HUSSERL TO PFANDER

Transl ated by Burt C. Hopkins

Frei burg in Breisgau, Jan. 6, 193
40 Loretto Street

Dear Col | eague:

Your letter shook nme so profoundly that | was unable to answer it as
soon as | should have. | am continuously concerned with it in my thoughts.
Judge for yourself whether | have not inflicted nore pain on nyself than on
you, and whether | may not ethically regard this guilt towards you and bl ane

towards nyself as stemming fromthe best conscience, something | have had to

accept, and still nust accept, as ny fate.
Clarifing the matter requires that | lay out a part of my life history.
| had quickly realized that the project for Parts Il and IIl of ny Ideas was

i nadequate, and in an effort (beginning in the autumm of [912) to inprove them
and to shape in a nore concrete and differentiated fashion the horizon of the
probl ems they disclosed, | got involved in a new, quite far-ranging

i nvestigations. (These included the phenonenol ogy of the person and
personalities of a higher order, culture, the human environnment in general

the transcendental phenonenol ogy of “enpathy” and the theory of transcendenta
i ntersubjectivity, the “transcendental aesthetic” as the phenonenol ogy of the
world purely as the world of experience, tinme and individuation, the
phenonenol ogy of association as the theory of the constitutive achi evenents of
passivity, the phenonenol ogy of the |ogos, the phenonmenol ogi cal problematic of
“met aphysics,” etc.) These investigations stretched on all through the work-
filled Freiburg years, and the manuscripts grew to an al nost unmanageabl e
extent. As the manuscripts grew so too did the ever greater the apprehension
about whether, in ny old age, | would be able to bring to conpletion what had
been entrusted to nme. This inpassioned work |led to repeated setbacks and
repeated states of depression. In the end what | was left with was an all -
pervasi ve basic nood of depression, a dangerous collapse of confidence in

nmysel f.

It was in this period that Hei degger began to mature -—for a nunber of



years he was constantly at ny side as ny close assistant. He behaved entirely
as a student of nmy work and as a future coll aborator, who, as regards all the
essentials of nmethod and problematic, would stand on the ground of ny
constitutive phenonenol ogy. My ever-increasing inpression of his extraordinary
natural talent, of his absolute devotion to philosophy, of the powerful energy
of this young man's thought finally led me to an excessive assessnent of his
future inportance for scientific phenonenology in ny sense of the term
Because | realized that no one anpbng the phenonenol ogi sts of the Gbttingen and
Munich tradition followed nme in earnest; and because | had an absol ute inner
certitude that the phenonenol ogi cal reduction and the transcendenta
constitutive structuring of philosophy woul d nean a “Coperni can” revol ution
for phil osophy; and because | felt
overwhel med with the burden of responsibility for securing that, it is
under st andabl e how | placed the greatest hopes in Heidegger. Yes, that was
the great, up-lifting hope: to open up to him-- presumably ny one true
student -- the unsuspected breadth of ny investigations, and to prepare him
for his own discoveries, that was a great, uplifting hope. Tine and again we
tal ked of working together, of his collaboration conpleting ny
i nvestigations. W tal ked of how he woul d take charge of my manuscripts when |
passed away, publishing the ones that were the fully devel oped, and in genera
of how he would carry on ny philosophy as a franework for all future work

When he went to Marburg, | regarded his enornous success as a teacher as
if it were ny own success. His visits during [the acadenic] vacations were
joyful events, highly prized opportunities to speak my mnd with himand to
i nform himof my devel opments. Tto be sure, in the course of these visits,
just as during the Freiburg years, he was rather vague or silent regarding the
devel opnent of his own ideas. |, as usual, held firnmy to ny extravagant idea
of his genius; inwardly |I was virtually convinced that the future of
phenonmenol ogi cal phil osophy woul d be entrusted to him and that he not only
woul d beconme ny heir but also would surpass ne.

Certainly when Being and Tine appeared in 1927 | was surprised by the

newf angl ed | anguage and style of thinking. Initially, | trusted his enphatic

declaration: It was the continuation of nmy own research. | got the inpression



of an exceptional, albeit unclarified, intellectual energy, and | worked hard
and honestly to penetrate and appreciate it. Faced with theories so

i naccessible to nmy way of thinking, |I did not want to admit to nyself that he
woul d surrender both the nethod of my phenonenol ogical research and its
scientific character in general. Sonehow or other the fault had to lie with
me; it would lie with Heidegger only insofar as he was too quick to junmp into
probl enms of a higher level. He hinself constantly denied that he would
abandon ny transcendental phenonenol ogy, and he referred me to his forthconing
Vol ume Two. G ven ny |ow self-confidence at the time, | preferred to doubt
nmysel f, my capacity to follow and to appreci ate another’s novenent of thought,
rather than to doubt him That explains why | entrusted to himthe editing of
nmy 1905 | ectures on time (sonething that | afterwards had occasi on enough to
regret); and why | submitted to him(!) for his criticism ny rough draft of
an article for the Encyclopaedia Britannica and together with him(!) tried to
reorgani ze it (which of course pronptly miscarried). | mght nention that |
had been warned often enough: Heidegger’s phenonmenol ogy is sonmething totally
different frommne; rather than furthering the devel opment of my scientific
wor ks, his university lectures as well as his book are, on the contrary, open
or veiled attacks on my works, directed at discrediting themon the nost
essential points. Wien | used to relate such things to Heidegger in a friendly
way, he would just |augh and say: Nonsense!

Thus, when it cane down to choosing my successor, obsessed as | was with
the idea of assuring the future of the transcendental phenonenol ogy | had
founded, | saw himas the only one who was up to the task, and so | had to
deci de unconditionally in his favor. | appeased ny inner misgivings with the
t hought that his call to Marburg may have taken himaway too soon from ny

i nstruction and influence. Wen he would cone back to ny side [here in

Frei burg] -—especially when he would | earn about the inportant clarifications
| had strugged to achieve in the neantime -- he would reach his full maturity
and get beyond his raw brilliance, He hinmself readily agreed: CQur common

life in Freiburg would be one of profound intellectual exchange and steady
phi | osophical continuity. —

Thi s blindness arose froma profound exigency -- froma sense of



overwhel mi ng scientific responsibility -- and God help nme, it was blindness,
caused basically by the fact that | felt so conpletely isolated, Iike an

appoi nted | eader (Fihrer) wthout followers, that is, without collaborators in
the radical new spirit of transcendental phenonenol ogy.

As regards you, dear colleague, what has nwever changed are my feelings
of friendship, ny high esteem for your professional seriousness, for the
exenplary solidity of your work. But one thing has changed: | have |ost the
faith of earlier years that you recogni zed the revolutionary significance of
t he phenomenol ogi cal reduction and of the transcendental -constitutive
phenonenol ogy that arises fromit, and that you and your students would share
in the i mense problematic of its neaning. -- As for the rest, you should not
overl ook the role your age (you were 58 in 1928) had to play in the question
of filling a chair. In that regard, as best you m ght have nade the |i st
[only] in an honorary capacity, and the way things stood it would possibly
have been in third place, and even that would have been very unlikely. But
for your own sake | could not let this happen. Your sponsor could not have
been a nenber of the conmission: In the conmi ssion, it is true, mention of you
was nmade by nme; but admittedly you were not considered nore closely in further
di scussions. There was not nuch discussion anong the faculty, since fromthe
begi nning the nobod was only for Heidegger and Cassirer. Only Cassirer
presented any occasion for questions (possibly N Hartmann, too?), which | had
to answer. --

However, | still have to tell you how things turned out |ater between
Hei degger and ne. After he took over the chair, our exchanges | asted about
two nonths. Then, with conplete amcability, it was over. He renpved hinself
fromevery possibility of professional discussion, even in the sinplest form
Clearly such di scussion was an unnecessary, unwanted, uneasy matter for him

| see himonce every couple of nonths, even |less frequently than ny ny
ot her col | eagues.

The success of the Paris lectures, along with Formal and Transcendent al
Logic, which were wung fromne at the same tine (both in the course of four
nont hs) have given ne back -- and this is a great turn-about -- the confidence

in my powers. In |ooking back over the situation of nmy works since | 913



realized that all the major |ines have sketched out now, nore that | ever
woul d have ventured to hope. [This is] enough for the witing of a concluding
wor k whose plan has burdened ne for a decade. |Inmediately after the printing
of ny last book, in order to come to a clear-headed and definitive position on
Hei deggeri an phil osophy, | devoted two nmonths to studying Being and Time, as
well as his nore recent witings. | arrived at the distressing conclusion that
phil osophically | have nothing to do with this Hei deggerian profundity, with
this brilliant unscientific genius; that Heidegger's criticism both open and
veiled, is based upon a gross m sunderstanding; that he may be involved in
the formati on of a philosophical system of the kind which | have al ways
considered it ny life's work to make forever inpossible. Everyone except ne
has realized this for a long time. | have not withheld my concl usion from
Hei degger.

| pass no judgnment on his personality -- it has becone inconprehensible
to me. For alnobst a decade he was ny closest frien; nNaturally this is al
over: Inability to understand each other precludes friendship.1 This reversa
in professional esteem and personal relations was one of the nost difficult
ordeals of ny life. Also in its consequences, anmong which bel ongs your
changed relationship to ne, owing to the insult | nmust have inflicted on you.

Do you now understand why | failed to wite as frequently as | would have

want ed?

It has saddened nme deeply to hear that you and your wife had to suffer
so much because of illness. | reiterate ny own and ny wife's deeply felt best
wi shes. Also for the conpletion of your work. M relation to youis clear

Not hing will change ny feelings of friendship and my high esteem for you.

Your old friend,

E. Husserl

| urge you to please treat this letter with discretion. How | may stand
scientifically to Heidegger | have plainly expressed at every opportunity.

There is now gossi p enough, and my personal disappointnent with Hei degger etc.

" Unverstandl i chkeit schlieRt Freundschaft aus."



i s nobody el se's business.



