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Frederick II played, without any doubt, an important role in Euler's life during the period of 1741-1765. Under the tutelage of this king at the Berlin Academy of Sciences, Euler sustained a theoretical and applied oeuvre which has been entered forever into the annals of the history of science. There is, as well the Frederick II and Euler correspondence reflecting the celebrated genius' activity during his Berlin period demanding a special section in this edition of Euler's letters. The total is 87 letters, 28 of which are Euler's.

This correspondence constitutes a wealth of information, but what is surprising, is that it does not measure up to the personal relations between Euler and Frederick II. This is explained by the paucity of direct contact with Euler. Their relationship passed through his administration or through those persons of confidence employed by him, who had relations with the Academy of Science- Euler's workplace- as equally for Maupertuis, d'Alembert, d'Argens, de Catt to only mention a few. There could be no question concerning the editing of material which was saved between Euler and Frederick II without an overview of the entirety. 

There are some preliminary introductions which are indispensable. It is passionately entertaining for the historian to place these two strong personalities face to face, one making a mark in the history of sciences and the other in the political arena. These men are fundamentally different one from the other, not only separated by their primary activity but also by their characters. On the one hand a mathematical genius who catapulted his subject very far very quickly. Born in the home of a pastoral preacher and having started his studies in theology, both modest in his exterior appearance and his being. On the other hand, the shining example of a king garlanded by military conquests, who enjoyed nothing better than spirited and dashing conversations. Without a doubt, two of the most opposed characters that it was possible to know.

In Berlin, he was committed to his task and to the service of the king in the establishment of the academy where with his dominating presence he was able to dispense his scientific knowledge to answer important technical questions. His loyalty was particularly manifest in the 1750's. However, after the Seven Years' War in 1763, when Frederick wished to conduct the business of the academy himself in the spirit of a "French academy" , Euler's devotion came to an end. It was then that he did everything to leave Berlin as quickly as possible.

In reality, if Euler could have resisted all of the king's attempts to bring to fruition the radical tendencies of the Enlightenment at the Academy in 1748 while Maupertuis, with the inclusion of La Mettrie, a French encyclopedist, it was no longer possible in 1763 as d'Alembert became one of the king's counsellors. In a general way there was a diametrical positioning of these two men due to a profound difference in doctrine. In opposition to his father who was spiritual, religious and pious, Frederick II had come under the influence of liberal thinkers in his early years; Euler ironically designated them as "miserable men". In 1763 Euler became an active member and a leader of the Consistory of Berlin's Reformed Church.
Euler critically opposed even moderate proponents of the Enlightenment like Leibnitz and Christian Wolff they represented by their philosophical conceptions, a determinism and optimism too contradictory with the traditional doctrines of free will and original sin. For Euler, they were concepts, which lead to atheism if one denied the action of the spirit on the soul. On this last point Euler thought it possible to voice a protest as a physics professor, when we read the nineteenth, "Letter to a German
Princess". However, Frederick II who was pleased to be called the " Philosopher of Sans-Souci" went even further than Leibnitz and Wolff, claiming a god entirely different from Euler's.

One can easily understand that based on these differences, not to mention the diversity of comportment, tastes, etc., the two men did not find common ground. No real intellectual, evenhuman contact, was possible between them. Their correspondence reflects this clearly. However, Euler's will to contribute to the scientific and economic well being of Prussia, manifested itself as an area of fertile growth.

