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In this book, Alice Gallin confronts the important question of the ''relationship 
of academia and politics in the pre-Hitler period '' or more specifically the contribution 
of university professors to the rise of the Third Reich. The study is welcome, 
since there has been little attention in English, and in universities , to match the 
resurgence of German literature on the origin and character of the Nazi phenomenon, 
including the War and aftermath. 

The strengths of the work are its brevity , clarity and readability ; its case 
studies of recognized names (intellectual lights of the 20th century) who distinguished 
themselves positively or negatively in the political conflicts of the time , and its 
framework of general German history and cultural discuss ion. Particularly , the 
chapter on " The Power of Rhetoric " provides a necessary background on the 
interweaving of spiritual threads into the German intellectual tradition , although 
one misses reference to the overriding class ical humanism which has pervaded 
higher education, school and university in Germany and which sets the historical 
and philosophical mold for the language - culture - state - education connection. 

The gripping, sometimes pathetic, case studies constitute the main body of 
evidence for Gallin's work. The anecdotes do not , however, allow for generalization , 
except that professors are idiosyncratic and can thus be studied idiosyncratically. 
In exploring reasons , causes for the lack of university resistance to the barbarism 
of the Nazis, even within the university itself (the puzzle Americans cannot seem 
to solve), Gallin begins and ends with much the same conviction expressed by 
Dean William Russell , Columbia, in 1950: The "ideas of German superiority , of 
special destiny, of blind obedience to a glorified leader ... antedated Hitler by at 
least 100 years" (Education Digest, September 1946) . The grounds for such an 
assumption , taking account of the complexity , both in terms of cause and value, 
of revolutionary periods, have, to my knowledge, never been establi shed . Gallin 's 
assertions of cause for the acquiescence of universities in the Nazi rise to power 
boil down to : an ideational source which co incided with Hitler's romantic and 
nationalistic emphasis; the fault of the strong father for the irresponsible child, 
i.e . , Bismarck; and the failure of education, almost totally one must assume, 
since the most bas ic concepts of German education are seen, in thi s argument , to 
be related to rather than distorted by Nazism . 

The book ' s real contribution may be as a mirror fo r the professori ate . Gallin 
shows that German professors in thi s period were attracted by the combination of 
social romanticism and state sociali sm, and by a vi:ilkisch community ideology 
(after Bracher) . They presumed thei r own invulnerability to politics through a 
moral order which restrained the exerci se of power. They frequently acted with 
personal malice again t a coll eague who had fa llen out of favor politically, and 
rarely came to the aid of co lleagues under fire from radical students, from 
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political authorities, or who , out of dignity or oppression, sought " inner migration.'' 
(Spranger 's res ignation was "accompli shed in solitude .") Gall in finds, fo llowing 
Ringer , that they were incapable of clear decision in the midst of fundamental 
questions of culture, knowledge and education in the 20th century. They appear 
to have been more interested in their own di sciplines than in the ir institutions, 
and more inte rested in maintaining the privileged governance of the professori al 
elite within those institutions than in the operative soc ial mora lity which would 
necessarily cause them disruption. 

Either these professo rs agreed with the tenets and acti ons of National Sociali sm 
(which is highly unli kely in general ) or they were unwilling to disturb their own 
complacent self-interest and put away political fantasy to act cohes ively in the 
public interest. 

Since the academic values they held are fundamental in the research community, 
why should we expect any di fferent behav ior then and there , or here and now? If 
the author is surpri sed at the lack of to lerance in the German uni versity before 
Hitler, or by the lack of courage among professors, she has apparentl y not 
observed the universities of her own land and others in times of crisis fa r less 
threatening than Germany between 1925 and 1933 . We can be thankful for those 
whose names Gallin has enshrined as the intellectual res istance, but it is perhaps 
more tenable to think of them as ri sing above , rather than characterizing the 
norms and behaviors of the professori ate generally. 

The bulk of the work was obviously done by the early 1970s. While thi s does 
not detract from the study , it might have given time fo r a more extensive conclusion 
on a matter of such importance for scholars of German hi story and higher 
education , and for the clean-up of technical errors by the publ isher. The use of 
the term " midwives" seems to me questionable , but perhaps appropriate to the 
author's hypothesis . The concluding paragraph is reminiscent of Gordon Gra ig ' s 
judgment in The Politics of the Prussian Army, but not as convincing . Probably 
the army could have stemmed the tide; probably the professoriate could not have. 

Robert F . Lawson 
University of Calgary 




