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HABERMAS' S RETREAT FROMHERMENEUTI CS'

SYSTEMS I NTEGRATI ON, SOCI AL I NTEGRATI ON

AND THE CRI SI S OF LEGI TI MATI ON

Di et er Mi sgel d

A . I nt r oduct i on

Theor i es endeavour i ng t o ar t i cul at e what a soci et y i s and why and how

peopl e ar e or gani zed i n soci al f or ms cannot mer el y pr oceed, as i f t he ver y

quest i ons r ai sed by t hem had never been ar t i cul at ed i n t he soci et y i t sel f .

Soci et al member s enj oy and depl or e t he associ at i ons t hey have wi t h ot her s .

They r egar d t hem as i mposi t i ons, f ear some encumbr ances and t hr eat s, or as

pr ovocat i ve and st i mul at i ng possi bi l i t i es t o f ur t her t hei r pr oj ect s .

" What t he soci et y i s" as a mul t i pl i ci t y of associ at i ons bet ween humans i s

const ant l y deal t wi t h i n such t er ms . The quest i on i s deal t wi t h i n ot her ways as

wel l : pl anner s i n gover nment , i ndust r y or t he uni ver si t i es may speak of and

" anal yse" possi bi l i t i es f or devel opment , r i sks of cr i si s, t he f ai l ur e and pr omi se

of soci al i nt er vent i on . Dependi ng on wher e one i s l ocat ed i n t hese var i ous

ki nds of di scour ses, one wi l l f i nd one or t he ot her way t o addr ess soci et y pl au-

si bl e . Among t hem t he sense of bei ng f r ee t o ar t i cul at e what t he soci et y i s

st ands out as an i nt er est i ng sense : f or i t echoes t he bel i ef pr esent i n many soci e-

t i es t hat a soci et y, i . e . , an ar r angement of l i vi ng wi t h ot her s, i s not wor t h much

i f i t does not at l east gi ve ever yone t he r i ght , i n pr i nci pl e, t o speak about what

t he soci et y i s by addr essi ng modes of associ at i on wi t h ot her s as desi r abl e or

undesi r abl e, oppr essi ve or suppor t i ve . Di scour ses i n whi ch t he soci et y i s

addr essed i n t hese ways ar e t hor oughl y pr act i cal . " Soci et y" i s t he t opi c t o

whi ch we expr ess our appr oval or di sappr oval . Thi s sense i s one of t he

el ement ar y meani ngs of l i vi ng soci al l y, of i nhabi t i ng a wor l d hel d i n common .

I nt er pr et at i ons whi ch or i gi nat e i n and pl ay back i nt o pr act i cal or i ent at i on as

t he way i n whi ch human af f ai r s become soci al pr ovi de t hese senses ; t hey

al ways di spl ay a r ecogni t i on of t he ki nd of soci al member shi p at i ssue, be i t

f ami l i al , per sonal , or publ i c .

Quest i ons as t o what t he soci et y i s ar e most l y posed i n t he f r amewor k of

ever yday l i f e, and t he cul t ur al t r adi t i ons pr esent bot h i n i t and t hr ough i t .

They ar e t he subj ect mat t er , i n one way or anot her , of our conver sat i ons and

del i ber at i ons . These conver sat i ons do not seemt o pr oceed as i f we coul d ever

r ai se t he i ssue as t o " what t he soci et y i s" as a pur el y t heor et i cal i ssue . How

soci et y wor ks, what i t i s, ar e quest i ons whi ch ar i se most f or cef ul l y on t hose

occasi ons when we want t o det er mi ne t he ki nd of l i f e t he soci et y pr ovi des f or

us or we can cl ai m f r omand i n i t . Her e t he i ssue of ar t i cul at i on, one' s r i ght t o
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quest i on t he soci et y and what i t i s wi t h r espect t o what one want s and needs,

ar i ses most f or cef ul l y .

Consi der t he case of t he women' s movement . z I t s quest i ons t o t he soci et y do

not ar i se f r om consi der i ng " what t he soci et y i s" as a t opi c of t heor et i cal

di scour se . Ther e was no concer n, especi al l y i n t he i ni t i al phase of t he

movement , wi t h det er mi ni ng t he f eat ur es of soci al r ul es and convent i ons, as i f

t hey wer e per manent obj ect s ( how soci et y has of t en pr oceeded si nce

Dur khei m) . The concer n was and i s wi t h quest i ons about t he soci et y by

i nqui r i ng i nt o what and who i t al l ows or pr event s f r om bei ng . Ther e ar e

def i ni t e exper i ences whi ch gi ve r i se t o t he quest i ons : t he exper i ence of

domest i c conf i nement , bei ng l ef t out f r om publ i c di scour se, of economi c

dependency, et c . An anal ysi s seeki ng pr act i cal answer s of how t he soci et y i s

account ed f or i n and by t hese pr act i cal l y mot i vat ed quest i ons woul d be a

her meneut i cs of t he soci al l i f e- wor l d, r el yi ng on t he sense or l ack of sense t he

soci et y has f or i t s member s . I t woul d seek out t he st r ongest quest i ons put t o

t he soci et y as t he most r eveal i ng ones . Rat her t han descr i bi ng t he soci al l i f e-

wor l d t he i nqui r er pur sui ng her meneut i c l i nes woul d want t o appear as a

par t ner i n di scour se about t hese quest i ons . He or she coul d onl y do so by

r eveal i ng hi s or her own pr eoccupat i on' t o t he soci et y and put t i ng t hemt o a

t est i n r el at i on t o al l t hose vi ews, whi ch ar e not t he ones he or she f i nds

nat ur al l y accept abl e . Her e ar gument and cr i t i que woul d begi n . Quest i ons as

t o what t he soci et y i s, what met hods t o empl oy i n i t s academi c and i nt el l ect ual

st udy, woul d be gr ounded i n t he r ecogni t i on t hat one has al r eady t aken a

posi t i on when f aced wi t h par t i cul ar cl ai ms, even i f one cannot der i ve t hem

f r om or r egar d t hem as sanct i oned i n gener al by a set of nor ms el abor at ed i n

expl i ci t ar gument at i onal di scour se . But t he di scour se and ar gument have al so

been sur passed by event s, act i vi t i es, f ur t her di scour se . Al l t hi s i s t o say, wi t h

Gadamer , t hat unavoi dabl y " bei ng" r eaches beyond consci ousness . 3 To put i t

di f f er ent l y : expl i ci t ar gument , di st i ngui shi ng f or exampl e, bet ween " t he

subj ect i vi t y of opi ni on, on t he one hand" and t he " ut t er ances and nor ms t hat

appear wi t h a cl ai m t o gener al i t y, " ' whi l e of t en needed, cannot be t he basi s of

l i f e l i ved i n common . One woul d become conf used, l ose one' s gr i p on ever y

day event s, wer e one t o or i ent t o t hi s i dea of ar gument f or agr eement on what

needs doi ng and may be done as t he onl y means f or est abl i shi ng a l i f e t oget her .

Whi l e t he women' s movement has i n f act made pr obl emat i cal much t hat once

passed as nor mal i n t he r el at i on bet ween men and women, i t al so at t empt s t o

est abl i sh once agai n ways i n whi ch women can t ake somet hi ng f or gr ant ed

about t hemsel ves . Even t he st udy of women' s si t uat i on i n t he past does not

mer el y sever t he i nt er est of emanci pat i ng women f r omt hi s past f or t he sake
of i dent i t i es as yet t o be shaped . I t al so r equi r es t he assi mi l at i on and

pr oduct i ve cont i nuat i on of t hi s past . ' Al l t hi s i s t o show how quest i ons

addr essed t o t he soci et y ar e f i r st and f or emost pr act i cal . Thi s i s especi al l y t he

case i f t hese quest i ons ar i se f r om wi t hi n soci al movement s .
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I r eal i ze, of cour se, t hat I may be si dest eppi ng t he r el at i onshi p bet ween

t heor y and pr act i ce as t he i ssue f or emanci pat or y soci al movement s at l east

si nce t he t i me of Mar x . And undeni abl y t he Mar xi st t r adi t i on has been deepl y

coner ned t o show t hat t he pr act i ce of t he st r uggl e f or emanci pat i on i t

r ecommended i s r at i onal . I cannot pr oper l y addr ess t hi s i ssue i n t hi s paper .

What I say wi l l be i n pr epar at i on f or a f ul l er t r eat ment .

I have chosen t o di scuss some aspect s of Haber mas' s soci al t heor y, because

i n i t t he r el at i on bet ween t heor y and pr act i ce i s posed as t he pr obl emof t he

r el at i on bet ween t heor et i cal and pr act i cal di scour se and as a pr obl emof t he

r el at i on of t wo modes of soci al or gani zat i on : soci al i nt egr at i on and syst ems

i nt egr at i on . Thi s appr oach i s r epr esent ed i n Haber mas' s wor k f r om

Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s t o t he essays i n Communi cat i on and t he Evol ut i on of

Soci et y . I t i s f or eshadowed i n t he i nt r oduct i on t o Theor y and Pr act i ce. I

addr ess al l t hr ee t ext s . Addr essi ng t he r ecent wor k of Haber mas i n t hese t er ms

i s al so i mpor t ant because t her e ar e t asks f or i nqui r y whi ch f ol l ow f r om i t .

Soci et y ( " what t he soci et y i s" ) , f or hi m, i s addr essed i n syst ems- t heor et i cal

concept s as wel l as i n t er ms of a l i f e- wor l d per spect i ve . I n f act , t he ar gument of

" Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s" i s i nt ended t o br i ng bot h t oget her . My ar gument i s t hat

t he l i f e- wor l d per spect i ve i s never f ul l y devel oped . Haber mas' s t heor y put s t he

soci et y t oget her as t aki ng a cour se of devel opment whi ch suggest s t he

possi bi l i t y ( f or a t heor i st ) of pr act i cal l y and pol i t i cal l y consequent i al

di scour ses i n accor dance wi t h i t s l evel of devel opment . Ther e i s never any

ser i ous at t empt t o f i nd out what t he soci et y i s t o t hose who al r eady quest i on i t .

I n one sense, ever yone quest i ons . I n anot her sense, t he soci et y i s most

pr act i cal l y i n quest i on f or t hose who f i nd i t di f f i cul t t o l i ve i n i t . Not ever yone

i s i ncl uded her e . Soci al t heor y shoul d addr ess t hose gr oups i n soci et y who ar e

i n t hi s posi t i on and have al r eady begun t o ar t i cul at e t hei r si t uat i on . Thi s

posi t i on woul d be t he one t aken by pol i t i cal l y and exi st ent i al l y r adi cal i zed

her meneut i cs . I t woul d expr ess t he est r angement f r omt r adi t i onal cul t ur e f or

whi ch Haber mas ar gues t heor et i cal l y when he i nqui r es i nt o how r at i onal

cont empor ar y soci et y i s ( and i s not ) . Thi s r adi cal i zed her meneut i cs woul d al so

expr ess t he i mpossi bi l i t y of i nhabi t i ng t r adi t i onal cul t ur e as conf i dent l y as

Gadamer ' s her meneut i cs r ecommends . But i t woul d shar e t he l at t er ' s sense

t hat no cul t ur e wor t h speaki ng about can be t hought of as gr ounded i n t he

expl i ci t wei ghi ng of ar gument s and i n onl y one pr ocess of del i ber at i on ( a

di scour se of a t heor et i cal ki nd debat i ng " cl ai ms" ) . I f est r angement f r om

t r adi t i onal cul t ur e i s not l i ved, i t cannot mer el y be pr oduced by t he cogni t i vel y

pur e f or m of ar gument Haber mas si ngl es out .

I ment i oned ear l i er t hat " pl anner s" speak of t he soci et y wi t h r ef er ence t o

devel opment , soci al i nt er vent i on and t he l i ke . We may now add, t hey al so

under st and i t as a syst em. Thi s under st andi ng l eads i nt o an i mpor t ant

addi t i onal consi der at i on . The soci al sci ences of t en appear t o be sci ences of
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pl anni ng . The syst ems- t heor y of soci et y Haber mas di scusses cr i t i cal l y and
whi ch he i ncor por at es i n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s i n par t i cul ar , of t ens r eads as i f
wr i t t en f or pur poses of soci al pl anni ng . I n f act , i t endor ses t hi s per spect i ve as
i t s own . Gai ns i n r at i onal i t y i n t he soci et y have t hei r " f eedback" on t he t heor y
whi ch descr i bes t hese gai ns . The t heor y becomes t hei r i nst r ument and

mout hpi ece . Thi s concept makes Luhmann' s wor k so di st i nct i ve . b I n t hi s

paper I am i mpl i ci t l y r ai si ng t he i ssue of whet her count er i ng syst ems t heor y
by i ncor por at i ng i t i s t he r i ght way t o pr oceed . Such i ncor por t i on i s what
Haber mas does . Hi s t heor y may have suf f er ed f or embr aci ng i t t oo st r ongl y .

Whi l e syst ems t heor y may descr i be somet hi ng l i ke t he l ogi c of r at i onal
admi ni st r at i on i n " advanced" capi t al i st soci et y, Haber mas may have
devel oped a di f f er ent l ogi c, not of use t o and f or r at i onal admi ni st r at i ons, but
f or t heor et i ci ans who anal yse t he r el at i on bet ween t hose syst ems and t he l i f e-
wor l d . Thi s l ogi c l eaves out of t he pi ct ur e t hose who want and must begi n wi t h

t he wor l d of dai l y l i f e as t he pl ace i n whi ch " what t he soci et y i s" ar i ses as an
i ssue . As t hor oughl y admi ni st er ed as t hi s " wor l d" may be, i t i s i n i t , t hat one
can see what bei ng admi ni st er ed comes t o . Thi s i nvol vement cr eat es a
di f f er ent per spect i ve f r omt hat anal ysed i n t er ms of model s and i deal i zat i ons .
Expl i cat i ng communi cat i on i n " t he l i f e- wor l d" by r ef er ence t o model s and
i deal i zat i ons i s not an expl i cat i on of t he l i ves l i ved i n t hat wor l d nor of t he
ways i n whi ch t hose l i ves ar e expr essed . Coul d no power of r esi st ance be
f ound i n t hem, however ?

Rat her t han i nst r uct i ng us on how t o i dent i f y t hese power s by poi nt i ng t o
t he possi bi l i t y t hat soci al nor ms can be cal l ed i n quest i on i n t er ms of an i deal
and hypot het i cal model ( as Haber mas does, cf . t he di scussi on of " t he
advocacy model of cr i t i cal t heor y" i n t hi s paper and t he di scussi on of
st i mul at i on) , we coul d choose exampl es of r esi st ance as i t occur s . We woul d
have t o begi n wi t h what i s l i ved and pr act i sed - no mat t er i f i t can al r eady be
j ust i f i ed uni ver sal l y . We woul d have t o begi n wi t h l i ves as l i ved as al r eady
r ai si ng a cl ai m. Whoever cannot r espond, f or exampl e, t o women' s per cept i on
of excl usi on and dependence as mat t er s det r i ment al t o t hem, wi l l not l ear n t o
r espond ver y deepl y by acknowl edgi ng t hat women' s i nt er est s ar e
gener al i zabl e, despi t e t hei r havi ng t hus f ar been suppr essed . One woul d
nei t her under st and what women wi sh t o ar t i cul at e as t hei r i nt er est nor t hei r
need f or ar t i cul at i on . Exami ni ng whet her t hei r i nt er est s ar e j ust i f i ed because
t hey ar e gener al i zabl e, woul d do vi ol ence t o women' s own vi ew t hat t hei r
i nt er est s must be r ecogni zed because t hey ar e t hei r s f i r st . Femi ni smwoul d not
have got of f t he gr ound had i t not def i ed uni ver sal i zi ng pr ocedur es i n t he f i r st
pl ace i n or der t o get a hear i ng f or i t sel f . ' Thi s exampl e poi nt s t o t he
si gni f i cance of ar t i cul at i on as a phenomenon i n i t s own r i ght , over agai nst t he
r at i onal appr ai sal of what i s al r eady ar t i cul at ed . Her meneut i cs under st ands
t hi s . Si nce t he ear l y Hei degger her meneut i cs has f ocussed on what i t means t o
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br i ng mat t er s t o speech . I t has acknowl edged t hat br i ngi ng t o speech means

adopt i ng a vi ew of t he wor l d or , i n ot her wor ds, a pr act i cal posi t i on . I n t hi s

sense, we may say t hat Gadamer may be vi ndi cat ed over Haber mas, wi t hout

havi ng t o endor se Gadamer ' s t r adi t i onal i sm.

I ndi r ect l y, t he wor ki ng out of r adi cal her meneut i cs i s at i ssue i n t hi s paper .

For t he most par t , however , I shal l addr ess some of Haber mas' s wor k i n t he

f or mof an i mmanent anal ysi s and cr i t i que . I wi l l begi n wi t h t he at t empt s of

McCar t hy and Ber nst ei n t o pr ot ect Haber mas' s pr ogr amme agai nst t he

ar gument t hat t her e i s no l onger r oom i n i t f or " her meneut i cs" or " pr e-

t heor et i cal f or e- knowl edge of t he soci et y . "

B. Soci al I nt egr at i on, Syst ems I nt egr at i on and Rat i onal Reconst r uct i on

T. McCar t hy and R. Ber nst ei n, t wo r ecent comment at or s on Haber mas' s

sust ai ned ef f or t t o r econci l e a Si nnver st ehen appr oach wi t h t he

r econst r uct i on of t he basi c el ement s of soci al syst ems, have ar gued t hat i n

spi t e of t he i ncr easi ng emphasi s i n Haber mas' s wor k on t he r econst r uct i on of

devel opment al pr ocesses, i ndi vi dual and soci al , he st i l l manages t o r et ai n a

her meneut i c or i ent at i on .

Thomas McCar t hy has at t empt ed t o make t he case i n t he f ol l owi ng way :

Haber mas at t empt s t o do j ust i ce t o ' subj ect i vi st i c' appr oaches i n soci al

i nqui r y by ar gui ng :

I f and i n so f ar as t he pr e- t heor et i cal knowl edge of

member s i s const i t ut i ve f or t he soci al l i f e cont ext , basi c

cat egor i es and r esear ch t echni ques must be chosen i n

such a way t hat a r econst r uct i on of t hi s f or e- knowl edge i s

possi bl e . '

" Obj ect i vi st i c" appr oaches t hat at t empt t o neut r al i ze t hi s f or e- knowl edge as

pr esci ent i f i c, cul t ur e- bound, and of t en mi sl eadi ng ar e pl ausi bl e as wel l on

Haber mas' s own gr ounds . 9 " I f and i n so f ar as t he pr e- t heor et i cal knowl edge

of member s expr esses i l l usi ons concer ni ng a soci al r eal i t y t hat can be gr asped

onl y count er - i nt ui t i vel y, t hese basi c concept s and r esear ch t echni ques must be

chosen i n such a way t hat t he f or e- knowl edge r oot ed i n t he i nt er est s of t he l i f e-

wor l d r emai ns har ml ess . " ' °

A f undament al mot i ve f or devel opi ng a gener al t heor y of communi cat i on

( as a t heor y of soci al i sat i on based on t he del i neat i on of uni ver sal compet ences

such as cogni t i ve, communi cat i ve and i nt er act i ve compet ences) t her ef or e

ar i ses out of t he need t o over come t he " par t i cul ar i st i c, si t uat i on- bound

char act er of t r adi t i onal her meneut i cs, " I l whi ch i s not i n a posi t i on, f or
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Haber mas, t o f ur ni sh t he concept s and t echni ques needed f or t he

neut r al i sat i on and/ or cr i t i ci sm of pr ej udi ces, i l l usi ons, and i deol ogi es i mpl i ci t

i n t he pr e- t heor et i cal knowl edge of soci et al member s . For t he her meneut i cal

i nt er pr et er i s af f ect ed by t hese as l ong as he account s f or hi s own act i vi t i es of

i nt er pr et at i on as si t uat i on- bound, si nce he shar es t he f undament al l y pr act i cal

nat ur e of t he pr e- t heor et i cal knowl edge of soci et al member s . 12

I f one f ol l ows McCar t hy i n t hi s char act er i sat i on of her meneut i cs, a gener al

t heor y of communi cat i on woul d pr ovi de t heor et i cal gr oundi ng f or t he

her meneut i c i nt er pr et er who r emai ns si t uat i on- bound . I t woul d do so by

f i xi ng " t he under l yi ng uni ver sal - pr agmat i c st r uct ur es" 13 bot h ` hor i zont al l y'

and ` ver t i cal l y' i . e . , i n t er ms of a f or mal concept ual char act er i sat i on of

cogni t i ve, l i ngui st i c, and i nt er act i ve compet ence, and i n t er ms of t he

devel opment al l ogi c of wor l d- vi ews .

For devel opment s i n bot h di mensi ons exhi bi t " r at i onal l y r econst r uct i bl e

pat t er ns" : t hey ar e sai d t o be anal ysabl e as " di r ect i onal l ear ni ng pr ocesses t hat

wor k t hr ough di scur si vel y r edeemabl e val i di t y cl ai ms . The devel opment of

pr oduct i ve f or ces and t he al t er at i on of nor mat i ve st r uct ur es f ol l ow,

r espect i vel y, l ogi cs of gr owi ng t heor et i cal and pr act i cal i nsi ght . " "

Ri char d Ber nst ei n as wel l has r ecent l y ar gued t hat " under st andi ng human

act i on wi t h r ef er ence t o t he meani ng t hat act i on has f or agent s" i s compat i bl e

wi t h a pr ogr amme f or soci al and pol i t i cal t heor y, whi ch al so at t empt s t o

" exhi bi t r egul ar i t i es and cor r el at i ons" of soci al and pol i t i cal pr act i ces . 15 An

expl anat i on of t hese r egul ar i t i es i s needed i n or der t o det er mi ne " whet her

t hese ar e syst emat i c di st or t i ons or i deol ogi cal myst i f i cat i ons i n t he agent ' s

under st andi ng of what t hey ar e doi ng . We must i nvest i gat e t he causes of t hese

di st or t i ons and myst i f i cat i ons . " 16 Thus, even al l owi ng f or var i ous ki nds of

qual i f i cat i ons appl yi ng t o a causal - anal yt i c or empi r i cal appr oach i n t he st udy

of t he r el at i on bet ween t he sel f - under st andi ng of agent s and what under l i es,

pr oduces, and/ or di st or t s t hi s sel f - under st andi ng, Ber nst ei n, McCar t hy, and,

most of al l , Haber mas, emphat i cal l y asser t t he need f or t he const r uct i on of a

t heor y of soci et y whi ch set s out t o di scover " r at i onal l y r econst r uct i bl e

pat t er ns" as much i n what agent s say and do as what makes t he sayi ng and

doi ng possi bl e . I n ef f ect , among hi s wor ks publ i shed t o dat e, Haber mas has

t aken a r esol ut e st ep t owar d t hi s posi t i on . The wor k, Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s,

cont ai ns an ar gument " t o t he ef f ect t hat t he basi c cont r adi ct i on of

cont empor ar y capi t al i sm i ssues i n cr i si s t endenci es t hat can be empi r i cal l y

ascer t ai ned . " 17 I n t he mor e r ecent essays " Hi st or i cal Mat er i al i sm and t he

Devel opment of Nor mat i ve St r uct ur es" as wel l as " Towar d a Reconst r uct i on

of Hi st or i cal Mat er i al i sm, " " Haber mas at t empt s t o l ay t he f oundat i ons f or

such t heor ems by exami ni ng var i ous appr oaches t owar d a t heor y of t he soci al

and hi st or i cal devel opment of t he human speci es i n t er ms of a t heor y of

" uni ver sal s of soci et al devel opment " or " hi ghl y abst r act pr i nci pl es of soci al
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or gani zat i on . " 19

	

He says : " By pr i nci pl es of or gani zat i on I under st and

i nnovat i ons t hat become possi bl e t hr ough devel opment al - l ogi cal l y r econ-

st r uct i bl e st ages of l ear ni ng, and whi ch i nst i t ut i onal i ze new l evel s of soci et al

l ear ni ng . " zo I n accor dance wi t h t he r esear ch st r at egy pr oposed by Haber mas,

whi ch r equi r es t he i nt egr at i on of f i ndi ngs f r oma hi st or i cal l y or i ent ed soci al

ant hr opol ogy 2 l and anal yses of t he or i gi n of t he st at e, 22 soci al i nt egr at i on i s

r econce pt ual i zed i n t er ms of changes i n i t s f or ms, such as t he r epl acement of

ki nshi p syst ems wi t h t he st at e . 23 Haber mas her e r et ur ns t o an i ni t i al

di st i nct i on bet ween pr act i cal knowl edge and t echni cal or i nst r ument al ( as

wel l as st r at egi c) knowl edge 24 i n cl ai mi ng t hat onl y r ef er ence t o " knowl edge of

a mor al - pr act i cal sor t " 25 can expl ai n t he change of one f or m of soci al

i nt egr at i on t o anot her .

Yet " knowl edge of a mor al - pr act i cal sor t " i s i n t ur n t o be anal ysed i n t er ms

of t he abst r act or gani sat i onal pr i nci pl es of t he soci et y ment i oned ear l i er ,

among whi ch " devel opment al - l ogi cal r econt r uct i ons of act i on compet ences"

bel ong . 26 I ndi vi dual s acqui r e t hei r compet ences by gr owi ng i nt o t he symbol i c

st r uct ur es of t hei r l i f e- wor l ds, a pr ocess of devel opment whi ch passes t hr ough

l evel s of communi cat i on ( t hr ee of whi ch Haber mas di st i ngui shes) . These

f or mul at i ons r esume t he di scussi on i n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s i n whi ch t he

concept of or gani zat i onal pr i nci pl es of soci et i es had been i nt r oduced and

al r eady connect ed wi t h t he concept i on of a devel opment al l ogi c, t aki ng up t he

compar i son of an ont ogenet i c t heor y of devel opment ( e . g . , Pi aget and

Kohl ber g) wi t h a t heor y of t he l ogi c of soci al devel opment on t he l evel of

syst ems- st r uct ur es ( syst ems- i nt egr at i on) . 2 ' I n " Towar d a Reconst r uct i on of

Hi st or i cal Mat er i al i sm, " however , pr obl ems of syst ems i nt egr at i on ar e no

l onger mer el y anal ysed i n t er ms of t hr eat s t o and capaci t i es of soci et al st eer i ng

mechani sms, such as t he i nt er l ocki ng f unct i ons of st at e ( a democr at i cal l y,

even i f mar gi nal l y, l egi t i mat ed f or m of gover nment ) and publ i c

admi ni st r at i on but i n t er ms of a r ef or mul at i on of t he Mar xi an concept of

modes of pr oduct i on . 28 Mar xi an anal ysi s i s def ended agai nst var i ous r i val

t heor i es and descr i bed as super i or t o t he neo- evol ut i oni sm i nher ent i n a

t heor y of soci al syst ems whi ch r egar ds t he i ncr ease i n i nt er nal compl exi t y of

soci al syst ems, t he cor r espondi ng r educt i on of ext er nal compl exi t y, and t he

i nt er act i on of bot h as cr i t er i a suf f i ci ent f or t he appr ai sal of soci al pr ogr ess 29

( e . g . , i n moder ni zat i on t heor i es) . 30 Cr i t i cal di scussi ons f ocus, of cour se, on t he

t el eol ogi cal concept i on of hi st or y i nher ent i n hi st or i cal mat er i al i sm. Not j ust

t he r econst r uct i on but even t he r ehabi l i t at i on of hi st or i cal mat er i al i sm i s

possi bl e f or Haber mas, i f one consi der s t hat " Mar x j udged soci al

devel opment not by i ncr eases i n compl exi t y but by t he st age of t he

devel opment of pr oduct i ve f or ces and by t he mat ur i t y of t he f or ms of soci al

i nt er cour se . " 31 Fr om her e Haber mas pr oceeds t o r ef or mul at e t he st ages of

devel opment of pr oduct i ve f or ces as " pr ogr ess of l ear ni ng abi l i t y" i n t he
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di mensi on of obj ect i vat i ng knowl edge, t o be kept di st i nct f r om pr ogr ess i n

mor al - pr act i cal i nsi ght . Appar ent l y, Haber mas j oi ns hi s ear l i er posi t i on

r egar di ng t he di st i nct i on bet ween t he obj ect i vat i ng met hods of nat ur al sci ence

and t he devel opment of mor al and pr act i cal consci ousness i nt egr al t o t he

her meneut i cal sci ences 3 z wi t h t he di st i nct i on bet ween soci al i nt egr at i on and

syst ems i nt egr at i on .

But nei t her " The Devel opment of Nor mat i ve St r uct ur es" and " Towar d a

Reconst r uct i on of Hi st or i cal Mat er i al i sm" nor Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s t ake up

t he f ul l set of i nt r i gui ng as wel l as puzzl i ng ar gument s cont ai ned i n t he

i nt r oduct i on t o Theor y and Pr act i ce, 33 whi ch cannot be avoi ded by any

st udent of Haber mas' s wor k who i s i nt er est ed i n t he compl ex i nt er act i on of

t he var i ous component s of hi s t heor y . These ar gument s ar e of par t i cul ar

i mpor t ance because her e, under t he t i t l e " Some Di f f i cul t i es i n t he At t empt t o

Li nk Theor y and Pr axi s, " Haber mas i nt r oduces t he cent r al pr obl emof al l of

hi s subst ant i ve as wel l as met hodol ogi cal l y or i ent ed wr i t i ngs : how can a

t heor y of soci et y and of pol i t i cs, whi ch endor ses and subscr i bes t o st r i ngent

cr i t er i a f or t heor y f or mat i on, be pr act i cal l y enl i ght eni ng as wel l , especi al l y i f i t

i s an essent i al r equi r ement of pr ocesses of enl i ght enment , t hat t hey be so

pr act i cal l y accompl i shed t hat i n t he end t her e be no super i or i t y of t hose

possessi ng t heor et i cal knowl edge over t hose who do not - " I n a pr ocess of

enl i ght enment t her e can onl y be par t i ci pant s?" 3a

I n t hi s paper I cl ai m t hat t he appl i cat i on of st r i ngent cr i t er i a f or t heor y

f or mat i on i n some syst emat i c way i s not compat i bl e wi t h t he r equi r ement f or

t heor i es t o be pr act i cal l y enl i ght eni ng . I n f act , I shal l ar gue i mpl i ci t l y, i n

accor dance wi t h t he her meneut i cal posi t i on adopt ed, t hat t heor i es of soci et y,

i f under st ood i n t he r i gor ous sense of bei ng cor r ect i ves ( pr i or t o t hei r

appl i cat i on) t o t he or di nar y ( or ext r aor di nar y) pr act i cal knowl edge member s

of t he soci et y have usual l y acqui r ed of t hat soci et y' s af f ai r s, cannot , i n

pr i nci pl e, be pr act i cal l y enl i ght eni ng . I t f ol l ows t hat t he asymmet r y bet ween

t hose pur sui ng t he ` enl i ght eni ng' and t hose t o be enl i ght ened ( t he pr act i cal l y

or i ent ed member s of t he soci et y) can never be r emoved, i n spi t e of Haber mas' s

cl ai m t hat i t onl y r equi r es sel f - cor r el at i on . These quest i ons wi l l be r ai sed wi t h

r espect t o t he i nt r oduct i on t o Theor y and Pr act i ce i n conj unct i on wi t h an

anal ysi s of some of t he ar gument s cont ai ned i n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s .

Pr i mar i l y I sel ect i ssues sur r oundi ng t he i nt r oduct i on of t he concept s of

syst ems i nt egr at i on and soci al i nt egr at i on f r om t he l at t er wor k . The

di scussi on i s l ar gel y or i ent ed t owar d r ai si ng quest i ons concer ni ng t he

empl oyment of t hese concept s and t he st r i ngency t hey may possess as wel l as

t he di st or t i ng ef f ect t hey may have i n t he cont ext of a t heor y whi ch i nt ends t o

be pr act i cal l y enl i ght eni ng - t o make r ef er ence t o Haber mas' s avowed

i nt ent i on .

I mpl i ci t l y an answer wi l l be gi ven t o t he quest i ons r ai sed by Haber mas ( and
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McCar t hy) about t he val i di t y of a her meneut i cal posi t i on i n soci al t heor y . I

wi l l at t empt t o gi ve t hi s answer i n pol i t i cal t er ms r at her t han j ust

met hodol ogi cal ones . Thi s at t empt wi l l al so cl ear l y poi nt t o concer ns whi ch

ar e not si gni f i cant l y pr esent i n t he t ext s most r epr esent at i ve of her meneut i cs .

I ar gue t hat a r adi cal her meneut i cal posi t i on i s cl oser t o a not i on of pr axi s

t han Haber mas' s r ecommendat i ons f or t he r econst r uct i on of t he pr e-

t heor et i cal knowl edge of soci et al member s . For , i n my concept i on, cr i t i cal

r ef l ect i on wi l l be pl aced wi t hi n t he cont ext of soci al si t uat i ons f or whi ch we

i nt er pr et i vel y account whi l e at t empt i ng t o t r ansf or m t hem. Act i on or i ent i ng

knowl edge i s made r adi cal l y dependent upon si t uat i onal l y gener at ed

knowl edge, such t hat any gener al knowl edge of t he soci et y, be i t of r at i onal l y

r econst r uct i bl e pat t er ns of under l yi ng pat t er ns or a pr ocedur e f or assessi ng

t he val i di t y of soci al nor ms i n gener al , comes t o no mor e t han pr act i cal l y

gener at ed f or e- knowl edge ( " pr e- under st andi ng, " t o use Gadamer ' s phr ase)

when one i s f aced wi t h t he exi genci es of si t uat i ons whi ch make det er mi nat e

cl ai ms on pr act i cal or i ent at i on . To put t he case di f f er ent l y : when one act s

pr act i cal l y, any t heor et i cal f or eknowl edge wi l l be appr ai sed i n t er ms of

cr i t er i a whi ch appl y t o ` any' knowl edge ( e . g. , t he knowl edge of si t uat i ons

gener at ed pr act i cal l y i n pr evi ous si t uat i ons of act i on) once i t ent er s i nt o t he

cont ext of pr act i cal or i ent at i on. I t i s l i ke t he case of t he i nt er pr et er of cul t ur al

document s : hi s under st andi ng of cul t ur al document s i n gener al amount s t o

l i t t l e when he i s over whel med by t he si gni f i cance of what a par t i cul ar

document t el l s hi m, such t hat t he ver y nat ur e of what a cul t ur al document i s, i s

r eveal ed t o hi manew. Si mi l ar l y, a gener al knowl edge of t he soci et y, gai ned by

suspendi ng " t he compul si on t o act " ( Haber mas) wi l l not r emai n what i t was

when t he necessi t y t o act pr evai l s once agai n, when once agai n act or s cannot

but r ecogni ze t hemsel ves as bei ngs hopel essl y yet , al so, char act er i st i cal l y

bound by t he ci r cumst ances of t hei r l i ves whi ch, i n pr act i cal si t uat i ons, seer s

t o be al l t hat mat t er s .
Theor i es at t empt i ng t o expl ai n t hese pr act i cal ci r cumst ances i n t er ms of

what i s happeni ng behi nd our backs, i n t er ms of what under l i es our compet ent

per f or mance of what ever r easoni ng we do when we ar e r equi r ed t o r eason, or

i n t er ms of t heor i es of i deal nor ms of di scour se, l ooked at f r omt he r adi cal i zed

her meneut i cal per spect i ve whi ch I pr opose, become mer el y an addi t i onal

el ement i n what mat t er s, pr act i cal l y speaki ng . 35 They do not br i ng ` what

mat t er s pr act i cal l y' and what t hese concer ns ar e bef or e our vi ew f or

compr ehensi ve and det ai l ed i nspect i on, bef or e we have even begun t o act and

as i f begi nni ng t o act coul d be post poned t i l l we possess t he compr ehensi ve

vi ew.

Ri char d Ber nst ei n, at t he end of hi s The Rest r uct ur i ng o/ ' Soci al and

Pol i t i cal Theor y, st at es pr ogr ammat i cal l y t hat " an adequat e soci al and

pol i t i cal t heor y must be empi r i cal , i nt er pr et at i ve and cr i t i cal . " 36 We hope t o
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know, accor di ng t o Ber nst ei n, how cl ear act i on- or i ent i ng under st andi ngs can

emer ge, whi ch ar e based on t he secur e knowl edge of a) what condi t i ons our

act i ons, b) how we i nt er pr et i vel y gener at e sel f - under st andi ng, and c) how we

can empl oy bot h pr act i cal l y i n or der t o t r anscend t he pr esent condi t i ons of

our l i ves and t he under st andi ngs i n t er ms of whi ch we expl i cat e t hem.

Knowi ng al l t hi s woul d amount t o havi ng a compr ehensi ve vi ew. But pur sui ng

i t ent ai l s t he negl ect of al l t hat whi ch we al r eady know about what we do and

how we do i t , a knowl edge whi ch i s r egul ar l y and per si st ent l y par t of our

act i ons . The knowl edge Haber mas and Ber nst ei n wi sh t o gai n i s t o f r ee us

f r omi l l usi ons . But t hi s f r eedomcoul d occur onl y at t he cost of l osi ng si ght of

t he act i on or i ent i ng under st andi ngs we al r eady possess and whi ch ar e

subj ect t o const ant r e- eval uat i on i n t he cour se of encount er i ng ci r cumst ances

whi ch r equi r e cor r ect i ons t o our sel f - under st andi ngs i n t he l i ght of changi ng

condi t i ons . A t heor y whi ch does not make t hese pr act i cal under st andi ngs

t hemat i c r i ght f r om t he st ar t wi l l no l onger be abl e t o encompass t hemonce

t hat t heor y i s deemed compl et e enough t o be appl i ed t o t hese under st andi ngs .

At heor y whi ch i s t o possess act i on or i ent i ng f or ce must l ocat e i t sel f i n modes

of expl i cat i on i n whi ch t he need or " compul si on" t o act i s r ecogni zed f r omt he

st ar t . I t woul d not be a t heor y whi ch i s onl y t o be appl i ed once i t has br ought

ever yt hi ng bef or e i t s vi ew whi ch mi ght bet hought of as needed, on t heor et i cal

gr ounds al one, f or t heor y t o have an act i on or i ent i ng f or ce . A t heor y of

soci et y i nt ended t o be pr act i cal l y enl i ght eni ng must l ocat e i t sel f i n pr ocesses of

t he pr act i cal expl i cat i on of soci al si t uat i ons whi ch t hemsel ves al r eady poi nt

t owar d enl i ght enment as a pr act i cal t ask . A t heor y i nt er est ed i n t he r emoval of

di st or t i ons, i l l usi ons and mi sconcept i ons, must pl ace i t sel f wi t hi n t he cont ext

i n whi ch t hey ar i se and r ecogni ze t hei r f or ce i n or der t o be abl e t o cope wi t h

t hem i n some pr act i cal way . Ther e cannot be a gener al knowl edge of

di st or t i ons and t he l i ke whi ch i s i nt ended t o be pr act i cal l y ef f ect i ve but whi ch

does not expose i t sel f t o t he pr act i cal f or ce of i l l usi ons, di st or t i ons and

mi sconcept i ons .

Ber nst ei n' s r ecommendat i ons can l ead t o no mor e t han t he expr essi on of

t he hope t hat , i n t he end, we must be abl e t o sol ve, once and f or al l , t he r i ddl e

of how soci al l i f e i s or gani zed . Her meneut i cs ar gues, however , t hat we ar e

subj ect t o sel f - decept i on when we bel i eve t hat we can separ at e t he knowl edge

we hope t o at t ai n of our pr act i cal af f ai r s f r om t he need t o pr ove t hat

knowl edge i n howwe t ake up our pr act i cal af f ai r s . I t r ecogni zed t he pr i or i t y of

pr act i ce - and seeks a char act er i zat i on of knowl edge i n whi ch knowl edge i s

under st ood, f r omt he begi nni ng, as t he knowl edge one has of one' s hi st or i cal

si t uat i on . The l at t er ar i ses f r om t he conduct of l i f e i t sel f .

Thomas McCar t hy, t he second r evi ewer of Haber mas' s posi t i on consi der ed

i n t he f i r st par t of t hi s paper , al so endor ses Haber mas' s bel i ef t hat

her meneut i cal i nt ui t i ons ar e r espect ed, when a t heor y cr i t i cal of soci et y
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( Haber mas' s cr i t i cal t heor y) combi nes st r i ct l y t heor et i cal el ement s wi t h a

r ef l ect i on on i nt er pr et i ve pr ocesses of soci al l i f e . He cl ai ms :

t hat a t heor y of communi cat i ve compet ence, whi l e

i nt r oduci ng t heor et i cal el ement s i nt o t he i nt er pr et i ve

pr ocess and t hus mi t i gat i ng i t s r adi cal l y si t uat i onal

char act er , does not ent ai l r epl aci ng t he her meneut i cal

or i ent at i on of t he par t ner i n di al ogue wi t h a pur el y

t heor et i cal or obser vat i onal at t i t ude . 37

Ther e i s t o be no monopol y on t r ut h on t he si de of t he cr i t i cal t heor i st . Ther e

r emai ns t he i nt er est , t he need, t he obl i gat i on ( whi ch of t hese?) , possi bl y t he

t heor et i c r equi r ement f or t he sake of t he compl et eness of t he t heor y " t o come

t o an under st andi ng wi t h ot her s . "

I n maki ng t hi s cl ai m, McCar t hy i gnor es t he f act t hat t he act i on or i ent i ng

f or ce of cr i t i cal t heor y, qua t heor y, cannot be assessed by i t s addr essees, unl ess

t hey assess i t on i t s own gr ounds, i n t er ms of i t s cr i t er i a of val i di t y . The

t heor y, however , cl ai ms t o have ant i ci pat ed t he cr i t er i a i n t er ms of whi ch i t

coul d become avai l abl e t o soci et al member s who t hemsel ves ar e not engaged

i n t he ent er pr i se of devel opi ng a t heor y . I t has, i n shor t , ant i ci pat ed t he need

f or t he cont i nuous di scur si ve exami nat i on of act i on or i ent i ng nor ms as what

al l soci et al member s shoul d be abl e t o or i ent t o as an out come of t he t heor y .

However , i f one was ser i ous about t he r adi cal si t uat i onal char act er of any

under st andi ng of our soci al si t uat i on whi ch we mi ght achi eve, one woul d have

t o r ecogni se t he possi bi l i t y of f ai l i ng t o achi eve i t as wel l . At heor y coul d not

compensat e f or or r ender avoi dabl e such a f ai l ur e by " i nt r oduci ng t heor et i cal

el ement s i nt o t he i nt er pr et i ve pr ocess . " Ther e i s, t hen, no t heor et i cal

guar ant ee possi bl e f or t he need t o engage i n t he cont i nuous di scur si ve

exami nat i on of act i on or i ent i ng nor ms . The val i di t y, i ndeed, even t he sense of

t he i dea woul d have t o be shown i n pr act i cal ways t o be i t sel f pr act i cal .

I n what f ol l ows, I shal l at t empt t o showhow some of Haber mas' s t heor i si ng

seems t o consi st of a syst emat i c avoi dance of t he r adi cal l y si t uat i on-

dependent nat ur e of soci al i nqui r y . I t i s par t of t he anal ysi s t hat Haber mas

char act er i st i cal l y i nvi t es t he r eaf f i r mat i on of a her meneut i cal posi t i on

pr eci sel y because hi s own t heor i si ng makes i t vi si bl e as t he l ocat i on t owar d

whi ch al l hi s ef f or t s of syst emat i c t heor i si ng ar e or i ent at ed . The r eaf f i r mat i on

of a her meneut i cal posi t i on, whi ch Haber mas bot h i l l umi nat es and occl udes,

wi l l t her ef or e at t empt t o come t o t er ms wi t h t he pol i t i cal i nt ent i mpl i ci t i n hi s

successi ve ef f or t s t o r edesi gn cr i t i cal t heor y . I have i ndi cat ed i n t he

i nt r oduct i on how her meneut i cal r ef l ect i on can become pol i t i cal . Thi s

pol i t i ci zat i on woul d be a si gni f i cant depar t ur e f r om t he sense gi ven i t so f ar

by, f or exampl e, Gadamer and Ri coeur .
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C. The Obj ect i vat i ng Use of Ref l exi ve Theor i es

I shal l begi n wi t h t he i nt r oduct i on t o Theor y and Pr act i ce. 38 Her e,

Haber mas addr esses t he pecul i ar st at us of r ef l exi ve t heor i es of soci et y . These

ar e t heor i es " desi gned f or enl i ght enment , " wher e cl ai m t o t r ut h i s t o be t est ed

on var i ous l evel s . One of t hose l evel s i s t hat of sci ent i f i c di scour se, t he ot her i s

t hat of successf ul pr ocesses of enl i ght enment " whi ch l ead t o t he accept ance by

t hose concer ned, f r ee of any compul si on, of t he t heor et i cal l y desi r abl e

i nt er pr et at i ons . " 39 Those concer ned ar e al l t hose pot ent i al l y i nvol ved ( i n

t er ms of what t he t heor y addr esses as r el evant i ssues) . The obj ect i vat i ng use of

such t heor i es, whi ch mean t o i ni t i at e pr ocesses of sel f - r ef l ect i on ( Hegel i an

model ) i s such t hat t he cr i t i que of i deol ogy ( t empor ar i l y) assumes someone t o

be i ncapabl e of di al ogue and, t hus, a super i or i t y of i nsi ght i s cl ai med on t he

par t of t hose doi ng i deol ogy- cr i t i cal wor k .

Haber mas says of t hi s super i or i t y t hat i t r equi r es sel f - cor r ect i on because

t hose cr i t i cal of i deol ogy, obser vi ng t hat ot her s ar e bound by ` par t i cul ar '

i nt er est s, must ul t i mat el y put t hei r own cr i t i que t o t he t est of uni ver sal

val i dat i on i n di scour se . Thi s di scour se i s t o be hel d among al l of t hose whom

one can assume shoul d be par t i ci pant s ( " al l par t i ci pant s" ) 40 i n t er ms of i t s own

uni ver sal nor ms .

Ul t i mat el y, i n ot her wor ds, a cr i t i que of i deol ogy i s onl y val i d when t hose

who ar e bel i eved t o be subj ect t o i deol ogi cal del usi on t hemsel ves agr ee t hat

t hey ar e . For exampl e, i n t he case of t hose who ar e not suf f i ci ent l y cl ass-

consci ous, somebody el se must speak on t hei r behal f and must , f ur t her mor e,

speak t o t hemso t hat t hey become enl i ght ened as t o what t hey ar e . Thus, t he

cl ai m t o t r ut h of r ef l exi ve t heor i es can onl y t ent at i vel y be conf i r med .

We must i nt er pr et t hi s vi ew of t he l i mi t s t o cl ai ms t o t r ut h f or mul at ed i n

r ef l exi ve t heor i es ( or i n t heor i es i nt endi ng enl i ght enment , i nt endi ng t he

devel opment of a r at i onal i dent i t y i n t he cour se of becomi ng consci ous of

somet hi ng f or mer l y r epr essed) as a var i at i on of Haber mas' s cent r al t hemes :

I )

	

That a l i ber at ed soci et y i s one i n whi ch t her e i s communi cat i on f r ee f r om

domi nat i on ( i . e . , i n whi ch soci al consensus i s achi eved i n an ut t er l y

uncoer ci ve manner ) .

2)

	

That under pr esent condi t i ons t hi s i deal i s not a ut opi an one because i t s

pur sui t i s t he onl y al t er nat i ve t o a t echnocr at i c mode of soci al cont r ol .

3)

	

That i t i s an i deal t he possi bi l i t y of whi ch al l of us have l ear ned t o

under st and i mpl i ci t l y once we have mast er ed a nat ur al l anguage .

4)

	

That i t i s al so an i deal whi ch we can under st and bet t er when we not i ce

t hat i n t he cour se of t he evol ut i on of wor l d vi ews t owar d t he di scur si ve

val i dat i on of soci al nor ms t her e ar e onl y t wo possi bl e di r ect i ons of

devel opment :

a) t he acknowl edgement of t he i dea t hat t he ext ensi on of
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communi cat i on pr ocesses beyond al l bar r i er s i s t he onl y possi bi l i t y

f or an uncoer ci ve consensus about soci al nor ms ; and of t he i dea t hat ,

i f t her e i s t o be r at i onal consensus i n t he f ut ur e, t hi s i s t he onl y way of

get t i ng i t .

or

	

b)

	

t he r eor i ent at i on of al l past modes of soci al i zat i on whi ch have r el i ed

on t he i nt er nal i sat i on of nor ms and t he acqui si t i on of r ef l ect i ve

pot ent i al , so t hat t hese pr ocesses can be di spensed wi t h and

` consci ousness, ' r ef l ect i ve awar eness, woul d at r ophy . 41

Much of what Haber mas says about t he obj ect i vat i ng use of r ef l exi ve t heor i es

i s of i mmedi at e i mpor t ance onl y f or t he f i r st and t hi r d poi nt s, communi cat i on

f r ee f r om domi nat i on as a soci al i deal . For t hi s f r eedom r equi r es t hat t he

t heor i st f or mul at i ng t he soci al i deal be awar e t hat hi s own concept ual i sat i on

i s t he concept ual i sat i on of somet hi ng non- t heor et i ci ans cannot onl y

under st and, but al so somet hi ng t hey have i mpl i ci t l y mast er ed t hemsel ves .

Thi s under st andi ng woul d ul t i mat el y r equi r e t hat ( a) t hey t hemsel ves can

show ( not be shown) t hat t hey t hemsel ves, as non- cr i t i cal - t heor i st s, shar e i t ;

or , i f t hat i s not possi bl e, t hat ( b) t he t heor et i ci an must be abl e t o show t hat

t hey coul d mast er i t once i deol ogi cal obst acl es wer e r emoved .

Thus a t heor y i nt endi ng enl i ght enment must avoi d a newcl ass di vi si on -

t hat bet ween t he t heor i st and t hose t heor i sed about . Fr omt he poi nt of vi ewof

cr i t i cal t heor y t he member s of bot h gr oups ar e al l member s of soci et y, and

ul t i mat el y equal par t i ci pant s i n di scour ses . Haber mas, I bel i eve, has onl y

addr essed t he mat t er i n t er ms of ( b) . I n ot her wor ds, he has acknowl edged t he

r i ght of al l soci et al member s t o be j udges of hi s t heor y ( t he t heor y of an i deal

si t uat i on of di scour se as a soci al i deal ) such t hat soci et al member s ar e

r egar ded as capabl e of r ecogni si ng t he i deal i f t hey f r ee t hemsel ves f r om

i deol ogi cal decept i ons . However , he never per mi t s doubt s about t he basi c

pr i nci pl e of a t heor y i nt endi ng uni ver sal emanci pat i on, t he pr i nci pl e t hat

enl i ght enment must be sel f - accompl i shed by al l t hose who can t ake an i nt er est

i n i t . Ther ef or e, he has not r eal l y r ef l ect ed on t he f ol l owi ng i ssue : can t hose of

whom i t i s sai d t hat t hey have i mpl i ci t l y mast er ed t he not i on of an i deal

si t uat i on of di scour se, of communi cat i on f r ee f r omdomi nat i on, ever become

cr i t i cs of t he t heor y? They ought t o be abl e t o do so, f or i t woul d seemt hat t he

pr i nci pl e expl i cat ed by t he t heor y shoul d be appl i cabl e t o i t sel f and shoul d

i ndi cat e t he met hod of i t s gener at i on . But i f t hi s poi nt i s so, t hen an i deal

si t uat i on of di scour se i s i t sel f r ecogni sed i n an i deal speech si t uat i on, val i dat ed

i n such di scour se . Gi ven, however , t hat many member s of soci et y have not

over t l y subscr i bed t o i t or cannot be assumed t o have done so, as l ong as

t hey have not par t i ci pat ed i n t he val i dat i on pr ocess of t he t heor y i t sel f , what

poi nt i s t her e suggest i ng t hat i t i s t r ue, t hat f r omi t cr i t i cal t heor y can t ake i t s

begi nni ng? Cr i t i cal t heor y, appr opr i at el y sel f - cr i t i cal , coul d never go beyond

i t s begi nni ng wi t hout a r ei f i cat i on of i t s not i on of t r ut h .
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What cr i t i cal t heor y can do, bef or e t he member s of soci et y can be j udges of

i t s val i di t y, and what i t can onl y do t ent at i vel y, pr i or t o t hei r expl i ci t

agr eement t hat what i t says i s t r ue, i s t hi s :

a) Cr i t i cal t heor y can abst r act l y ant i ci pat e t he cont ent of enl i ght enment and

emanci pat i on, or at l east one aspect of i t ; namel y, t he r equi r ement t hat

emanci pat i on i s onl y achi eved when t her e i s f r eedomf r omdomi nat i on i n t he

sense of unr est r i ct ed di scour se .

b) Cr i t i cal t heor y can i ndi cat e whi ch gr oups i n soci et y ar e t he ones whose

soci al posi t i on must f i r st be al t er ed, such t hat t hey can expand t hei r abi l i t y t o

r ender pr obl emat i c t hose soci al nor ms whi ch keep t hem i n a st at e wher ei n

t hey have t o accept t hem i n a mor e or l ess unquest i oni ng way .

Thus t he onl y cr i t er i on i n addi t i on t o t he t r adi t i onal ones whi ch Haber mas

has t aken as hi s f ocus, i . e . , t he i ndi cat i on of t he exi st ence of a cl ass- st r uct ur ed

soci et y - i s t he one whi ch poi nt s out t hat t her e i s unequal access t o soci al

power by showi ng t he exi st ence of var yi ng capaci t i es t o make soci al nor ms

pr obl emat i c . Capaci t y woul d var y bet ween t hose who see no need f or maki ng

soci al nor ms pr obl emat i c but who assume t hei r gener al capaci t y t o do so, t he

" r ul i ng cl ass, " and t hose who as t he vi ct i ms of cl ass r ul e, cannot quest i on

nor ms because t hey l ack t he abi l i t y .

Al l t hese f or mul at i ons ar e f or mul at i ons ensui ng f r om t he obj ect i vat i ng use

of a r ef l exi ve t heor y . Thus, what I amsayi ng, i n a sense, i s t hat Haber mas' s

st r i ngent r est r i ct i ons upon t he obj ect i vat i ng use of r ef l exi ve t heor i es appl y t o

hi s own t heor y' s f or mul at i ons of such r est r i ct i ons . I f Haber mas says t hat

pr axi s engagi ng i n t he st r at egi c act i on of cl ass st r ugl e i s bound t o l ack

t heor et i cal j ust i f i cat i on, ei t her by r ei f yi ng a r ef l exi ve t heor y of emanci pat i on

or by i gnor i ng quest i ons of j ust i f i cat i ons, t hen t hese r est r i ct i ons appl y t o hi s

own t heor y, onl y f r omt he opposi t e poi nt of vi ew. Hi s t heor y t akes t he r i sk of

bei ng sel f - val i dat i ng and t hus suppr esses any i nt er nal dependence of i t s own

val i di t y upon pr axi s . I t i s not so di f f er ent f r om t he psychoanal yst ' s t heor y

whi ch, even f or Haber mas, r emai ns i nt act i n t er ms of i t s most gener al f eat ur es

no mat t er how l i t t l e or how much a pat i ent ( cl i ent ) par t i ci pat es i n t he pr ocess

of i t s val i dat i on . The onl y aspect of t he t heor y open t o cor r ect i on, by ei t her

accept ance or r ej ect i on by t he pat i ent , ar e t he conj ect ur es whi ch ar e

i nt er pr et at i ons der i ved f r om t he t heor y pr esent ed by t he anal yst . But t he

t heor y i t sel f i s not i n quest i on .

Thus, t he f or mul at i ons about cl ass st r uct ur e t o whi ch I al l uded above ar e

made when cr i t i cal t heor y pl aces i t sel f i n a posi t i on anal ogous t o t hat of t he

psychoanal yst ( r ol e- i dent i t y wi t h soci al cr i t i c) . The l at t er ant i ci pat es pat t er ns

of sel f - devel opment i n t hei r t ypi cal const el l at i ons of conf l i ct and of conf l i ct

r esol ut i on f r om t he poi nt of vi ew of a gener al t heor y of ear l y chi l dhood

soci al i sat i on pr ocesses . As f or t he anal yst i n Haber mas' s account s, t hese

ant i ci pat i ons ar e t ent at i ve, however st r ongl y evi denced i nduct i vel y, unt i l t he
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pat i ent accept s and makes hi s or her own t he i nt er pr et i ve suggest i ons made by

t he anal yst .

Thus, t he el abor at i on of t he genesi s and l ogi c of wor l d vi ews and t he

i mpossi bi l i t y of not - l ear ni ng 42 as consi der ed i n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s and " The

Reconst r uct i on of Hi st or i cal Mat er i al " 43 ar e ant i ci pat or y f or mul at i ons on a

gener al t heor et i cal l evel whose t r ut h ul t i mat el y depends upon t he consent of

t hose about whomt hey ar e f or mul at ed . That i s, t hei r t r ut h depends upon

member s' r ecogni t i on of t hemsel ves i n t he pr oj ect i on of an evol ut i onar y

hi st or y whi ch t hey ar e wi l l i ng t o acknowl edge as t hei r own .

I i nt er pr et Haber mas' s di st i nct i on bet ween soci al i nt egr at i on and syst ems

i nt egr at i on i n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s as a f ur t her var i at i on upon t hi s t heme, f i r st

made f ul l y t hemat i c i n Knowl edge and Human I nt er est . ° ° I al so vi ew i t as

Haber mas' s ar duous and bel abour ed ef f or t t o ar r i ve at a cl ar i f i cat i on of t he

r el at i on of t heor y and pr axi s - a r el at i on whi ch, on t he one hand, i s t o avoi d

t he consequences of an i nst r ument al use of Mar xi an t heor y ; and, on t he ot her

hand, i s t o r et ai n t he capabi l i t y of t heor i zi ng so as t o gi ve a compr ehensi ve

t heor y of a soci et y as Mar x i nt ended i t , whi l e al so addr essi ng a speci f i c

hi st or i cal si t uat i on and act or s i n i t who can make t he t heor y t hei r own i n or der

t o di r ect t hei r act i on .

My vi ew i s t hat t hi s t heor et i cal pr ogr am cont ai ns i ncompat i bl e el ement s

and t hat somet hi ng wi l l have t o gi ve . I f t he t heor y r emai ns compr ehensi ve,

t hen a si t uat i on- speci f i c under st andi ng of a l i ber at i ng pr axi s wi l l di sappear

f r om i t s pur vi ew. The t heor y woul d, t her ef or e, i nvi t e i nst r ument al use and

l ose i t s sel f - r ef l ect i ve, cr i t i cal char act er ; i f , i nst ead, t he t heor y r ecogni ses t he

pr i or i t y of pr act i ce, t hen i t must gi ve up any cl ai m t o t he possi bi l i t y of

enl i ght eni ng t hat pr act i ce by br i ngi ng bef or e i t a compl et e set of obj ect i ve

condi t i ons, t he knowl edge of whi ch coul d t hen or i ent pr act i ce i n t he most

def i ni t e way . I n ot her wor ds, I deny t hat Haber mas can f i t t he non-

obj ect i vat i ng, her meneut i cal i nt ent i ons of t he t heor y, whi ch br i ng i t cl oser t o

pr act i ce t han i t s ot her el ement s, i nt o one f r amewor k wi t h t he obj ect i vat i ng

el ement s ai mi ng at a t heor y of soci al evol ut i on .

I shal l at t empt t o pr ovi de some i l l ust r at i ons f or t hese cr i t i cal consi der at i ons

by br i ef l y exami ni ng Haber mas' s di st i nct i on bet ween soci al and syst ems

i nt egr at i on i n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s and what he says about t he advocacy r ol e of

cr i t i cal t heor y .

But bef or e I do so, I want t o l ook at a f ur t her aspect of Haber mas' s t heor y

pr ogr am, as f or mul at ed i n t he i nt r oduct i on t o Theor v and Pr act i ce . I t i s t he

di st i nct i on bet ween sel f - r ef l ect i on and r at i onal r econst r uct i ons . 41 " Sel f -

r ef l ect i on l eads t o i nsi ght s due t o t he f act t hat what pr evi ousl y has been

unconsci ous ( t he i deol ogi cal det er mi nant s of act i on) i s made consci ous i n a

manner r i ch i n pr act i cal consequences . Anal yt i c i nsi ght s i nt er vene i n l i f e . " 46

" Reconst r uct i ons deal wi t h anonymous r ul e syst ems, whi ch any subj ect s can
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compl y wi t h, i nsof ar as t hey have acqui r ed t he cor r espondi ng compet ence

wi t h r egar d' t o t hemsel ves . Reconst r uct i ons t hus do not encompass

subj ect i vi t y, t he exper i ence of r ef l ect i on . " 47 " They onl y cont r i but e t o t he

t heor et i cal devel opment of sel f - r ef l ect i on, whi ch has a mer el y i ndi r ect r el at i on

t o t he emanci pat or y i nt er est of knowl edge . " 48 Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s, I cl ai m, i s a

book whi ch onl y cont r i but es t o t hi s l at t er t ask . I n doi ng so, i t i s not at al l a

pol i t i cs i n t he sear ch of t he pol i t i cal , 49 nor does i t achi eve a r e- pol i t i ci sat i on of

t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on as Schr oyer cl ai ms . s 0 For i t onl y shows t hat

per haps t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on can agai n be pol i t i ci zed, and, t hat t her e

ar e pr opi t i ous ci r cumst ances f or i t . Mor e t he book cannot say, si nce

ever yt hi ng el se i s a mat t er of doi ng, whi ch al so i nvol ves speaki ng ( but

r het or i cal and di scur si ve speech i n si t uat i ons of conf l i ct i n par t i cul ar , i . e . , t he

per f or mat i ve use of l anguage) . I t cannot be a pol i t i cs i n sear ch of t he pol i t i cal

unt i l i t has f ound an anchor age poi nt f or i t s pol i t i cs such as may be f ound i n

pr ot est and wi t hdr awal pot ent i al s among adol escent yout hs . s 1 Yet t hi s

anchor i ng poi nt i n pr axi s i s onl y poi nt ed t o f r om t he out si de and i s, t hus,

di scover ed i n an obj ect i vat i ng use of t he t heor y . Thus, agai n, Haber mas does

not speak f r om t he poi nt of vi ew of a si t uat ed pr axi s of l i ber at i on .

Haber mas i n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s onl y cont r i but es t o t he pol i t i cs of t heo-

r i zi ng, maki ng us consci ous of t heor i es as i deol ogi cal , and of r evi ewi ng, and

desi gni ng cr i si s t heor ems . I n maki ng cr i ses t hemat i c, cr i t i cal t heor y t r i es t o

showt hat t her e i s st i l l t he obj ect i ve possi bi l i t y of cr i ses . I t does not pr ove t hat

t her e i s or wi l l be a cr i si s . I t i s i mpor t ant t o not e, agai nst anyone f or whomi t i s

necessar y t o poi nt t o t hi s possi bi l i t y, a cr i si s of capi t al i sm. ( I n i t s t heor et i cal

f or mul at i on t hi s possi bi l i t y woul d al so t heor et i cal l y j ust i f y t he appl i cabi l i t y of

t he t er m` capi t al i st ' t o advanced i ndust r i al soci et i es) . The possi bi l i t y of cr i si s i s

onl y act ual l y poi nt ed out t o a syst ems t heor y denyi ng t hi s possi bi l i t y .

Haber mas does so by t ur ni ng syst ems t heor et i cal concept s t owar d t opi cs

whi ch syst ems t heor y at t empt s t o di scr edi t . For syst ems t heor y gener at es a

t er mi nol ogy whi ch al l ows i t t o t r eat soci et y as a whol e ( as a subj ect , as an

or gani sm, a sel f - r egul at i ng syst em) - cr i si s- st at es of whi ch can al ways be

compensat ed f or wi t h adapt i ve mechani sms . Cr i t i cal t heor y at t empt s t o

def eat i t on i t s own gr ounds . I t shows how t her e ar e l i mi t s t o t hese adapt i ve

capaci t i es of syst ems i nt egr at i on, and wher e cr i si s wi l l emer ge f r omt he poi nt

of vi ew of an anal ysi s maki ng syst ems i nt egr at i on t hemat i c . Yet cr i si s,

even t he cr i si s of a soci et y i n i t s t ot al i t y, cannot be ar t i cul at ed mer el y f r omt hi s

per spect i ve . I t i s al so t o be made t hemat i c i n t er ms of soci al i nt egr at i on . How

does t hi s i nt egr at i on become possi bl e? Haber mas makes t hese cl ai ms i n

Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s . Appeal i ng t o t he pr e- sci ent i f i c use of t he concept ` cr i si s, '

he says : i n or di nar y usage " t he cr i si s cannot be separ at ed f r omt he vi ewpoi nt

of t he one under goi ng i t , " and f ur t her " Onl y when member s of a soci et y

exper i ence st r uct ur al al t er at i ons as cr i t i cal f or cont i nued exi st ence and f eel
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t hei r soci al i dent i t y t hr eat ened can we speak of cr i si s . " 5 z Thus t he concept of

soci al i nt egr at i on can onl y be made t hemat i c by r ef er ence t o member s'

knowl edge of i t . Yet i n hi s ` of f i ci al ' i nt r oduct i on of t he concept ( suggest i ng

how i t woul d be empl oyed i n t heor et i cal cont ext ) , Haber mas gl osses over a

f ul l expl i cat i on of t he not i on of soci al i nt egr at i on by r ef er ence t o member s'

pr e- t heor et i cal mast er y of i t . He says :

We speak of soci al i nt egr at i on i n r el at i on t o t he syst ems

of i nst i t ut i ons i n whi ch speaki ng and act i ng subj ect s ar e

soci al l y r el at ed . Soci al syst ems ar e seen her e as l i f e wor l ds

whi ch ar e symbol i cal l y st r uct ur ed . What becomes

t hemat i c her e, ar e ` nor mat i ve st r uct ur es bot h as val ues

and i nst i t ut i ons of soci et y . ' 53

Event s t hen ar e t o be anal yzed i n t er ms of " dependency on f unct i ons of

soci al i nt egr at i on" whi l e " t he non- nor mat i ve component s of t he syst em ser ve

as l i mi t i ng condi t i ons . " 54 Haber mas cl ai ms t hat her e he i s pur sui ng a l i f e- wor l d

per spect i ve . Yet t he cl ai m i s not so . For nowher e does Haber mas i nt r oduce as

a syst emat i c basi s of t heor i zi ng t he way i n whi ch cr i ses of soci al i nt egr at i on ar e

ar t i cul at ed by non- t heor et i ci ans . Yet hi s own per spect i ve r equi r es t hat t hei r

own ar t i cul at i on be deci si ve f or a st at ement about t he exi st ence of a cr i si s .

Nowher e does he show how subj ect s i n speaki ng and act i ng r el at e t hemsel ves

t o one anot her i n such a way t hat t her e can be i nst i t ut i ons whi ch r el at e

subj ect s soci al l y . 55 Thi s weakness i s so because Haber mas at once f ocusses on

a f eat ur e of our speaki ng ( not even our act i ng) whi ch we do not or di nar i l y

r ecogni ze or know about - t he f act t hat soci al r eal i t y consi st s i n r ecogni zed,

of t en count er - f act ual , val i di t y cl ai ms . 5 b The cr uci al i ssue her e i s what

r ecogni t i on woul d amount t o and why i t has t o be st at ed as a f eat ur e of soci al

r eal i t y . I t ake i t t hat such r ecogni t i on must be so st at ed because i t i s not

unequi vocal l y r ecogni zed .

What i s t he pr obl em?

1 . Haber mas makes soci al i nt egr at i on t hemat i c as i f one coul d onl y speak

about cr i ses when t her e ar e soci al member s who r ef er t o i t as t he st at e t hey ar e

i n - when t hey say t hey exper i ence i t or i ndi cat e t hey do, such t hat we can

i nt er pr et t hem as sayi ng i t . Thi s posi t i on coul d be i nt er pr et ed as a suggest i on

t o l i mi t t he t heor i st ' s, any soci al t heor i st ' s, cl ai ms t o what he can know about

cr i ses t o t he same knowl edge about cr i ses whi ch i s al r eady possessed by t hose

about whomhe t heor i zes .

2 . But gi ven Haber mas' s qual i f i cat i ons, t hi s i s not possi bl e. For ( a) he act ual l y

makes soci al i nt egr at i on and i t s br eakdown i n t he f or mof cr i ses onl y t hemat i c

i n t er ms of i nst i t ut i onal syst ems, " i n whi ch speaki ng and act i ng subj ect s ar e
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soci al l y r el at ed . " 51 He does not anal yse how t hose or gani zed i n i nst i t ut i ons

act ual l y make t hem ` t hi ngs' t o be or gani zed i nt o . I n t hi s sense, Haber mas

act ual l y mi sses t he l i f e wor l d per spect i ve . Fur t her mor e, ( b) he di scusses t he

nor mat i ve st r uct ur es as i f , appar ent l y, t hey can be anal ysed by t he

t heor et i ci an wi t hout r ef er ence t o how t hey ar e hel d t o be val i d by t hose

or i ent i ng t hemsel ves i n t er ms of t hem. Haber mas uses f unct i onal i st t er ms :

nor mat i ve st r uct ur es f unct i on as mai nt ai ni ng soci al consensus and i ndi vi dual

and soci al i dent i t y . Agai n, t he t heor et i ci an speaks, dr awi ng upon a

vocabul ar y and mode of anal ysi s whi ch i s not gr ounded i n t he l i f e- hi st or i cal

exper i ence and ar t i cul at i on of i ndi vi dual s and gr oups who ar e f aced wi t h a

cr i si s i n t er ms of t hei r own i nt er pr et i ve account s of i t . s 8

3 . Thus, Haber mas can speedi l y pr oceed t o l ook f or f ur t her and l of t i er t asks of

i nt egr at i on . Her e i t becomes t he t ask of i nt egr at i ng soci al i nt egr at i on and

syst ems- i nt egr at i on i n or der t o r econci l e t he never expl i cat ed but mer el y

ment i oned l i f e- wor l d per spect i ve wi t h a syst em per spect i ve, r ef er r i ng t o t he

st eer i ng per f or mances of a sel f - r egul at ed syst em - t hi s bei ng t he ot her

possi bl e f or mul at i on of soci et y as an obj ect of t heor et i cal i nspect i on . The

possi bi l i t y of a syst ems- t heor et i cal and f unct i onal - st r uct ur al anal ysi s of

syst ems st r uct ur es, sub- syst ems, cont r ol cent er s, et c. , I shal l l eave asi de . I t i s

obvi ous t hat , i n ar t i cul at i ng i t by f ol l owi ng and adj ust i ng Luhmann' s wor k t o

hi s pur poses, Haber mas does not pr opose t he ar t i cul at i on of a l i f e- wor l d

per spect i ve .

What I poi nt t o her e, however , i s t he f act t hat he has made a pr oper

ar t i cul at i on of t he l i f e- wor l d per spect i ve al most i mpossi bl e . He has

f or mul at ed t he i ssue of t he l i f e- wor l d i n such a way t hat not hi ng but t he t ask of

syst ems i nt egr at i on and soci al i nt egr at i on and t he i nt egr at i on of bot h i n one

t heor y can r esul t .

My r evi ew of and my cr i t i cal comment s about Haber mas' s f or mul at i on of

soci al i nt egr at i on as an i ssue f or cr i t i cal t heor y besi de and i n addi t i on t o a

concer n wi t h syst ems- i nt egr at i on was meant t o demonst r at e t wo t hi ngs :

1 . The t heor et i cal ar t i cul at i on of cr i si s whi ch cl ai ms t hat i t i t sel f i s dependent

upon t he ar t i cul at i on of a cr i si s si t uat i on by t hose under goi ng i t poi nt s t o t he

ver y cl ose connect i on bet ween soci al exper i ence and t heor et i cal r ef l ect i on at

whi ch cr i t i cal t heor y must ai m. I t i s anot her i l l ust r at i on of a poi nt made

t hr oughout . Haber mas ar t i cul at es t heor et i cal r ef l ect i on as wor k whi ch has

mer el y conj ect ur al cl ai ms t o t r ut h unt i l t hose about whomt he cl ai ms ar e made

consent t hat what t he t heor y says i s t r ue . They bot h must pl ay t he same

l anguage game . Yet i t cannot be t he l anguage of t heor y whi ch t hey bot h shar e.

Haber mas' s t heor et i cal ar t i cul at i on of cr i si s al so shows t hat an ar t i cul at i on

of syst ems i nt egr at i on r equi r es an ar t i cul at i on of pr obl ems of soci al

i nt egr at i on . What woul d be ent ai l ed by i t and shoul d be sai d about i t ? I shal l

come t o t hi s quest i on shor t l y .
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2 . Haber mas has di st or t ed t he i nt ent i ons of hi s t heor y . I n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s

he has anal ysed soci al i nt egr at i on as an aspect of syst ems i nt egr at i on or as a

sub- syst em ( i n t he l anguage of syst ems- t heor y) of t he cont r ol l i ng soci al syst em

i mper at i ves . Soci al i nt egr at i on t ur ns out t o be t he ` f unct i onal ' t ask of t he

soci o- cul t ur al syst em. I t suppl i es mot i vat i ons and l egi t i macy of cer t ai n ki nds .

Thus i t becomes mor e di f f i cul t t o see cr i t i cal t heor y as a r ef l exi ve t heor y, a

t heor y whi ch ai ms at t he exper i ence of r ef l ect i on as an exper i ence of t he

suspensi on and abol i t i on of r ei f i cat i on . Thi s di f f i cul t y ar i ses because soci al

i nt egr at i on pr obl ems ar e subor di nat ed t o a f or mul at i on of syst ems

i mper at i ves as or gani zat i onal pr i nci pl es of t he soci et y, whi ch can onl y

t hemsel ves be f or mul at ed i n t hei r abst r act char act er by abst r act i ng f r om t he

way i n whi ch t hey ar e i nt er pr et i vel y gener at ed i n si t uat i ons of i nt er act i on .

Wi t ness Haber mas' s l at est suggest i ons 59 t hat Mar x' s account of soci al

evol ut i on must be suppl ement ed by anal ysi ng t he or i gi n of capi t al i st

or gani sat i on not onl y i n t er ms of mode of pr oduct i on st r uct ur es def i ned

pr edomi nant l y i n cat egor i es of t he human r el at i on t o nat ur e i n wor k, but al so

i n t er ms of ki nshi p- or der s and t he evol ut i on of di scour se as a syst ems- l ear ni ng

mechani sm. Her e t he cat egor y of i nt er act i on, equal l y or i gi nal and

f undament al as t hat of l abour f or hi m, i s pr esent ed i n i t s r ei f i ed ver si on .

Haber mas does not r ef l ect on hi s own t heor y as a mode of i nt er act i on wi t h

soci et al act or s wher e bot h ar e ei t her subj ect t o and i nvol ved i n a shar ed

pr act i cal cont ext of communal l i f e f r om t he begi nni ng, or t r apped i n

ant agoni st i c st r uct ur es of exper i ence .

What r esul t s i s t hat Haber mas act ual l y r ef or mul at es cr i t i cal t heor y as a

whol e . I t becomes a t heor y of soci al evol ut i on, anal ysi ng t he change of

soci et i es over t he cour se of hi st or y i n t er ms of t he t r ansf or mat i on of t he

or gani zat i onal pr i nci pl es of t hese soci et i es ( a shor t hand or f or mul a- l i ke

f or mul at i on f or compl ex hi st or i cal st at es of af f ai r s) . I n ot her wor ds, cr i t i cal

t heor y as a t heor y of syst ems and soci al i nt egr at i on i s a r econst r uct i oni st

t heor y . I n f i ndi ng or gani zat i onal pr i nci pl es i t f i nds anonymous r ul e syst ems .

And, i n Haber mas' s wor ds, i t cont r i but es onl y i ndi r ect l y t o emanci pat i on . For

i t cont r i but es onl y t o t he t heor et i cal devel opment of sel f - r ef l ect i on, not t o t he

f or mul at i on of t he i nt er dependence of act i on and r ef l ect i on i n si t uat i ons of

act i on wher e we conduct our sel ves as doer s and speaker s, such t hat bot h

r epr esent our wi l l t o br i ng about somet hi ng . At t hi s poi nt , cr i t i cal t heor y i s an

obj ect i vat i ng t heor y, not a r ef l exi ve one .

But a def i ni t e cr i t i ci sm must be hel d i n abeyance unt i l we have exami ned

Haber mas' s pr oposal f or cr i t i cal t heor y, now no l onger i nt er pr et i ng i t as a

syst ems t heor y but as a r ef l exi ve t heor y . Thi s mat t er i s at i ssue when we

anal yse t he advocacy r ol e of cr i t i cal t heor y and t he model of t he suppr essi on

of t he i nt er est s capabl e of gener al i zat i on .
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D. The Advocacy Rol e of Cr i t i cal Theor y

The advocacy r ol e of cr i t i cal t heor y consi st s, Haber mas says, i n

ascer t ai ni ng gener al i zabl e, t hough never t hel ess sup-

pr essed i nt er est s i n a r epr esent at i vel y si mul at ed

di scour se bet ween gr oups t hat ar e di f f er ent i at ed f r omone

anot her by ar t i cul at ed, or at l east vi r t ual opposi t i on of

i nt er est s . 60

Such a si mul at ed di scour se can onl y have hypot het i cal r esul t s ( vi de my

pr ecedi ng di scussi on) , si nce pol i t i cal act or s, " havi ng t o account wi t h t hei r l i f e

hi st or i es f or new i nt er pr et at i ons of soci al needs" 61 ar e t he ones whose

conf i r mat i on of t he r esul t s of t he above- ment i oned di scour se i s deci si ve .

Yet , cr i t i cal t heor y i n assumi ng i t s advocacy r ol e does not ant i ci pat e t he

out come of t he di scour se . For bui l t i nt o i t i s t he model of t he suppr essi on of

t he gener al i zabl e i nt er est s . I t i s gui ded by t he quest i on :

How woul d t he member s of a soci al syst em, at a gi ven

st age i n t he devel opment of pr oduct i ve f or ms, have

col l ect i vel y and bi ndi ngl y i nt er pr et ed t hei r needs ( and

whi ch nor ms woul d t hey have accept ed as j ust i f i ed) i f t hey

coul d and woul d have deci ded on or gani zat i on of soci al

i nt er cour se t hr ough di scur si ve wi l l - f or mat i on, wi t h

adequat e knowl edge of t he l i mi t i ng condi t i ons and

f unct i onal i mper at i ves of t hei r soci et y?

The cr uci al phr ase i n t hi s passage, and t he one det er mi ni ng t he val i di t y of t he

" advocacy model " i s t hi s : " How woul d t he member s" have i nt er pr et ed t hei r

needs " i f t hey coul d and woul d have deci ded . . . " t hr ough di scur si ve wi l l -

f or mat i on . Thi s phr ase def i ni t el y i mpl i es t hat , so f ar , t hey have not

f or mul at ed t hei r wi l l i n t hi s f ashi on .

Cr i t i cal t heor y wi l l do i t f or t hemaccor di ng t o t he advocacy model . I t wi l l

do so :

l ) by ar t i cul at i ng i nt er est s whi ch ar e opposed ( sense unspeci f i ed) ,

2) by si mul at i ng t he di scour se r epr esent at i vel y ( t hi s phr ase r emai ns

unexpl ai ned, but i t must mean t hat ever yone' s demands can be ar t i cul at ed) ,

3) by pr ovi di ng adequat e knowl edge of l i mi t i ng condi t i ons,

4) by f i ndi ng suppr essed i nt er est and

5) by i dent i f yi ng t hese suppr essed i nt er est s as gener al i zabl e .
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Not e t hat , accor di ng t o t he pr emi se, t he i nt er est suppr essed i s an i nt er est

i n uni ver sal di scur si ve val i dat i on of soci al nor ms . For , so f ar , member s of

soci al syst ems have not and may not even have want ed t o deci de about t he

or gani zat i on of soci al i nt er cour se di scur si vel y .

The advocacy r ol e of cr i t i cal t heor y i s car r i ed out i n t er ms of t hi s pr emi se . I t

wi l l be r et r oact i vel y val i dat ed, shoul d i nt er est s be f ound whi ch can be

gener al i zed and whi ch ar e suppr essed . Yet , si nce t hi s ef f or t i t sel f has never

been made, except i n a cl ear l y l i mi t ed way, t he i nt er est whi ch i s gener al i zabl e

and has been suppr essed i s an i nt er est i n t he ver y di scour se whi ch wi l l

det er mi ne, cont i ngent upon i t s t ent at i ve compl et i on, gener al i zabl e yet

suppr essed i nt er est s .

I n ot her wor ds, t he concl usi on st at es what t he pr emi se st at es - i t i s not a

concl usi on . I t can si mpl y be st at ed i n t he f or m: " Ther e ar e gener al i zabl e, yet

suppr essed i nt er est s . " One can knowt hat t hese exi st because r ef l ect i on on t hi s

pr i nci pl e i s not al ways possi bl e at al l t i mes i n soci et y . Thus, si nce t hi s pr i nci pl e

i t sel f i s suppr essed, t her e ar e gener al i zabl e, yet suppr essed i nt er est s . Thi s of

cour se, ver y much sounds l i ke a ci r cul ar ar gument , unl ess we can i nt er pr et t he

t er ms " not al ways possi bl e" i n a way whi ch woul d war r ant t he i nt r oduct i on of

t he t er m " suppr essed" . Thi s t er m must be def i ned by r ef er ence t o what

can/ ought t o be gener al i zed, but i s not .

The ci r cul ar i t y of r easoni ng consi st s i n t he f ol l owi ng : t hat t he pr i nci pl e of a

di scur si ve val i dat i on of al l soci al nor ms i s suppr essed can be seen, accor di ng

t o Haber mas, when we not e t hat i t cannot be appl i ed whenever and wher ever

we t hi nk i t i s necessar y . I deal l y, i t shoul d al ways be possi bl e wi t h r espect t o

al l soci al nor ms t o r ender t hem pr obl emat i c . Yet why shoul d or ought i t be

possi bl e? Thi s possi bi l i t y r equi r es t he i nvocat i on of an i deal si t uat i on of

di scour se as a nor m. bz Ther ef or e, t he ver y pr i nci pl e whi ch i s suppr essed must

al so be r ecogni zed and t hus f ound not t o be suppr essed . What i s suppr essed

makes t he r ecogni t i on of suppr essi on possi bl e . Thi s r easoni ng i s not a vi ci ous

ci r cl e f or Haber mas, because pecul i ar t o an i deal si t uat i on of speech i s t hat i t

hi nt s at a f or m of l i f e whi ch, as yet , escapes our concept ual gr asp i n most

r espect s . Such speech does not escape t o t he ext ent t hat t he f or mal f eat ur es of

l anguage, even t hough t hey ar e di al ogue const i t ut i ve uni ver sal s) , show t he

possi bi l i t y of conceal i ng t he pr i nci pl e i n t hei r act ual use .

What i s i t t hat we need i n or der t o f i l l i n what Haber mas has l ef t

unexpl ai ned or undef i ned? I t i s knowl edge of t he concr et e empi r i cal and

hi st or i cal condi t i ons under whi ch soci al nor ms wi l l usual l y be det er mi ned .

Thi s poi nt i s not t he same as sayi ng t hat I t ake t he t heor y of gener al i zabl e

i nt er est s t o be val i d and ammer el y l ooki ng f or a possi bi l i t y of appl i cat i on . I

amsayi ng t hat i t s val i di t y i t sel f and a f or t i or i t he val i di t y of i t s out comes

( whi ch Haber mas says ar e hypot het i cal ) ar e dependent upon an i nt er pr et at i on

of such t er ms as not al ways possi bl e ( as i n t he phr ase : " r ef l ect i on on t hi s as a
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pr i nci pl e i s not al ways possi bl e at al l t i mes i n soci et y" ) . For what coul d t hey

mean? They coul d mean - " not possi bl e" because t her e i s use of pol i t i cal

f or ce or psychol ogi cal r epr essi on, et c . But t hey coul d al so mean - t her e ar e

t i me const r ai nt s whi ch obt ai n as l ong as human bei ngs exi st as t empor al

bei ngs or as or gani sms ; or whi ch exi st as l ong as peopl e have ot her i nt er est s

t han an i nt er est i n di scour se, as t hey ar e bound t o have .

But , per haps one coul d ar gue t hat t hese obj ect i ons ar e al l pedant i c, si nce

Haber mas i s onl y f or mul at i ng a soci al i deal . Two t hi ngs wi l l be sai d i n r epl y t o

t hi s obj ect i on :

1) What does Haber mas mean by a soci al i deal ? He means somet hi ng whi ch i s

ver y si mi l ar t o t he pr act i cal or gani zat i on of enl i ght enment as a pol i t i cal act ,

al t hough i t i s l ess t han pol i t i cal act i on of t he ki nd whi ch even he deems

possi bl e - an exper i ment at i on wi t h t he l i mi t s of l at e capi t al i sm. The

advocacy r ol e of cr i t i cal t heor y i s, i n ot her wor ds, i t s mode of bei ng pol i t i cal .

Yet i t has not come ar ound t o speaki ng pol i t i cal l y . For t her e i s so much mor e

t o know . . .

2) Haber mas' s ar gument coul d per haps be r emedi ed i f we i nt r oduce t he

concept of a ( soci al ) " nor m" r at her t han " i nt er est . " Thus we woul d not speak

of gener al i zabl e i nt er est s, but of gener al i zabl e nor ms . But how woul d t hat

make sense? For nor ms, i f not uni ver sal , ar e somet hi ng gener al l i ke pr i nci pl es .

And t he i nt er est i n t he uni ver sal i zat i on of di scour se i s i t sel f an i nt er est i n a

pr i nci pl e . Wher e woul d i t come f r om? I t woul d ar i se i n a r ef l ect i on upon

pr i nci pl es, i t sel f subj ect t o t he r ul es i n whi ch t he i nt er est i n t he gener al i zat i on

of i nt er est s woul d t ake an i nt er est , on t he basi s of a di scour se compl et ed or

near l y compl et e . Thus, t hi s ar gument does not hel p ei t her . I n ot her wor ds,

Haber mas' s ar gument t r eat s t he model of suppr essed yet gener al i zabl e

i nt er est s as one whi ch can be t heor et i cal l y const r uct ed ; as i f t her e wer e no

soci al gr oups who al r eady have ar t i cul at ed demands f or r ecogni t i on of t hei r

i nt er est s and of whi ch t hey can r i ght l y bel i eve must be r ecogni zed at l east

as mor al l y j ust i f i abl e. For i t i s cl ear , l et us say, t o t he poor or t o t he di s-

advant aged, t hat ot her s, bet t er of f , do not want t o be i n t hei r posi t i on . 63

Thus Haber mas' s pr i nci pl e i s usel ess unl ess he addr esses concr et e demands
and shows, i n concr et e cases, t hat t he pr i nci pl e does i n f act appl y . But t hen i t

woul d have t o be f or mul at ed di f f er ent l y . Rat her t han st at i ng t hat t her e ar e

i nt er est s whi ch cannot be gener al i zed, t he pr i nci pl e woul d have t o say t hat

t her e ar e some i nt er est s whi ch deser ve mor e r ecogni t i on t han ot her i nt er est s .

I n t he case r ef er r ed t o i n t he pr evi ous par agr aph, t he pr i nci pl e woul d have t o
consi der t he f act ual ci r cumst ance t hat t he bei ng bet t er of f of t hose bet t er of f
does not , i n f act , i ncr ease t he wel f ar e of t hose l ess wel l of f . Thus Haber mas

makes t he er r or of addr essi ng a pr i nci pl e i n i t s most abst r act f or m. He does
not engage i n mor al , pr act i cal , or pol i t i cal di scour se, or even cr i t i que . He

const r ues a r ul e f or an i deal soci et y and ar gues on t hei r own l evel of
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abst r act i on agai nst t heor i es whi ch r ef use t o r ecogni ze such a r ul e .

Thus, what i s sai d her e i s t hat di scour se t akes an i nt er est i n di scour se . The

i nt er est r at i onal agent s can have, once t hey r ecogni ze an i deal si t uat i on of

di scour se as a nor m, i s onl y an i nt er est i n t he cont i nuat i on of t hat si t uat i on .

Our pr obl em her e i s t hat Haber mas has f or mul at ed a nor m whi ch i s not

appl i cabl e t o act i on as such . We can never j udge t he pr i nci pl e i n t er ms of i t s

consequences f or act i on .

I have al r eady ar gued t hat cr i t i cal t heor y cannot si mpl y be a

r econst r uct i oni st t heor y r econst r uct i ng anonymous r ul e syst ems . Yet i n t he

consi der at i on of t he advocacy r ol e of cr i t i cal t heor y, t he model i s out l i ned i n

t er ms of t he cr i t er i a devel oped f or t he r econst r uct i on of anonymous r ul es.

I nst ead of i nspect i ng cases wher e soci al nor ms ar e r ender ed pr obl emat i c by

demands f or par t i ci pat i on i n t he det er mi nat i on of t hose soci al nor ms,

Haber mas i nvent s an abst r act f or mul a appl i cabl e t o al l such demands but not

r ef l ect i ng any one of t hem i n par t i cul ar .

Agai n, Haber mas i s t r apped i n an obj ect i vi st f or m of r ef l ect i on, t he ver y

t hi ng agai nst whi ch he ar gues, when he ar gues agai nst st r at egi c act i on on t he

basi s of a r ef l exi ve t heor y . He does pr ot ect hi msel f suf f i ci ent l y agai nst an

obj ect i vi st use of hi s t heor y i n st r at egi c act i on, I bel i eve . But he does not

pr event or , r at her , he pr ovokes an obj ect i vi st under st andi ng of hi s t heor y .

Such an under st andi ng can har dl y be avoi ded because Haber mas does not

pr ovi de one i nst ance of act ual r ef l ect i ng on a par t i cul ar soci al nor m. Thi s

obj ect i on appl i es al t hough Haber mas does i n f act speak of i nst ances wher e

pr esent l y oper at i ve nor ms may cr umbl e, e . g . , when he r ef er s t o a possi bl e

br eakdown of per f or mance - or achi evement - i deol ogy, b 4 or when he

poi nt s t o t he r el at i on bet ween pol i t i cal - admi ni st r at i ve pl anni ng and demands

f or par t i ci pat i on .

But al l t hese mat t er s, as wel l as t he i ssue of a cl ass st r uct ur e whi ch i s kept

l at ent , ar e appr oached i ndi r ect l y, obj ect i vi st i cal l y- i nor der t oi ndi cat e cr i si s

zones, not t o j ust i f y t hese demands or br eakdowns mor al l y or mor al l y-

pol i t i cal l y . Thus Haber mas does not pr ovi de an et hi cal or a pr act i cal - pol i t i cal

ar gument agai nst cl ass st r uct ur e . Thi s omi ssi on i s damagi ng i n hi s case,

because hi s t heor y cr eat es t he expect at i on of such an ar gument . Rat her , he

r ef or mul at es some cl assi cal Mar xi st ar gument s . He r ef i nes one or t he ot her

cr i t er i on f or t he exi st ence of cl ass and t akes cl assi cal cr i t er i a f or gr ant ed . But

he does not gi ve a cr i t i que of cl ass soci et y, al t hough he sounds as i f he does . He

woul d be bet t er of f , I bel i eve, wer e he t o ar gue i n t er ms of pr i nci pl es, of an

et hi cal ki nd on t he one hand, or i n t er ms of an hi st or i cal anal ysi s of cr i si s

t endenci es on t he ot her . At t he moment , hi s wor k i s ambi guous and t he

i nt r oduct i on of t he i dea of l i ngui st i c et hi cs or communi cat i on et hi csbs

conf uses mat t er s f ur t her . The i dea gi ves t he i l l usi on of a her meneut i cal

appr oach wher e t her e i s none . For such an appr oach woul d r equi r e t hat one

3 0



HABERMAS' S RETREAT

r ef l ect i n t er ms of hi st or i cal l y cont i ngent si t uat i ons whi ch set t he cont ext f or

r ef l ect i on, whi l e i n t he cont ext i t sel f t hese condi t i ons ar e not obj ect i vi st i cal l y

avai l abl e .

Haber mas hi nt s t hat t hi s i s what i s t o be done when he says ( a) t hat t he

model of suppr essed gener al i zabl e i nt er est s shows t he f unct i onal necessi t y of

i deol ogy and t he l ogi cal possi bi l i t y onl y of i t s cr i t i que, b 6 and when he st at es ( b)

t he i nj ust i ce of t he r epr essi on of gener al i zabl e i nt er est s can be r ecogni zed i n

t he cat egor i es of t he i nt er pr et i ve syst em obt ai ni ng at t he t i me . 6 ' But he f ai l s t o

see t hat a cr i t i que of i deol ogi es cannot be made pl ausi bl e by showi ng i t s

l ogi cal possi bi l i t y . Such an at t empt pr esupposes what i t i s t o show, t hat an

i nt er est i n uni ver sal di scour se i s suppr essed .

E. The Pr obl emat i c Char act er of Soci al and Pol i t i cal Theor i si ng

i n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s

I am t her ef or e chal l engi ng t he vi ew t hat ar gument s f or a cr i t i que of

i deol ogi es can be devel oped i n a t heor y of cr i si s ( of l at e capi t al i sm) . For t he

i ssue i s not t o show ei t her t he hi st or i cal / pol i t i cal or t he l ogi cal possi bi l i t y of

t hi s cr i t i que, but i t s mor al j ust i f i abi l i t y and i t s pr agmat i c vi abi l i t y . Bot h ar e

mi ssed when one appr oaches cr i t i que i n t er ms of a cr i si s anal ysi s al t hough

each on di f f er ent gr ounds and i n di f f er ent ways . The var i ous aspect s of a

def ense of a cr i t i que of i deol ogi es whi ch Haber mas at t empt s t o combi ne

cannot be br ought t oget her wi t hout one el ement of t he j ust i f i cat i on and/ or

anal ysi s ( hi st or i cal - pol i t i cal ) l osi ng out . Thi s l oss becomes, per haps, even

cl ear er when we l ook at Haber mas' s comment s about Mar x i n Legi t i mat i on

Cr i si s and r el at ed wr i t i ngs .

Let us assume t hat somet hi ng l i ke t he pr ol et ar i at exi st s and omi t al l t he

di f f i cul t i es i nvol ved i n " demonst r at i ng" i t s exi st ence . For Haber mas,

i dent i f i cat i on wi t h t he oppr essed cl ass' s wi l l t o f r ee i t sel f i s based on " pr e-

t heor et i cal exper i ences, t hat i s, on ' par t i sans hi p, ' 68 unl ess we have ar r i ved at

t hat commi t ment on t he basi s of t he r ef l ect i on di scussed so f ar .

Yet Haber mas does not vi ew Mar x' s commi t ment t o t he i ndust r i al wor ki ng

cl ass as havi ng come about i n j ust t hat way, as we not i ce when we f ol l ow hi s

f or mul at i ons i n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s . He says :

I n hi s i ngeni ous exami nat i on of t he t wof ol d char act er of

commodi t i es, Mar x has const r uct ed t he r el at i on of

exchange and i n i t t he st eer i ng mechani smof t he mar ket

as a r ef l exi ve r el at i onshi p . 69 -

I n doi ng so, Haber mas has not onl y at t empt ed t o expl ai n how t he economi c
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pr ocess of capi t al i sm wor ks, but havi ng anal ysed i t s st eer i ng mechani sms ; he

has al so at t empt ed t o account f or cl ass ant agoni sm as a di vi ded et hi cal

t ot al i t y, i . e . , t he soci et y as a di vi ded communi t y . The di vi si on i s t o be

expl i cat ed i n t er ms of t he devel opment and/ or di sr upt i on of mor al pr act i cal

consci ousness .

Speaki ng i n t er ms of a st r at egy of r esear ch - t he l abour t heor y of val ue f or

exampl e - per mi t s t he depi ct i on of pr obl ems of syst ems i nt egr at i on on t he

l evel of soci al i nt egr at i on . St r uct ur es of i nt er subj ect i vi t y, i nt er act i on

cont ext s, and t he f or mat i on of col l ect i ve and i ndi vi dual i dent i t i es ar e r eached

t hr ough t he anal ysi s of syst ems- st r uct ur es . I n Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s, Haber mas

says of Mar x : " Pr oposi t i ons f ol l owi ng f r oma t heor y of cont r adi ct or y capi t al

accumul at i on can be t r ansf or med i nt o act i on t heor et i c assumpt i ons of t he

t heor y of cl asses . " 70 Mar x per mi t s t he possi bi l i t y of r et r ansl at i ng economi c

pr ocesses et c . , i nt o soci al pr ocesses among cl asses . Ther ef or e Mar x' s t heor y

can be seen as bot h a t heor y of t he syst em cr i si s of capi t al i sm and as a t heor y

f or mul at ed f r om t he l i f e- wor l d per spect i ve, as t he ar t i cul at i on of cl ass

ant agoni smi n t er ms of t he exper i enced vi ct i mi sat i on of t he pr ol et ar i at and i n

t er ms of i t s i ni t i al st eps t owar ds a pol i t i cs of emanci pat i on . Thus, whi l e t he

t heor y i s obj ect i ve on t he syst ems- l evel , i t becomes par t i san and commi t t ed t o

a pr act i cal / pol i t i cal poi nt - of - vi ew made out by t he t heor y as t he necessar y one,

when syst ems- l evel descr i pt i ons ar e r et r ansl at ed i nt o pr oposi t i ons asser t ed by

a cr i t i que of i deol ogi es . Mor eover , t he l at t er cl ai ms t he compet ence of

r ef l ect i ve penet r at i on of syst ems- l evel descr i pt i ons by descr i bi ng t he

f unct i oni ng pr ocesses not as nat ur al event s but as event s whi ch ar e mai nt ai ned

by bel i ef s whi ch ar e i deol ogi cal . For syst ems- l evel descr i pt i ons descr i be

somet hi ng as havi ng " t he obj ect i vi t y of nat ur al event s" whi ch act ual l y can be

al t er ed by pr act i cal r ef l ect i on .

Apar t f r om Haber mas' s obser vat i ons about t he l i mi t s of Mar x' s pr oposed

pr ogr am of syst ems anal ysi s and pr act i cal l y commi t t ed r ef l ect i ve and

emanci pat or y cr i t i que, t her e i s a not i ceabl e gap i n hi s account . That gap can

be shown i n t he f ol l owi ng quest i ons :

1 . Wher e does t he syst em- l evel descr i pt i on or i gi nat e? I n t he pr act i cal

exper i ence of t he vi ct i mi zed gr oup i t sel f ? Thi s expl anat i on i s not pl ausi bl e .

For t he pr ol et ar i at seems t o be i n need of an anal yt i cal , compr ehensi ve and

sci ent i f i c t heor y . 2 . Does a syst ems- l evel descr i pt i on l ead t o a pr act i cal

commi t ment of i t s own accor d? Thi s possi bi l i t y i s doubt f ul . For t hen t he

r et r ansl at i on al l uded t o above woul d not be necessar y . 3 . I n t er ms of what

consi der at i ons i s t he r et r ansl at i on r equi r ed and how does t he commi t ment of

t he t heor y t o t he i mput ed poi nt of vi ew of t he pr ol et ar i at come about ?

Thi s l at t er woul d be a cr uci al quest i on . For her e t he di f f er ence bet ween a

bl at ant l y i nst r ument al i st concept i on and a ` humani st ' one woul d emer ge . The
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bl at ant l y i nst r ument al i st one woul d be as f ol l ows . A syst ems- anal ysi s shows

t hat t her e wi l l be cr i si s . One must i dent i f y wi t h t hose who wi l l emer ge as t he

domi nant f or ce . But why, l i ke Mar x and Haber mas, must one do so, gi ven

t hat one may never wi t ness t he ar r i val of t he cr i si s?

At t hi s poi nt , a t heor y sear chi ng f or pr act i cal commi t ment woul d coi nci de

wi t h t he humani st concept i on of t he necessi t y of i dent i f i cat i on wi t h t he

pr ol et ar i at . I t woul d have t o be based on a mor al obl i gat i on, f or mul at ed as an

unconvent i onal et hi cal code and suppor t ed by a t ent at i ve, yet never f ul l y

el abor at ed, t heor y of hi st or y as wel l as by pr udent i al consi der at i ons . I t woul d

al ways have t o t ake t he f ol l owi ng f or m: gi ven t hat expl oi t at i on i s i nhuman

and t hat i t has var yi ng f or ms and gi ven t hat ci r cumst ances X t o Y exi st , what

ought we do and what can we do, when we do not mer el y act i n t er ms of sel f -

i nt er est ? The ` we' ar e t he t heor et i ci ans - ' we, ' Mar x, Haber mas et al . , - not

t he pr ol et ar i at , f or whom et hi cal i mper at i ves, necessi t i es of sur vi val , and/ or

desi r e f or sel f - r espect happen t o coi nci de, t o be col l apsi bl e under cer t ai n

condi t i ons i nt o one ur ge .

Haber mas conf uses t he i ssue once mor e . He sees Mar x as a syst ems-
t heor et i ci an and a t heor i st of cl ass act i on who r ef or mul at es syst ems-
cat egor i es i nt o cat egor i es of soci al i nt er act i on or soci al i nt egr at i on . But he
f ai l s t o ment i on i n hi s account of Mar x and i n hi s own account of l at e

capi t al i sm t hat act i on- t heor et i c cat egor i es i ncl ude mor al pr i nci pl es or , at

l east , a vi si on of a di f f er ent l i f e, t he concr et e cont ent of whi ch woul d var y wi t h

cr i cumst ances . I t can onl y be f or mul at ed by r ef er ence t o t he exper i ences of

t hose who have no such way of l i f e avai l abl e but who know i n some r espect s

t hat ot her s do . Haber mas never anal yses soci al i nt egr at i on or communi cat i ve
i nt er act i on ( as di st i nct f r om st r at egi c act i on) i n t er ms of t he f or mul at i on of

mor al and pol i t i cal cl ai ms i n pr agmat i c cont ext s of act i on . I n doi ng so one

coul d see t hat pr act i cal r easoni ng or di scour se cont ai ns el ement s of mor al

j ust i f i cat i on as wel l as of st r at egi c- pr agmat i c cal cul at i on . One set s l i mi t s t o t he
ot her . Fur t her mor e, t he not i on of an i deal si t uat i on of di scour se i s pr obabl y

super f l uous . Thi s i deal i s t oo ambi t i ous t o sol ve pr act i cal di l emmas and t oo

pal e t o gi ve a power f ul , act i on- mot i vat i ng i mage of ut opi an f ul f i l l ment . I t i s

pr act i cal l y i mpot ent . Shoul d we wi sh t o make use of i t , we woul d have t o

i nt r oduce some concr et e soci al nor msuch as t he deni al of cer t ai n sat i sf act i ons

or of par t i ci pat i on r i ght s . Haber mas' s i deal seems t o i gnor e t he si t uat ed and
occasi oned nat ur e of human act i vi t y and t al k . I t l eaves us wher e we ar e .

Her e one best r et ur ns t o some of Haber mas' s ear l i er pr obl ems, such as t he
di st i nct i on bet ween pr act i cal quest i ons and t echni cal ones . Fr om her e, one

coul d wor k one' s way up once mor e and l eave syst ems- t heor y asi de . For t he

expl i cat i on of communi cat i on i n ever day l i f e i s st i l l want i ng . As yet , we do not
have a t heor y, or anyt hi ng l i ke i t , whi ch coul d r epr esent f or us how quest i ons of

j ust i f i cat i on ar i se i n t he cont ext of dai l y del i ber at i on and act i on, quest i ons
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concer ni ng t he j ust i f i cat i on of cl ai ms about t he best l i f e t hat peopl e mi ght l i ve .

Yet a t heor y, or at l east an out l i ne of i t , i s needed t o r epr esent t o us

per spi cuous exampl es of t he ki nd of r easoni ng i nvol ved i n t he di scussi on of

such cl ai ms i n dai l y del i ber at i on and exampl es of t he ef f ect s t he i nt r usi on of

t echni cal and exper t knowl edge has had on t hese pr ocesses of del i ber at i on . 71

Once t hese i ni t i al st eps have been t aken, we may be i n a posi t i on t o di agnose

whet her , i ndeed ( as Haber mas f i r ml y bel i eves) , t he publ i c di scussi on of soci al

and pol i t i cal quest i ons has at r ophi ed, and t o di scer n t he cr i t er i a i n t er ms of

whi ch i t coul d be det er mi ned t hat t hi s has occur r ed . We woul d know t hat

pr act i cal i nt er vent i ons t o count er act ` depol i t i ci zat i on' can be i ni t i at ed f or

good pr act i cal r easons . A r evi t al i sat i on of t he ` publ i c spher e' woul d not

necessar i l y amount t o a sci ent i sat i on of pol i t i cs or of publ i c opi ni on ei t her . I t

coul d i nst ead be t he r ehabi l i t at i on of a pr act i cal r easoni ng whi ch i s si t uat i on-

bound and cont ext - speci f i c, over agai nst t he t echnocr at i c uni ver sal i sm of

exper t opi ni on .

I t i s doubt f ul t hat syst ems t heor y has el i mi nat ed pot ent i al f or t hi s pr act i cal

r easoni ng . I t i s equal l y doubt f ul t hat t he r eal i t i es of pol i t i cal l i f e even r emot el y

r esembl e t he pr oj ect i ons of a syst em- t heor y whi ch sees i t sel f as t he st eer i ng

and cont r ol cent r e of t he r at i onal i zat i on of publ i c admi ni st r at i on i n advanced

i ndust r i al soci et i es . For , af t er al l , t her e i s al r eady gr eat di st r ust of t he

bur eaucr at i c i nvasi on of t he pr i vat e spher e .

F. The Quest i on of Or gani zat i on and t he Obj ect i vat i ng Use

of Ref l exi ve ( Cr i t i cal ) Theor i es

I n r evi ewi ng Lukacs' s " Towar d a Met hodol ogy f or t he Pr obl em of

Or gani zat i on, " Haber mas addr esses t he r el at i onshi p bet ween t heor y and

or gani zat i onal i ssues, whi ch Lukacs had once f or mul at ed . Lukacs st at es t hat

f or pur e t heor y di ver se i nt er pr et at i ons can " assume t he f or m mer el y of

di scussi ons" wher e di f f er ences i n t he i nt er pr et at i on of t heor y l i ve si de by si de .

He t hen says, f or Mar xi st s, " ever y t heor et i cal di r ect i on . . . must i mmedi at el y

be t r ansf or med i nt o an or gani zat i onal i ssue, i f i t i s not t o r emai n mer e t heor y . "

Haber mas i nt er pr et s Lukacs t o mean t hi s : " Theor et i cal devi at i ons ar e

t her ef or e t o be i mmedi at el y subj ect ed t o sanct i ons on t he or gani zat i onal

l evel . " 7 z Haber mas want s t o say t hat t he t r ut h of t heor i es must be t est abl e

i ndependent l y of whet her t hey ar e usef ul or whet her cer t ai n di scour ses ar e

pr epar at or y f or act i on . He st at es t hat Lukacs does not r ecogni ze t he

aut onomy of t heor et i cal r ef l ect i on . Ther ef or e, Lukacs can speak of t he Par t y

as act i ng r epr esent at i vel y f or t he masses wi t hout mer el y dependi ng on t hei r

spont anei t y .

Yet I amnot so cer t ai n t hat Lukacs coul d not be i nt er pr et ed di f f er ent l y . He
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seems t o pr opose t hat i n Mar xi st t heor y one can onl y det er mi ne t he val i di t y of
t heor et i cal pr oposi t i ons by i nt er pr et i ng t hemi n t er ms of t hei r pot ent i al f or t he
or gani zat i on of t he cl ass st r uggl e . What Haber mas obj ect s t o i s t he vi ew t hat
t he ver y necessi t y of t he cl ass st r uggl e - t he val i di t y of t hi s concept , and t he
descr i pt i ve account of a soci et y as bei ng a cl ass soci et y - ar e t hen r emoved
f r om t he spher e of di scur si ve and ot her t ypes of exami nat i on. The t heor y wi l l
be i nst r ument al l y used . The t heor et i ci an and par t y st r at egi st become one and
t he same . Sel f - cr i t i cal r ef l ect i on upon t he pr i nci pl es and t heor et i cal account s
whi ch have been bel i eved t o war r ant commi t ment t o cl ass st r uggl e i n t he f i r st

pl ace becomes i mpossi bl e .

Yet such a vi ew i s onl y one possi bl e i nt er pr et at i on of Luki cs' s cl ai m t hat
Mar xi st s must i nt er pr et t heor et i cal quest i ons as or gani sat i onal i ssues . For i t i s

qui t e concei vabl e t hat t he cl ai m t o t he uni t y of t heor y and pr axi s r equi r es t hat

ever y t heor et i cal quest i on be seen al so as an or gani sat i onal one . The meani ng

of ` or gani sat i on' woul d t hen be t he pr act i cal , exper i ment al t est i ng of t he
t heor y by t r yi ng t o enact cl ai ms f or t he need of emanci pat i on . Her e t he cl ai m
t o val i di t y of t he t heor y can onl y be est abl i shed i f i t pr oves i t sel f i n pr act i ce,
t hat i s, i f i t per mi t s t he i nt er pr et at i on of si t uat i ons pr act i cal l y encount er ed as
suscept i bl e t o an i nt er vent i oni st pr act i ce of some ki nd .

Haber mas comes t o hi s negat i ve concl usi ons about Luki cs, because he

seems t o adopt t he f ol l owi ng schema f or hi s i nt er pr et at i on of Mar xi sm:
l . Mar xi sm i s a gener al t heor y of soci et y, f or mul at ed as a t heor y of soci al
syst ems and t hei r evol ut i onar y hi st or y .

2 . The t heor y i s gui ded by pr act i cal i nt ent i ons di r ect i ng i t s at t ent i on t o l oci of

possi bl e emanci pat or y st r uggl e .

3 . These l ocat i ons of possi bl e st r uggl e can be made out i n advance on a
syst ems l evel di scour se by t he t heor y .

4 . Once t hi s has been done, a pr act i ce can be i ni t i at ed .

But , i n my vi ew, t hi s account of how a commi t ment t o emanci pat i on comes

about i s er r oneous . Thi s account r esul t s ( 1) f r om a pr eoccupat i on wi t h
cor r ect i ng Mar xi st t heor y, wi t h maki ng i t r espect abl e as a t heor y, and ( 2) an
over r eact i on t o vol unt ar i st pr act i ce ai mi ng at t he " over t hr ow of t he syst em. "

I n ot her wor ds, Haber mas expr esses doubt s t hat t her e can ever be

si mul t aneousl y a t heor y suf f i ci ent l y compr ehensi ve and det ai l ed t o war r ant
t he i nf er ence f or pr axi s t hat " t he syst em can be over t hr own, " or even t o
war r ant t he pr edi ct i on of what speci f i c syst em- t r ansf or mi ng ef f ect s par t i cul ar
t ypes of pr act i ce can have . He al so r ef uses t o sanct i on " r evol ut i onar y

pr act i ce" as Luki cs endor ses i t , because, f or Haber mas, i n hi s anal ysi s of l at e
capi t al i sm, one cannot be cer t ai n at al l of t he j ust i f i abi l i t y of i t s i nt er vent i oni st
i nt ent i ons unt i l one has a suf f i ci ent l y compr ehensi ve and det ai l ed t heor y .
How coul d we i nt er pr et Luki cs' s suggest i ons so t hat somet hi ng l ess menaci ng
r esul t s t han what Haber mas f i nds i n i t , and al so, t han what was made of i t i n
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t he hi st or y of Sovi et Mar xi sm?

I woul d suggest t hat one begi n wi t h a r ef l ect i on upon t he or i gi ns of a

pr act i cal commi t ment t o emanci pat i on and emanci pat or y st r uggl e . These

or i gi ns can onl y be f ound i n pr act i cal exper i ences whi ch t hen ar e i nt er pr et ed

i n t er ms of pr act i cal nor ms ent ai l i ng a cl ai m t o uni ver sal i t y . I n ot her wor ds,

i nst ead of begi nni ng wi t h a t heor y of t he uni ver sal nor ms i mpl i ci t l y r ecogni sed

by speaker s of nat ur al l anguages, one coul d begi n wi t h si t uat i ons i n whi ch t he

ef f or t t o devel op a di scour se about some t aken- f or - gr ant ed nor mi s f r ust r at ed .

Or one begi ns wi t h si t uat i ons i n whi ch nor ms and act i ons devi at e one f r omt he

ot her ( or ar e i nt er pr et ed as devi at i ng) as t hi s becomes vi si bl e t o someone or t o

a gr oup r ef l ect i ng on t hei r r el at i on . We have a par t i cul ar l y st r ong case f or t hi s

r ef l ect i on when t hese someones or t hi s gr oup ar e i n f act t ol d t hat t he act i ons i n

quest i on ar e appr opr i at el y sanct i oned by t he nor ms . I n al l t hese cases, i t

cannot be deni ed t hat any ef f or t t o ei t her pr obl emat i ze nor ms or t hei r r el at i on

t o act i ons mi ght be const r ued as i mpl i ci t l y appeal i ng t o somet hi ng l i ke an

i deal si t uat i on of di scour se .

But , t her e i s no r eason f or a t heor y whi ch i nt ends emanci pat i on pr act i cal l y,

and t hus, i n some sense, al so or gani zat i onal l y t o r equi r e t he expl i ci t st at ement

of an i deal si t uat i on of di scour se as a nor m. Women, f or exampl e, as I

di scussed i n t he i nt r oduct i on, ar gue t hat i n t he past and even now t hey have

been excl uded f r om most i mpor t ant ki nds of di scour se r egar di ng soci al

nor ms . Thi s excl usi on has been so ef f ect i ve because i n t he past i t was bel i eved

t hat women di d not have t o be consi der ed by t hemsel ves or because i t was

t aken f or gr ant ed t hat t hey wer e i ncl uded i n men' s di scour se, t hat men coul d

speak f or t hem. Dor ot hy Smi t h says about t he i ssue as i t ar i ses i n soci ol ogy :

" Soci ol ogi es of sex r ol es, of gender r el at i ons, of women, const i t ut e women as

t he obj ect of i nqui r y . I t never qui t e makes sense t o do a soci ol ogy of men, nor

i s i t cl ear how t hat woul d di f f er f r om t he soci ol ogy we do . " "

I t i s cl ear enough t hat Smi t h coul d appeal t o somet hi ng l i ke an i deal

si t uat i on of di scour se as a nor m, but does not need t o do so f or her pur poses .

She pr ef er s not t o . Why? Somet hi ng l i ke an i deal si t uat i on ( of di scour se) i s not

appeal ed t o as a nor m by Smi t h and many ot her t heor i st s anal yzi ng

phenomena of t he suppr essi on of par t i ci pat i on i n cul t ur al and i nt el l ect ual

di scour se because, i n t hei r vi ew, i t woul d not r eveal anyt hi ng one coul d not

al r eady see oper at i ve i n t he anal ysi s of t he suppr essi on of par t i ci pat i on and i n

t he cr i t i que of i t .

For women t o ar t i cul at e t hei r exper i ence of bei ng excl uded, f ur t her mor e, i s

not t he same as ar t i cul at i ng t hei r r i ght t o par t i ci pat i on, as l i ber al t heor y and,

i mpl i ci t l y, Haber mas woul d have i t . I t i s, r at her , t o f or mul at e howt hey need,

f or t hei r own sake, t he ar t i cul at i on of t hei r exper i ence, t hei r under st andi ng .

The whol e poi nt of t hi s ki nd of emanci pat or y anal ysi s coul d be l ost wer e i t t o

r ef er i t sel f r i ght at t he st ar t t o a uni ver sal i deal . For an emanci pat or y and
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cr i t i cal anal ysi s such as Smi t h' s i s not a t heor y pr ecedi ng t he pr act i cal

or gani zat i on of enl i ght enment or emanci pat i on . I t i s al r eady a ki nd of

pr act i cal r ef l ect i on, because i t achi eves t he expr essi on of what pr evi ousl y

coul d not be expr essed ( women' s sense of bei ng excl uded) .

Theor y and pr act i ce of emanci pat i on ar e one i n t hi s case, at l east i n so f ar as

women' s cr i t i que of academi c di sci pl i nes, or of t he or gani zat i on of knowl edge

i n t he pr of essi ons, r equi r es t hei r br i ngi ng t hemsel ves t o expr essi on, r equi r es

t hei r cl ai mi ng and maki ng vi si bl e an i dent i t y t hey have not been abl e, so f ar , t o

publ i cl y br i ng i nt o pl ay .

The anal ogy t o Haber mas' s const r uct i on consi st s onl y i n t hi s : somet hi ng i s

br ought t o expr essi on whi ch pr evi ousl y was not . The t heor em of an i deal

si t uat i on of di scour se war r ant s t he br i ngi ng t o expr essi on of i ssues and soci al

posi t i ons pr evi ousl y unar t i cul at ed - but i t onl y does so abst r act l y : t he i deal

si t uat i on of di scour se coul d mean, i n pr act i cal t er ms, t hat what ever has not

f ound expr essi on i n t he past may be or must be expr essed, i f al l t he

par t i ci pant s i n t he di scour se ( i deal l y al l of humani t y) agr ee t hat i t shoul d be

expr essed i n t he cour se of a di scour se whi ch can be car r i ed out wi t hout

r est r i ct i ons ( of t i me, of pl ace?) .

Now we see cl ear l y t hat Haber mas' s i deal can never do j ust i ce t o t he l ocal

and par t i cul ar char act er of t he exper i ence of excl usi on nor t o what one cl ai ms

as one' s own i n br eaki ng out f r om i t . He ent i r el y mi sses t he l i ved f or m of

oppr essi on, dependence, and excl usi on . We must ask, i n t he end, i f t her e

possi bl y i s a l i ved sense of t he cr i si s of capi t al i sm and how we coul d r ef l ect on

i t . Her e I have, as yet , no suggest i ons t o of f er , except t o say t hat t he appr oach

t aken by Smi t h or t hat t aken by t he Br azi l i an r evol ut i onar y educat or , Fr i er e,

who pr oceeds si mi l ar l y i n Thi r d Wor l d si t uat i ons, pr omi ses mor e .

We may, however , have t o choose bet ween a gener al t heor y of cl ass soci et y

and t he ar t i cul at i on of t he l i ved and pr act i cal l y const r uct ed sense of cl ass

dependence and cl ass oppr essi on . Haber mas i s so f asci nat i ng, because he

at t empt s t o uni t e bot h posi t i ons i n hi s t heor y . But i t i s al so due t o t hi s at t empt

at uni f i cat i on t hat hi s t heor y i s ext r emel y hypot het i cal and st er i l e . Haber mas

separ at es t heor y and pr act i ce t oo emphat i cal l y . Haber mas i s so i nsi st ent

about t he need f or adequat e t heor y as t he way t o br i ng an i nt er est i n soci al

emanci pat i on t o expr essi on, t hat he does not see t hat quest i ons of

emanci pat i on ( di st or t ed communi cat i on, et c . ) become as a consequence onl y

a mat t er of t heor y .

Once mor e, one may have good r easons f or pr ef er r i ng a mor e pr act i cal l y

or i ent ed anal ysi s, even at t he pr i ce of not havi ng a f ul l y val i dat ed t heor y .

Ot her wi se t her e i s onl y i nt er mi nabl e t heor i zi ng about emanci pat i on and

di st or t ed communi cat i on, but no under st andi ng of what bot h mi ght be as
pr act i cal l y i nt er pr et ed mat t er s . The appr opr i at e pl ace t o begi n t hi s pr act i cal

r ef l ect i on can onl y be exper i ences of excl usi on or of t he f ai l ur e of ar t i cul at i on
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( of one' s exper i ence, one' s i nt er est s, needs) . One shoul d not f ear char ges of

r el at i vi sm or par t i cul ar i sm when t hese poi nt s ar e chosen as t he pl aces t o begi n

a cr i t i cal anal ysi s of t he hi st or i cal si t uat i on of " l at e capi t al i sm. "

Depar t ment of Hi st or y and Phi l osophy of Educat i on

Ont ar i o I nst i t ut e f or St udi es i n Educat i on

Not es

Thi s st udy has been compl et ed wi t h t he assi st ance of a Soci al Sci ences and Humani t i es Resear ch

Counci l of Canada Negot i at ed Gr ant .

I .

	

Sect i ons of t hi s paper wer e f i r st pr esent ed t o a sessi on of t he Radi cal Caucus of t he Amer i can

Phi l osophi cal Associ at i on at t he APA meet i ngs, New Yor k 1975 . I woul d l i ke t o t hank Kai

Ni el sen and Tr ent Schr oyer f or comment s made i n t he sessi on . I deci ded not t o publ i sh t he

ear l i er ver si on, because I had seen unpubl i shed sect i ons of Haber mas' s essays nowpubl i shed

under t he t i t l e Communi cat i on and t he Evol ut i on of Soci et y ( 1979) . I al so di scussed t he r ol e of

her meneut i cs i n Haber mas' s t heor y wi t h Thomas McCar t hy i n St ar nber g i n Summer 1976

whi l e he was wr i t i ng hi s book on Haber mas and wi t h Juer gen Haber mas hi msel f . My f eel i ng

was t hat t hese r ecent publ i cat i ons ar e even mor e st r ongl y subj ect t o t he cr i t i ci sms made i n t hi s

essay, and t hat t o begi n wi t h Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s i s advi sabl e wi t h r espect t o t he r ecent

devel opment of Haber mas' s t heor y .

1 wi sh t o acknowl edge val uabl e hel p f r om t wo of my st udent s, Pet er Gr ahame and Robi n

Hol l oway, O. I . S. E . Thank s ar e due as wel l t o t he Soci al Sci ences and Humani t i es Resear ch

Counci l of Canada f or havi ng suppor t ed my wor k wi t h a Sabbat i cal Leave Fel l owshi p dur i ng

1979 .

2 . The t ext s whi ch have t aught me most about t he women' s movement ar e Adr i enne Ri ch, Of

Woman Bor n: Mot her hood as Exper i ence and I nst i t ut i on, NewYor k : Bant am Books, 1977 ;

Dor ot hy E. Smi t h, " A Soci ol ogy f or Women, " i n J . A . Sher man and E. Tor t on Bede ( Eds . ) ,

The Pr i son of Sex : Essays i n t he Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge, Madi son : The Uni ver si t y of

Wi sconsi n Pr ess, 1979, pp . 135- 187 ; and, of cour se, Kat e Mi l l et , Sexual Pol i t i cs, Gar den Ci t y :

Doubl eday I nc . , 1970 .

3 .

	

Gadamer s st r ongest f or mul at i on of t he i ssue i s t he f ol l owi ng : " Hi st or y does not bel ong t o us,

but we t o i t . Long bef or e we under st and our sel ves t hr ough t he pr ocess of sel f - exami nat i on, we

under st and our sel ves i n a sel f - evi dent way i n t he f ami l y, soci et y and st at e i n whi ch we l i ve. The

f ocus of subj ect i vi t y i s a di st or t i ng mi r r or . " Tr ut h and Met hod, New Yor k : Seabur g Pr ess,

1975, p . 245 . Remar ks l i ke t hi s have pr ovoked Haber mas' s r esi st ance . Cf . D. Mi sgel d' s

anal ysi s of t he di f f er ence i n " Cr i t i cal Theor y and Her meneut i cs, " i n J . O' Nei l l ( Ed . ) , On

Cr i t i cal Theor y, New Yor k : Seabur g Pr ess, 1975 ; al so, D. Mi sgel d, " Di scour se and

Conver sat i on, " i n Cul t ur al Her meneut i cs 4 ( 1977) , pp . 321- 44 ; and D. Mi sgel d, " Sci ence,

Her meneut i cs, and t he Ut opi an Cont ent of t he Li ber al Democr at i c Tr adi t i on, " i n New

Ger man Cr i t i que ( Spr i ng 1981) , i n pr ess.

4. J . Haber mas, Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s, Bost on : Beacon Pr ess, 1975, p . 10 .

5 .

	

Ri ch, op . ci t . and ot her s ar gue t hat mi dwi f er y as a pr act i cal ar t was mor e hel pf ul and def i ni t el y

l ess har mf ul t o women t han t he exper t i se of gynecol ogi st s . Thus past pr act i ces of f er a

possi bi l i t y f or t he cr i t i que of pr esent ones .

6. Cf . N. Luhmann, Sozi ol ogi sche Auf kl aer ung, Opl aden : West deut scher Ver l ag, 1971 . To

appear i n t r ansl at i on t hi s year by Col umbi a U . Pr ess. Cf . al so J . Haber mas and N.

Luhmann, Theor i e der Gesel l schaf t oder Sozi al t echnol ogi c, Fr ankf ur t : Suhr kamp, 1971 .
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7 .

	

Cf . D. Smi t h, " A Soci ol ogy f or Women . " Her ar gument i s bui l t on t he di f f er ence bet ween
uni ver sal i st pr ocedur es of i nqui r y i n soci ol ogy, whi ch have been nat ur al l y open t o men, and
women' s pl ace out si de t hi s f r ame . Women' s l i ves, t he pl ace t o begi n a soci ol ogy f or t hem, have
hi t her t o been bound up i n t he l ocal and par t i cul ar , i . e . , i n t he needs f or t he body as t hey ar e
pr esent i n and f or domest i c l abour and car e .

8 . J . Haber mas, quot ed by T. McCar t hy i n The Cr i t i cal Theor y of Juer gen Haber mas,
Cambr i dge : M. I . T . Pr ess, 1978, p . 354.

9. I bi d, p . 354 .

10 . I bi d, p. 355 .

11 . I bi d, p. 355 .

12 . Thi s vi ew i s i mpl i ci t i n H. G. Gadamer ' s posi t i on i n Tr ut h and Met hod. I t i s addr essed, 1
bel i eve, i n t he r ecommendat i on t hat ever y i nt er pr et at i on of what a t ext ( a phi l osophi cal t ext
or a wor k of l i t er at ur e i n par t i cul ar ) says r equi r es t he appl i cat i on of what i t says t o t he
i nt er pr et er ' s own si t uat i on ( pp . 289 and 341) . Under st andi ng what a t ext says i s onl y achi eved
by t he i nt er pr et er when he has accompl i shed t hi s appl i cat i on . I t i s achi eved i n par t i cul ar when
he l et s hi s own si t uat i on come i nt o quest i on . Thi s i s not t o say t hat hi s si t uat i on can be
account ed f or i n par t i cul ar i st i c t er ms . Haber mas and McCar t hy over l ook, I bel i eve, t hat f or
Gadamer , one' s si t uat i on comes i nt o quest i on when one di scover s i t s dependency, and one' s
own, on t r adi t i ons i n t he i nt er pr et at i on of l i f e pr ecedi ng i t and passi ng beyond i t .

C. Tayl or has expl i cat ed t he l ogi c of t he her meneut i cal pr ocedur e of i nt er pr et at i on i n t er ms of
t he not i on t hat t her e can onl y be r eadi ngs of an i nst i t ut i on of a set of cul t ur al pr act i ces whi ch
can be cor r ect ed by f ur t her r eadi ngs . He ar gues, as Gadamer woul d, t hat t her e i s no def i ni t e
vant age poi nt f r omwhi ch t he f i nal cor r ect ness of a r eadi ng coul d be est abl i shed . A' br ut e dat a'
appr oach coul d achi eve t hi s by est abl i shi ng a commonl y agr eed base l i ne f or i nqui r y, but onl y
by r educi ng t he subj ect mat t er s cont est ed i n i nqui r y t o a f or mat , whi ch el i mi nat es t he ver y
t opi cs gi vi ng r i se t o conf l i ct i n i nt er pr et at i on . I n Dal l mayr and McCar t hy ( Eds . ) ,
Under st andi ng and Soci al I nqui r y, London : Not r e Dame Uni ver si t y Pr ess, 1977 .

13 . McCar t hy, Cr i t i cal Theor y, p . 355 .
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14 . Haber mas, Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s, p . 16 ; McCar t hy, Cr i t i cal Theor y, p . 354 .

15 . R. Ber nst ei n, The Rest r uct ur i ng of Soci al and Pol i t i cal Theor v, Phi l adel phi a : Uni ver si t y of
Pennsyl vani a Pr ess, 1978, p . 230.

16 . I bi d, p . 231 .

17 . McCar t hy, Cr i t i cal Theor v, p. 358 .

18 . I n J . Haber mas, Communi cat i on and t he Evol ut i on o( Soci ew, Bost on : Beacon Pr ess, 1979 .

19 . I bi d, pp . 152- 3 .

20 . I bi d, p. 153 .

21 . M. Godel i er , Per spect i ves i n Mar xi st Ant hr opol ogy ( 1976) .

22 . Haber mas, Communi cat i on, p . 158 .

23 . I bi d, p . 146 .

24 . Haber mas, Knowl edge and Human I nt er est s, Bost on : Beacon Pr ess, 1971, pp . 301- 17 .

25 . Haber mas, Communi cat i on, p . 146 .

26. I bi d, p . 154 .

27 . Haber mas, Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s, p . 87 ; and Communi cat i on, pp . 95- 130.
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28 . The r el at i on bet ween t he pol i t i cal and admi ni st r at i ve ' subsyst ems' of soci et i es i s cent r al l y

t hemat i c i n t he wor k of Ni kl as Luhmann, a Ger man soci ol ogi st wi t h a st r ong syst ems-

t heor et i cal or i ent at i on . I t i s a poi nt st r essed by Luhmann i n hi s adapt at i on and expansi on of

t he f r amewor k of St r uct ur al Funct i onal i sm devel oped by T . Par sons . For Luhmann' s basi c

cat egor i es see Zweckbegr i f f and Syst emr at i onal i t aet , Tuebi ngen : J . C. B . Mohr , 1968 ; f or hi s

r el at i on t o Funct i onal i sm, see Sozi ol ogi sche Auf kl aer ung ( 1971) , pp . 9- 53 . See al so t he

i mpor t ant debat e bet ween Luhmann and Haber mas i n J . Haber mas and N. Luhmann,

Theor i e der Gesel l schaf t ( 1971) .

29 . My f or mul at i on i s a ver y schemat i c char act er i zat i on of t he posi t i on adopt ed by Luhmann i n

al l hi s syst ems- t heor et i cal anal yses . Whi l e he at t aches a number of qual i f i cat i ons t o t he use of

t he concept ' compl exi t y, ' t he f ol l owi ng i s a passage i l l ust r at i ve of hi s pr ocedur e : One f i nds i n

t he pr obl em of st r uct ur al compl exi t y " t he f oundat i ons f or a t heor y of evol ut i on . By means of

t he f or mul at i on of syst ems t he compl exi t y of t he wor l d i s i ncr eased, or t he number of

st r uct ur ed possi bi l i t i es . Thi s i s how chances ar i se f or t he devel opment of evol ut i onar y

achi evement s, whi ch ar e t ai l or ed t owar d t he mast er y of a hi gher degr ee of envi r onment al

compl exi t y whi ch at t he same t i me however , i ncr ease t he compl exi t y of t he wor l d . . . " ( 1971,

p. 261, my t r ansl at i on) . Whi l e Luhmann does not ar gue t hat soci al pr ogr ess i s i nevi t abl e, i . e . ,

wi t hout r i sks, he does cl ai m a pr ogr essi on f r om a soci al syst em based on t he ' f unct i onal

pr i macy' of an et hi cal - pol i t i cal or der t o one i n whi ch t he economi c subsyst em pr edomi nat es,

and f r omher e t o one i n whi ch t he subsyst em of ' sci ence' wi l l assume a gui di ng r ol e . Luhmann

ar gues as wel l , however , t hat an i ncr ease of f unct i onal speci f i cat i on i n' soci al syst ems' l eads t o

mor e r i sks i nt er nal t o t hem, i . e . , t he possi bi l i t y t hat t hei r own devel opment becomes mor e

pr obl emat i c .

30 . Haber mas, Communi cat i on, p . 141 .

31 . l bi d, p. 142 .

32 . Haber mas, Knowl edge, pp. 301- 17 .

33 . Haber mas, Theor y and Pr act i ce, Bost on : Beacon Pr ess, 1973.

34 . I bi d, p . 40.

35 . The posi t i on suggest ed her e has much i n common wi t h t he et hnomet hodol ogi cal anal ysi s of

t he r el at i on bet ween gener al soci ol ogi cal r esear ch pol i ci es, gener al pr ocedur es r ecommended

f or a var i et y of pur poses, and t he act ual use and appl i cat i on of t hemi n par t i cul ar set t i ngs . I t i s

ar gued t hat t he appl i cat i on of such pol i ci es and pr ocedur es t o act ual ci r cumst ances i nevi t abl y

t r ansf or ms t hem i nt o i nst ances of pr act i cal r easoni ng whi ch char act er i ses any ki nd of

r easoni ng i n t hose set t i ngs . They can t her ef or e not be expect ed t o succeed i n maki ng pr act i cal

r easoni ng f aci ng act ual exi genci es of act i on mor e r at i onal , whi ch i s what t hey wer e desi gned

t o achi eve i n t he f i r st pl ace . At l east t hi s i s one possi bl e, admi t t edl y her meneut i cal l y

i nf l uenced, account of t he devel opment s i n soci ol ogy whi ch Har ol d Gar f i nkel has

i naugur at ed . See St udi es i n Et hnomet hodol ogv, Engl ewood Cl i f f s : Pr ent i ce Hal l , 1976 . Yet

gener al pol i ci es, r esear ch pr ocedur es and t he l i ke ar e not i nsi gni f i cant , ' gener al l y speaki ng' as 1

had sai d i n t he t ext , because t hey st and f or t he ef f or t of any r easoni ng t o acqui r e def i ni t e

obj ect i ve, i . e . , endur i ng st at us .

36 . Ber nst ei n, Rest r uct ur i ng, p . 235 .

37 . McCar t hy, Cr i t i cal Theor y, p . 357 .

38 . Haber mas, Theor y and Pr act i ce, pp . I - 41 .

39 . I bi d, p . 37 .

40 . I bi d, p . 39 .

41 . Thi s seems t o be t he r eason f or Haber mas' s st r ong opposi t i on t o Luhmann and a mot i ve f or

gi vi ng one chapt er of Legi t i mat i on Cr i si s t he t i t l e " The End of t he I ndi vi dual ' . ' " ( pp . 117- 30) .
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For t he syst ems- t heor et i cal appr oach seems t o r ecommend t hat i ndi vi dual s be i nt r oduced

( under go a l ear ni ng pr ocess) t o var i ous soci al pr act i ces, ci r cumst ances and cont ext s of

concer t ed act i on, wi t hout t hei r bei ng per mi t t ed t o r ef l ect i vel y appr ai se t hese si t uat i ons . They

ar e onl y per mi t t ed t o del i ber at e i n t er ms of pr agmat i c- t echni cal consi der at i ons, on e . g . , how

t o di f f use t ensi ons, how t o shi f t a par t i cul ar st r essf ul pr essur e of f t o a set of syst ems- act i vi t i es

i n a bet t er posi t i on t o cope wi t h i t , et c . ( See al so t he hi ghl y i nt er est i ng r emar ks on cour t

pr ocedur e i n Luhmann, 1969/ 75 . )

42 . My f or mul at i on expr esses di sagr eement wi t h Haber mas' s vi ew t hat " t he f undament al

mechani sm f or soci al evol ut i on i n gener al i s t o be f ound i n an aut omat i c i nabi l i t y not t o l ear n .

Not l ear ni ng but not - l ear ni ng . . . cal l s f or expl anat i on" ( 1975, p . 15) . Haber mas cl ai ms t hat

" t he over power i ng i r r at i onal i t y of t he hi st or y of t he speci es" can onl y become vi si bl e agai nst

t hi s backgr ound of an i ncr easi ng r at i onal i t y, whi ch however f ai l s t o r each i nt o al l di mensi ons
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