Click here for Full Issue of EIR Volume 30, Number 17, May 2, 2003

Although Wolin would almost certainly shy away from
Book Review the term, what he has brought to the fore, in this book, is
certainly one of the most troubling phenomena of the last
decades: that of the Jewish Nazi. There are many who cringe
in horror at this apparent oxymoron, yelping loudly, “It is
impossible for a Jewto be a Nazi!” Some of such yelpers have

Heidegger: ’I‘he ROOtS Of been somewhat neutralized by the abominable behavior of the

Ariel Sharon regime in Israel, and the convincing historical
War and Fascism TOday evidence that Sharon’s model and forebear, Vladimir Jabotin-
sky, was a supporter of the Hitler regime—minus its specific
anti-Jewish beliefs and excesses.
That returns us to the case of Leo Strauss, Strauss was a
German-Jewish emigtethe United States. Atthe sametime,
he was sponsored, for his emigresitions—first in Britain,
then at his U.S. main base at the University of Chicago—by
Heidegger’s Children: Hannah Arendt, Karl  Nazijurist Carl Schmitt, with whom he exchanged correspon-
Lowith, Hans Jonas, and Herbert Marcuse dence, and whose views, favoring the bestialist philosophy

by Richard Wolin of Thomas Hobbes, he shared. Strauss was, too, a devoted
Princeton, N.J., Princeton University Press follower and admirer of Heidegger.

2001, 276 pages, 29.95 The relevant point was most starkly made by one Emil
Fackenheim, aformer student of Strauss and author of a major
study of Hegel, who has been in Israel for the past years.
As much of the world has looked on with alarm at the aggresFackenheim has devoted decades to evolving a bizarre “post-

by Mark Burdman

sive-war drive conducted by neo-conservative fanatics in the Holocaust existentialist Jewish philosophy,” the which is sig-

United States, the LaRouche movement has circulated intenificantly based on the ideas of Martin Heidegger. At the end

nationally a groundbreaking report, to explain who and what  of his active teaching career, some years back, Fackenhein

is behind these mad designs and actions. The report, entitlesserted that “the day willcome when, because itis philosoph-

Children of Satan, documents that these provocations ema- ically correct, and thus just, Martin Heidegger will only be

nate out of a tightly knit group of disciples of the late fascistknown because he made possible Leo Strauss.”

philosopher Leo Strauss, who, although a German-Jewish

emigre many of whose family died in the Holocaust, was a‘ The Fuhrer Isthe Only Reality’

promoter of the ideas of such core Naziideologues as philoso- How ghastly such words are, is clear, when one reviews

pher Martin Heidegger and jurist Carl Schmitt. Wolin’s evidence that Martin Heidegger played an important
For those wishing to pursue this subject in more depthrole in having “made possible” Adolf Hitler. Wolin shows

Richard Wolin’s book can serve as a useful companion vol-  that Heidegger was a committed Nazi whose commitment

ume, albeit Strauss is only mentioned once, in a footnotewas inextricably linked to his philosophy. This is a useful

where his influence over the American neo-conservative  antidote to those revisionist schools, including many individ-

movement is wrongly dismissed as “fleeting.” Nonethelesspals in the Leo Strauss nexus, who try to separate the philoso-

despite this and other weaknesses in Wolin’s account, his pher from the Nazi, and who say, “Sure, Heidegger was a

book provides some devastating insights into Martin HeidegNazi, but. . . .”

ger, and, to a lesser extent, Carl Schmitt. He raises the troub- Wolin writes that Heidegger, after joining the Nazi Party

ling paradox, that core features of Heidegger's Nazi ideasn 1933, “on the lecture stump, proved an effective propagan-

were still being promoted, long after his death, by some ofhis  dist on behalf of the new regime, concluding one speech by

erstwhile Jewish students. declaring, ‘Let not ideas and doctrines be your guide. The
The most egregrious of these cases is that of Hannah Are-"hreFis the only German reality and its law.” ” Wolin notes:

ndt, who had been Heidegger’s lover, and despite being jiltein May 1933, Heidegger sent a telltale telegram to Hitler,

by him, became of one of those most involved in whitewash-  expressing solidarity with r@tedbschaltung legisla-

ing his reputation after World War 11, in full knowledge that tion.” Gleichschaltung meant putting every feature of life in

he had been an enthusiastic Nazi. For anybody who has re- ~ Germany, public and private, under centralized control. Tha

maining doubtsthat Heideggerwas a pillar ofthe Naziregimelegislation, Wolin points out, was co-authored by Carl

Wolin ruthlessly removes these doubts, showing not only that Schmitt. He notes that Heidegger engaged in “instances of

Heidegger—politically, professionally, and academically— political denunciation and personal betrayal. Moreover, Hei-
was a fanatic Nazi; but that he saw in “Deitifar,” the real-  degger remained a dues-paying member of the Nazi Party
ization of his own, most treasured philosophical concepts, until the regime’s bitter end.” As late as 1959, he was continu-

EIR May 2, 2003 International 53

© 2003 EIR News Service Inc. All Rights Reserved. Reproduction in whole or in part without permission strictly prohibited.


http://www.larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2003/eirv30n17-20030502/index.html

ingtowax lyrical about the*inner truth and great-
ness of the National Socialism.”

Heidegger was also a very devoted imple-
menter of Nazi policies. In his1933 Rectoral Ad-
dress at Freiburg University, he concluded with
an inspired paean to the “Glory and Greatness
of the [National] Awakening.” Later, he was to
declare: “ The defining principle of my rectorship
has been the fundamental transformation of
scholarly education on the basis of theforcesand
demands of the National Socialist state.” Further,
Heidegger wastowont to complainthat “ dissolu-
tion” of the old structures did not go far enough,
and, Walin reports, angered his fellow faculty
members by attempts to make participation in
Nazi “labor camps'—including ideological
training—arequirement of university life.

‘Truth IsNot for Every Man’

In 1936, Heidegger confided to Karl Lowith,
oneof thefour Jewish studentswhomWolin stud-
ies, that his* * partisanship for National Social-
ism lay in the essence of his philosophy’; it de-
rived, he claimed, from the concept of
‘historicity’ . . .inBeing and Time.”

AsWolin shows, therootsgo back to the pre-Nazi period.
BornintoaCatholicfamily, by 1919, Heidegger wasrenounc-
ing hisreligion, in favor of the ideas of Friedrich Nietzsche.
Hetook up Nietzsche' stheses: that “ Godisdead” ; that univer-
sal concepts must be discarded; and that Platonic “ideas,” and
an insistence on “truth,” must be rejected. He became part
of what Wolin calls the “anti-civilizational” philosophical
movement of the 1920s. 1n 1923, hewasto declarethat philos-
ophy hasnointerestin solving problemsof “ universal human-
ity and culture.” On another occasion, he exclaimed: “ Think-
ing begins only when we have come to know that reason,
glorified for centuries, is the most stiff-necked adversary of
thought.”

Wolin presents an interesting quote on Heidegger from
Ernst Cassirer (who had been Leo Strauss' thesis adviser at
Marburg University, and morethan well-informed on the spe-
cies). In 1945, Cassirer declared that Heidegger “does not
admit thereissomething like* eternal truth,” aPlatonic ‘realm
of ideas'. ... All thisis declared to be elusive. In vain we
try to build up alogical philosophy; we can only give an
Existenzphilosophie. Such an existential philosophy does not
claim to give us an objective and universal truth. No thinker
can give moretruth than his own existence; and thisexistence
has a historical character. . . . In order to express his thought
Heidegger had to coin a new term. He spoke of the Ge-
worfenheit of man.” Wolin trandatesthisas* being-thrown,”
although it can also be rendered as “thrown-ness.” Ge-
worfenheit, indeed, is the entry-point for all the worst forms
of cruelty and bestiality, asit removes al culturally derived
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Nazi Martin Heidegger’s student, lover, and lifelong promoter, Hannah Arendit.
What author Wolin “ has brought to thefore. . . is certainly one of the most
troubling phenomena of the last decades: that of the Jewish Naz.”

restraints, and reduces man to being a creature of wanton in-
stinct.

“For Heidegger, philosophizing isan intrinsically aristo-
cratic enterprise,” insists Wolin. In his 1935 lecture course,
Heidegger stated, “Truth is not for every man, but only for
the strong.” It is worth inviting the reader, here, to study
researcher Tony Papert’s overview of the methods of Leo
Strauss, inthe Children of Satan. Every featureitemized here,
isintegral to the core of Strauss' approach.

“Inthelast analysis, it seemsimpossible to separate Hei-
degger’ s philosophical authoritarianism from the question of
hispoalitical authoritarianism. . . . Hisphilosophical and polit-
ical predilections were related to one another necessarily
rather than contingently,” Wolin further writes. Wolin even
goes beyond that, “Heidegger believed that he understood
Nazism better than the Nazisthemselves,” and, in effect, Hit-
ler owed him an apology, by locating the “National Revolu-
tion” on aracia-biologica rather than ontological footing.
What Heidegger insisted on, aboveall, waswhat hereferredto
as" ontological National Socialism” or “ ontological fascism.”

Heidegger, Schmitt, and ‘Having Enemies’
Albeit briefly, Wolin makes the useful point, of bringing
Heidegger together with Carl Schmitt. He writes that “Hei-
degger’s existential realism invites comparison with the po-
litical philosopher Carl Schmitt.” He quotes Lowith: “It
is not by chance if one finds in Carl Schmitt a political
‘decisionism’—in which the ‘potentiaity-for-Being-a
whol€' of individual existence is transposed to the ‘totality’
of the authentic state ... that corresponds to Heidegger's
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existentialist philosophy.”

Wolin establishesthat the two men shared common roots
in Nietzsche. Heidegger fully endorsed Schmitt’ s statement,
inthebook The Concept of the Political, that “ The high points
of great politics are the moments in which the enemy comes
into view, in concrete clarity, as the enemy.” This idea of
Schmitt’ swas lifted directly from Nietzsche' s insistence, on
the importance of “having enemies.”

Even more interesting today, former German Chancellor
Helmut Schmidt, among others, has asserted that Carl
Schmitt’ s declaration about the necessity of “the enemy,” is
the underlying basis for the Clash of Civilizations policy of
leading circlesintheUnited States, and for theimpul setoward
war coming out of Washington.

For those who enjoy the irony, of Carl Schmitt having
been the sponsor of the German-Jewish emigré Leo Strauss,
Wolin provides the following quote, delivered by Schmitt at
a meeting of German jurists, in the mid-1930s: “We need
to liberate the German spirit from all Jewish falsifications,
falsificationsof theconcept of spiritwhich havemadeit possi-
blefor Jewish emigrantsto label the great struggle of Gaule-
iter Julius Streicher as something unspiritual.” Julius
Streicher wasthe editor of Der Stirmer, the Nazi publication
with the most virulent anti-Jewish filth.

Hannah Arendt: Lover, Defender, Disciple

Clearly establishing Heidegger's nasty philosophical
pedigree, Wolin has set as his main task, tracing what this
reviewer would call the “Heideggerian genes” in the thought
of four of his Jewish students from the pre-Nazi era. On this
task as such, Wolin only partly succeeds. Readers of hisbook
should beware, that he himself isso steepedin the phil osophi-
cal idioms of the truly bizarre and disastrous 20th Century,
that his language and argumentation is often abstruse. With
all the evidence he presents to show Heidegger’s monstrous
qualities, he begins the book by glibly calling him “Germa-
ny’s greatest philosopher.” A few sentences later, he charac-
terizes the miserable Hannah Arendt as “probably the 20th
Century’ sgreatest political thinker.” Given that he otherwise
shows her to be, in essence, a Heideggerian fascist, albeit of
a“leftist” kind, that characterization is quite amouthful.

In the profiles of Lowith, Jonas, and Marcuse, Walin
largely lets them off the hook. Of course, all three take their
distance from Heidegger as aNazi, but the traces of Heideg-
gerian thought are quite evident, and Wolin could have been
more forceful in demonstrating this. In Jonas, this takes the
form of what can only be called “ecological fascism,” a
“green-existentalist” extremism. In Marcuse, it took theform
of embracing a counterculture movement founded on the
“erotic,” and on “the primitive.”

Of hisfour subjects, Wolin’ smost interesting and nastiest
profile is of Hannah Arendt. He repeats the known fact, that
she was Heidegger’s lover, whom, in 1928, Heidegger bru-
tally jilted. That, plus his enthusiastic embrace of Nazism,
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should havetorn Arendt angrily away from him. But quitethe
contrary happened. Scandaloudly, Arendt became one of his
chief exoneratorsin the post-war period, when he had already
been subjected to denazification procedures. Wolin reports
that the two “reconciled” in 1950, when she returned to Ger-
many, at atime when Heidegger was still banned from Ger-
man university life, and hisreputation ruined, because hewas
aNazi collaborator. “ The reunion transformed her from one
of hisharshest criticsinto one of his most staunch defenders.
... Arendt was ecstatic about their reunion.” She wrote that
the evening and following morning “ are a confirmation of an
entirelife.”

Wolin writes: “Arendt became Heidegger's de facto
American literary agent, diligently overseeing contracts and
tranglationsof hisbooks. Inamoment of desperation, Heideg-
ger, elderly and cash-poor, contemplated auctioning off the
original manuscript of Being and Time. Unworldly in matters
of Geld, wherewasheto turn for advice? To aJew, of course.
Arendt dutifully complied. . . .”

After their reconciliation, Arendt “ systematically down-
played the gravity and extent of Heidegger's Nazi past. In
her contribution to aFestschrift commemorating Heidegger’'s
80th birthday, Arendt went out of her way to dispute the
relationship between Heidegger’ s philosophy and his enlist-
ment for Hitler. . . . Shecharacterized Heidegger’ s 1933 Rec-
toral Address as a text that, ‘though in spots unpleasantly
nationalistic,” was ‘ by no means an expression of Nazism.””

Most importantly, she propagated Heidegger's ideas:
“Hannah Arendt became the ultimate political existentialist.
Her palitical thinking followed what one might describe asa
‘left Heideggerian® course: She transposed the revolutionary
anti-rational energies that Heidegger praised in right-wing
revolutionary movementsto the ends of the political left.” As
Wolin shows, with such of her ideas as* aesthetized politics’
and “action for action’s sake,” and with her open contempt
for modern democracy and preference for her own variant of
“aristocracy,” she echoed some of the pet ideas of the 1920s
political right, thewhich led into fascism and Nazism.

Where Wolinreally fallsdown, isin hisrepeated conclu-
sion, that the problem with Heidegger, Schmitt, and such
disciples as Arendt, is that they were expressing some kind
of “Germanism,” and/or were the end-product of some kind
of specifically “German way.” Particularly as his arguments
involve the complexities of German Jews, thisisway off the
mark, as further evidenced by his complete lack of under-
standing of theimportance of the German Jew Moses Mende-
Issohn, in defining auniversal identity for Jews, far beyond a
German context.

But in the end, Wolin has provided a useful overview
of the “left” counterparts to the “right” neo-cons of the Leo
Strauss school today; and so, for those wanting to further
their understanding of thisphenomenon, andwillingtotrudge
through often difficult argumentation, the book is recom-
mended.
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