap, initia] oth
only “furloughed” and not dismissed. Hence also, Landau, no douht n;i’v:;as
and perhaps with the self-assurance of an important professor. thought hy,
could resume his lectures in the autumn of 1933, e
Teichmaller’s letter seems the earliest extant expression 3
to the suitability of university mathematics teachers. There g
to think that Bieberbach explicitly borrowed from him. What

nsistenc

Pplying these ideas
NO reason, thoUgh,
Seems more prob-

s had the idea of generalizing the Hil-

h o
Freytag~Lonngho pler 7, passim. Cf also BDC file for Kubach, letter from Bruno Baron von

f (student Mathemat i i
* His idea Was 10 use the qu atics leader in Greifswald) 1o Kubach, Oct. 11, 1934,

Scholz 1997, Sgits aternions for scalars, See Norbert Schappacher in Schappacher and
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y a few months previous, and the only other Ordinarius left in Gt
0

mmhema[ics was Gustav Herglotz. Teichmuller’s choice of dissertation s
<or and approver is curious. Rellich, whose lectures the draft dissertatio

(;ERMA

ngen
uper-

. n fol-
jowed closely, would have been the most suitable supervisor, but he was sus-

oct as Courant’s Assistent. Herglotz, whose wide-ranging mathematical interests
and inowledge were well known, kept himself removed from anything political.
Teichmaller gave the draft to Hasse, the only member of the faculty of mathe-
matical standing who had had any positive connection with the Nazi authorities
at the time, if in no other way than by his official appointment. Furthermore, it
would appear that the Nazi students soon realized that Hasse was ready to
cooperate fully with them.® The subject matter was far removed from the alge-
braist Hasse’s expertise or knowledge, and so Teichmuller’s choice seems rather
more a political than a mathematical one. Hasse did send it to an expert, Gott-
fried Kothe in Munster, who guided it to final form in early 1935, and Teich-
miller’s final examining committee was Hasse, Herglotz, and the physicist Rob-
ert Pohl. Teichmuller passed this examination on June 26, 1935, and was
officially awarded the doctorate some five months later.

Teichmuller’s dissertation was his only paper in the area of functional anal-
ysis. His next few papers showed Hasse’s mathematical influence, and were
algebraic. Politically, however, Teichmaller thought little more of Hasse than he
had originally. In a letter to Bieberbach expressing his desire to transfer to
Berlin, he apparently expressed the thought that complete Gleichschaltung of the
Gottingen Institut would not happen in the foreseeable future under Hasse.”
Before he left Gottingen, however, he heard Rolf Nevanlinna's lectures as a
visiting faculty member—these inspired work in complex analysis, work in an
area familiar to Bieberbach, and his Habilitationsschrift.* Bieberbach, in his ref-
eree’s report on this Habilitationsschrift, in fact included a dig at the “less origi-
nal” work in algebra that preceded it. While Teichmuller in 1936 made four
mathematical contributions to the first volume of Deutsche Mathematik, three of
them algebraic, thereafter he published nothing algebraic in Bieberbach’s jour-
nal (with the exception of one singular paper in 1940) and, much ana}ytlc woyk,
while his algebraic work was largely reserved for “Crelle’s Journal,” of which

Hasse was the editor.”

zi organization of mathematics students at the time) in an
interview with Erhard Scholz, Mar. 2, 1985, as cited in Schappacher and Scholz 1992: 6 n. 8.
S 14

M in Schappacher and Scholz 1992: 14. . '

s Ezgealschaf l};ij}r:er tlo Kura?opr Gottingen, Oct. 22, 1935. Teichmuller was also friendly with
W W b o ho had caused Hasse S0 much trouble at his Gottingen appointment. According to
Pe‘:z1 eSrt:hele':k e(rs'e‘eNAbikoff 1986), Teichmuller converted Weber to Naziism. Weber did not join the

i 177). See BDC file, Werner Weber.
paiﬁy B 19331-(110. ialsli‘ dist)inguished Finnish mathematician who created the active area of
5 Nevan. mnaw known as “Nevanlinna Theory.” Nevanlinna taught at Gottingen in 1936-
S Jeading to this position indicated his “sympathy for Germany,” MI,

LL i e f Sciences, Nov. 5, 1936. Nevanlinna’s first wife was “a great admirer

ot demy 0
Hfa;jiltz "Gg:e‘ri’%f:l‘?;zz. 1)30. See also HK, Bieberbach to Kneser, Jan. 21, 1938.
of Hitler, :

# Gee Teichmuller 1982, or the list on pp. 3334 of Schappacher and Scholz 1992.
e ,

® Heinrich Kleinsorge (leader of the Na
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+ was a politically committed Nazi, but his first 1, by,
fier he passed his final doctoral examination, Hase sy,
ssition as Assistent for him, and ”COHSe}c_}uently TiiChmqller also joiileeg Hineg,
entenschaft. In proposing Telchmuller,“ asse spoke of his “eXtrao ding ™ Dz
matical gifts,” and remgrked that he “promises to become 2 math a[‘ma[he“
importance” and that h1§ lectunr:sg8 style was ofa palnﬁ.llly €Xact, in b lcd
suggestive, and impressive sort.” At th.e time TCIChmu.ller had the posjt-egree
Rottenfiihrer in his SA troop, as he explicitly remarkgd in his Altacheq . 109 of
Jum vitae. Yet mathematics took precedence over university political g Micy,
him. Asked on the occasion for approval of Teichmuller's departure tOvn
Dozentenfithrer Blume remarked that Teichmuller had had ample ,,
be active in university politics:

Teichmulle
matics. Shortly @

Ber]in‘
PPOrtunity o

[Concerning such activity] I have, however, until now noticed only very jjy, 0
said none at all. Teichmuller also refused to participate in the first roll-ca]]
newly called to life Dozentenbund, which was drawn up as a required gathering
assembly hall, since, on that evening, he did not wish to miss a scientific mathe

T better
of the
in the
Matica]
lecture.

Thus, though Teichmuller, according to reports of his fellows, as wel] as a
reference from Tornier, had outstanding scientific qualifications, if “he wigheg
to leave Gottingen, I am of the opinion that one should calmly let him g0 and

ought to put no difficulties in the way of a planned change of atmosphere.” This

report also mentioned Teichmiiller's activity contra Hasse as a “disagreeable af-

fair,” and remarked, concerning his character, that Teichmiiller made the im-

pression of someone inexperienced in the ways of the world; even Tornier char-

acterized him as eccentric.”

So Teichmuiller went to Berlin and Bieberbach. Erhard Scholz, in his Teich-
muller biography, argues that Teichmuller’s version of “Deutsche Mathematik”
and Bieberbach’s were different.”® This seems rather convoluted. It was precisely
support of what came to be Bieberbach’s ideological program that Teichmuller's
letter to Landau reveals. If, as Erhard Scholz claims, Teichmuller understood by
“Deutsche Mathematik” some general political program for the direction of
mathematical institutes by Nazi-minded mathematicians, then it hardly seems
he would have found Hasse so unsuitable. Men like Teichmuller, Kubach, and
Weber saw themselves as the youthful dynamic vanguard of a new German
regeneration under the Nazi aegis. Bieberbach, as a sort of mathematical Phillipe
Egalité, joined in promoting that dynamism, presumably for his own mathe-
matical-political ends. That Teichmuller was a mathematical genius, Wwhereas
Weber was run-of-the-mill and Kubach even less competent as 2 mathemall'
cian,” does not affect their sharing of political attitudes. It is true that .TCICh‘
maller, in a letter to his former fellow student Adolf Bruns, spoke of Berlit: &5

* UAG, Hasse to Dekan, July 16, 1935.

: UAG, Wemer Blume to Kurator Gottingen, Tornier’s estimate is cited by Blume.
Schappacher and Scholz 1992: 8-9.

91 g ‘ .
Kubach's doctoral dissertation was a historical one on Kepler.
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) see ' : ict between Berlin and Gottingen
only became inimical with the concentration of Deutsche Mathematiker in Berlin *
while it is certainly true that the eventua] presence of Werner Weber and Tor-
nier (as well as Teichmuller) in Berlin would hardly induce cordial relations

, Tather t

Gottingen, was more likely stimulated by the already extant enmity. Teich-
muller’s letter to Bruns was written o

ne month after Kristallnacht, yet he does
not seem 10 mention it. Hans Wittich, however, recalled speaking to Teich-
muller about these events around the same time

, to which he replied “in his free
and easy tone, ‘You are a reactionary bourgeois (Spieser [sic]) and don't compre-
hend the Fuhrer's ideas’ ™

Teichmuller’s dedication to the Nazi cause and ideology seems complete, and
he seems to have shared Bieberbach’s version of its application to mathematics.
Far from being isolated mathematically in Berlin prior to the war, beginning
with the Habilitationsschrift, Teichmuller published seven papers and his ep-
ochal monograph (197 pages) on “quasiconformal mappings and quadratic dif-
ferentials.” All this work was done in the two Berlin years (April 1937-July
1939). All the papers appeared in Deutsche Mathematik, six dealt with analytic
equations, some in areas cultivated by Bieberbach, and one of these was an
explicit improvement of a (partly fallacious) argument of Bieberbach—so much
for isolation! Throughout this period Teichmfﬂ_ler was supported by a stipend
provided by the education ministry chief for science, Theodor Vahlen.

On July 18, 1939, Teichmaller, just twenty-six, was drafted. By then, war
was in the air. March had seen the German annexaugr: of the pon—Sudeten
Czech lands as the “Protectorate of Bohemia gnfi Moravia”; Slovgkla }?egame an
“independent” puppet state. In April, Mussolini annexe<.i Alpanla. Britain guar-
anteed the Polish borders on August 25, 1'939.—somethmg it had refused to do
fourteen years earlier at Locarno. The Naz1750v1e_t pact of Aggust 23 was merely
Hitler's final step to the Polish invasion. Teichmuller was pngmally called up fgr
only eight weeks' service, but the war intervened. In April 1940 he took part in

. in part in Schappacher and Scholz 1992: 30. It was written December
“ The letter is reproduced in pa
7,1938.
E 1992: 9.
” Schappacher $d S;h:::-’-urs Ahlfors, Sept. 22, 1982. 1 thank William Abikoff for providing me
* Letter, Hans WittiC
with a copy of this letter.
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Jater, however, he Was]transferred 10 arm e
f ryptographic work——aﬁparen; 3; r\lvsvr}?'? Weber Wag S?;qua,_
ters in B¢ he publication rec'ord ¥ owsé ] e in the army Tllafl‘/

s i mathematics. In aca emic year 194243, B, €ich.
did not gweartial release for him to give lectures at tp, i 'Vers?ba(h
managed t0 .ge[ ahPO » However, with the defeat at Stalingraq g 1y o
«yniformization tn€ ry. up his relatively safe cryptological Position ¢, , "ty

G e _
1943, Teichmuller gav: rered a unit involved in the famous tank battle i KWera

den 4
new lell tia;?sji?y 4, 1943, but by mid-July the Germans neege o g
This bega

the west because of the Sicilian landings, anq the Russs'end

reinforcements to 1. B caild Mbgust, the Germans were falling b ia
had counterattacke -Au}’ st Teichmuller received a furlough home. b uﬂ,along
most of [}?e.front- I}? rkog“:l which was recaptured by the Russians op, Au 1 g
in the vicinity of ij gepte mber, Teichmtiller’s unit had been Surroundedg; :é %3_
By the begln?l;ig ed out. In those same days, Teichmiiller attempted to tejoin ?Ir
the mostlpairn Poll)taVa» southwest of Kharkov, and still east of the Dnieper He
izzalrg:t 1)1’1 the confused and bloody ﬁghtipg of the German retreat sometip,
before the Russian advance reached the Dnieper on September 22 *

Teichmuller was a committed Nazi and' a dedicated mathematician He be.
lieved in “Deutsche Mathematik,” yet his papers quote withoyt Commen;
mathematics first found by Jews. He could admire Landau as 2 mathematicizn
while insisting on his unsuitability to teach elementary classes because he was 3
Jew. Hans Wittich reported seeing Teichmuller in Géttingen prior to his leaving
for the Eastern front, when he was depressed and “unwilling to express his
motives for volunteering for the front.” Wittich believed that Teichmiiller had
changed his mind politically, and that his volunteering was a sort of self.im-
posed punishment for his former opinions. However, Wittich says this in the
context of wondering how “an otherwise so sharp and critical thinker” could
believe Nazi slogans.” That Teichmuller reformed his opinions seems extremely
unlikely. Queries like the just cited one posed by Wittich are all too common,
and all too unjustified. Nothing necessarily connects a person’s brilliance in one
area with a particular insight into politics. Wittich’s attitude is mentioned be-
cause it seems important to reject it, even if he did know Teichmuller person-
ally. Teichmuller was 3 gifted, brilliant, and seminal mathematician; he was also
a dedicated Nazi. Nor is this Some consequence of a mathematical “unworldli-
ness” Or "naiveté.” Among many other well-known “brilliant” people who, for
ts}?zn:[}tll;rlle, 'albIe<it in quite different ways, openly promoted the Nazi cause were
hor Mar(t)iilslt-i .anad Lorenz, the psycthologist Carl Gustav Jgng. ll_le Phﬂ;;&_
iy sslr egger, the. poet Gottfried Benn, the art historian Wllhelm 5
= Sivhete ECQH Fgrdmand Sauerbruch. No academic profession was
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