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REI FI CATI ONANDRECOLLECTI ON:

EMANCI PATORY I NTENTI ONS ANDTHE

SOCI OLOGYOF KNOWLEDGE'

James Schmadt

The soci ol ogy of knowl edge i s t he spect r e whi ch haunt s Mar xi sm, or so i t

woul d seem f r om t he amount of i nk spi l l ed i n ef f or t s t o exor ci se t he demon .

Begi nni ng wi t h t he publ i cat i on of I deol ogy and Ut opi a i n 1929 Mar xi an cr i t i cs

have at t empt ed t i me and agai n t o i ndi cat e what pr eci sel y i t i s whi ch

di st i ngui shes t he st udy of i deol ogy i ni t i at ed by Mannhei m f r om t hat pr oposed

by Mar x . z At i t s wor st t he debat e has shown t he r emar kabl e ext ent t o whi ch

Mar xi sm can r emai n non- pr obl emat i c t o i t sel f , an exer ci se whi ch has l ong si nce

r eached a t ype of schol ast i c per f ect i on wi t h Sovi et Mar xi sm. But , at i t s best , t he

pr esence of t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge has f or ced r ef l ect i on on what const i t ut es

t he emanci pat or y i nt ent i ons whi ch Mar xi sm cl ai ms t o embody . By showi ng

how such al l egedl y cr i t i cal concept s as " i deol ogy" and " cl ass" coul d be ap-

pr opr i at ed i nt o a non- Mar xi an f r ame of r ef er ence, t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge

has f or ced i t s mor e acut e Mar xi an cr i t i cs t o def i ne t he emanci pat or y cor e of

Mar xi smwhi ch r emai ns unassi mi l at ed i n Mannhei m' s pr oj ect .

Thi s ar t i cl e pr oceeds f r om a basi c sympat hy t owar ds t he ef f or t s of a f ew of t he

soci ol ogy of knowl edge' s cr i t i cs : most speci f i cal l y Max Hor khei mer and

Theodor Ador no . Yet a r epet i t i on of t hei r posi t i on woul d be di sl oyal t o t he

most i mpor t ant i nsi ght s of t hei r cr i t i que . Si nce t he 1930s bot h t he soci ol ogy of

knowl edge and soci et y i t sel f have al t er ed . And t he cr i t i cal t heor y of soci et y t hey

pr oposed, whi ch def i ned i t sel f i n opposi t i on t o Mannhei mi n i t s ear l y year s, has

changed al so, becomi ng mor e suspi ci ous of i t s own pr emi ses, mor e cr i t i cal of

t he emanci pat or y pot ent i al pr esent even i n t he or i gi nal Mar xi an pr ogr am. Thus

a r eexami nat i on of t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge cannot i gnor e r ecent ef f or t s at

r ef or mul at i ng t he pr ogr am of a soci ol ogy of knowl edge, nor can t he eval uat i on

of Mannhei m' s wor k made i n t he 1930s by Hor khei mer and Ador no be t aken

over wi t hout r eexami nat i on .

The mai n t hesi s expl or ed i n t hi s essay i s t hat whi l e t he soci ol ogy of

knowl edge, as Mannhei m concei ved i t , mani f est ed what coul d be t er med a

" pr act i cal " or even " emanci pat or y" i nt ent , t hese i nt ent i ons wer e pr oj ect ed i n

a way whi ch coul d not be pr eser ved i n mor e moder n ver si ons of t he t heor y .
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Thr ough a compar i son of Mannhei m' s wor k wi t h t hat of t wo of hi s mor e r ecent
hei r s, Pet er Ber ger and Thomas Luckmann, i t i s possi bl e t o out l i ne t he l i mi t s of

one concept i on of " emanci pat or y t heor y" , Mannhei m' s not i on of " conj unc-

t i ve t hought " . The mor e sympat het i c cr i t i cs of Mannhei m' s wor k, such as Kur t

H. Wol f f and Davi d Ket t l er , have demonst r at ed t he ext ent t o whi ch Mann-

hei m' s or i gi nal i nt ent i ons wer e a r esponse t o a const el l at i on of pr obl ems i n

et hi cs, phi l osophy, and soci al t heor y . 3 An exami nat i on of t he pr esent st at us of

t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge, as evi denced by Ber ger and Luckmann' s The Soci al

Const r uct i on of Real i t y' r eveal s t hat t hese i nt ent i ons have t o a l ar ge ext ent

vani shed . The ai m of t hi s essay i s t o quest i on i f t her e i s not at t he hear t of

Mannhei m' s concept i on of t he pr act i cal i nt ent of t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge a

di sposi t i on whi ch l eads t o t he pr obl emat i c r esul t of Ber ger and Luckmann' s

wor k .

I have chosen t o f ocus on The Soci al Const r uct i on of Real i t y as a maj or cur -

r ent wor k f or f our r easons . Fi r st , t he book i s sympt omat i c of a r esur gent concer n

among soci al sci ent i st s wi t h t he possi bl e cont r i but i on of phenomenol ogy t o a

r evi t al i zat i on of soci al t heor y, an i nt er est at t he hear t of many r ecent di scus-

si ons . Second, unl i ke some of t he wor ks whi ch have appear ed as a r esul t of t hi s
i nt er est , i t encompasses a f ai r l y br oad r ange of t heor et i cal i ssues and does so i n
a pr esent at i on whi ch i s l uci d enough t o pr omot e r eal cr i t i ci sm r at her t han si m-

pl e mi si nt er pr et at i on . Thi r d, t he wor k concer ns i t sel f qui t e expl i ci t l y wi t h t he

r el at i onshi p bet ween act or - meani ng anal ysi s and soci al - st r uct ur al anal ysi s, t hus

st r i vi ng t o avoi d t he onesi dedness char act er i st i c of many st udi es . Fi nal l y, and

not of l east i mpor t ance, I doubt i f t her e ar e many peopl e t oday even vaguel y

concer ned wi t h t hese i ssues who have not at one t i me or anot her r ead, or even

admi r ed, t he book . Any wor k whi ch can cl ai m t hi s t ype of audi ence deser ves an

exami nat i on . 5

I n what f ol l ows I begi n by di scussi ng t he way i n whi ch t he r el at i onshi p be-

t ween i ndi vi dual and soci et y i s posed bot h by Mannhei m and by Ber ger and

Luckmann . Thi s r at her abst r act di scussi on wi l l ser ve t o si t uat e mor e pr eci sel y

t he i mpor t ance of " knowl edge" i n t hei r wor ks, t he t heme whi ch wi l l be

di scussed i n t he next sect i on . I wi l l t hen consi der t he f unct i on whi ch soci al

t heor y pl ays wi t hi n t hi s cont ext and i ndi cat e t he sense i n whi ch Mannhei m' s

pr oj ect can be sai d t o have " emanci pat or y" i nt ent i ons . I n t he f i nal t wo sect i ons

I wi l l r ai se t wo obj ect i ons t o bot h Mannhei m and Ber ger and Luckmann, f i r st

wi t h r espect t o t hei r concept i on of soci al r epr oduct i on and second wi t h r espect

t o t hei r concept i on of t he r ol e of t heor i zi ng .

The Soci al Cul t i vat i on of t he I ndi vi dual

An at t empt t o r est or e t he or i gi nal i mpet us behi nd t he t r eat ment of t hought

and soci et y i n t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge f or ces r ef l ect i on on a cl assi c pr obl em
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i n soci al t heor y, t he pr obl em of how i ndi vi dual devel opment i s t o be concep-

t ual i zed wi t hi n a soci al col l ect i vi t y . I n t he Ger man humani st t r adi t i on t hi s

quest i on was expl or ed t hr ough a di scussi on of t he nat ur e of Bi l dung, whi ch

must be t r ansl at ed r at her poor l y as ei t her " cul t i vat i on" or " f or mat i on, " t her e

bei ng no good Engl i sh equi val ent save " educat i on" i n t he gl obal sense . b The

quest i on was event ual l y devel oped wi t hi n a hi st or i cal - phi l osophi cal f r amewor k

by Hegel i n hi s Phenomenol ogy, r esul t i ng i n t he r econci l i at i on of t wo pr eval ent

di ver gent concept i ons of cul t i vat i on : cul t i vat i on as t he devel opment of pr e-

gi ven i ndi vi dual qual i t i es and cul t i vat i on as t he pr ocess by whi ch t he i ndi vi dual

i s f or med i n accor dance wi t h an ext er nal i dea . ? Hegel over came t hi s di chot omy

by vi ewi ng cul t i vat i on as a ser i es of i nt er act i ons bet ween consci ousness and

wor l d whi ch r esul t i n t he modi f i cat i on of bot h t he subj ect i ve and obj ect i ve

moment s of t he pr ocess . e Thi s di al ect i cal concept i on of cul t i vat i on i s pr eser ved

i n t he wor k of bot h Mannhei m and Ber ger and Luckmann i n t he f or m of an

ar gument whi ch, when abst r act ed, post ul at es t hr ee i nt er r el at ed moment s i n

t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess : 1) an act i ve posi t i ng subj ect , 2) a posi t ed obj ect , 3) a

medi at i on of t he subj ect by posi t ed obj ect s .

I n Ber ger and Luckmann t hese t hr ee moment s appear expl i ci t l y as an at -

t empt t o appl y t he Hegel i an not i on of cul t i vat i on t o soci et y t hr ough t he use of

t he concr et e soci al anal yses of Mar x, Dur khei m, and Weber , and t he moment s

ar e desi gnat ed as " Ext er nal i zat i on" , " Obj ect i f i cat i on" , and " I nt er nal i za-

t i on" . 9 I n t he f i r st and second moment s, i ndi vi dual s pr oduce cul t ur al and

soci al ar t i f act s, gi vi ng t hei r i nt ent i ons a sense of per manency by cr eat i ng endur -

i ng obj ect s t hat ar e accessi bl e t o ot her s . I n t he anal ysi s of soci et y, t hi s oper at i on

i s cal l ed " I nst i t ut i onal i zat i on" , whi ch i s def i ned as t he means by whi ch

humanl y pr oduced soci al pr oduct s par t ake of an obj ect i ve qual i t y wi t hout

becomi ng i nhuman " t hi ngs" . ' ° Thi s pr ocess of i nst i t ut i onal i zat i on occur s

" whenever t her e i s a r eci pr ocal t ypi f i cat i on of habi t ual i zed act i ons by t ypes of

act or s" . " Taki ng t he second and t hi r d moment s t oget her , we f i nd t hat t hese

t ypi f i cat i ons, once obj ect i f i ed, exer t a r et ur n f or ce on i ndi vi dual s . " Soci al i za-

t i on" i s t hi s pr ocess wher eby a humanl y cr eat ed obj ect i ve r eal i t y shapes and

cr eat es t he i ndi vi dual as a soci al pr oduct . ' 2 Thi s pr ocess, whi ch br i dges t he sec-

ond and t hi r d moment s of t he t r i ad, i s accompl i shed by an i ndi vi dual ' s " ' t ak-

i ng over ' of t he wor l d i n whi ch ot her s al r eady l i ve . " 13

The pi vot of t he ent i r e pr ocess r est s on t he moment of obj ect i f i cat i on si nce

her e we f i nd a phenomenon whi ch i s bot h t he cr eat i on of i ndi vi dual s

( ext er nal i zat i on- obj ect i f i cat i on) and t he cr eat or of i ndi vi dual s ( obj ect i f i cat i on-

i nt er nal i zat i on) . Thi s dual i t y i n obj ect i f i cat i on per mi t s us t o avoi d posi t i ng t he

cul t i vat i on pr ocess ei t her as a si mpl e ext er nal i zi ng of pr e- gi ven qual i t i es ( as

woul d be t he case i f onl y t he f i r st t wo moment s wer e pr esent 14) or as a si mpl e

t aki ng- over of an i mage whi ch compl et el y t r anscends i ndi vi dual consci ousness .

Never t hel ess, because of t he t empor al asymmet r y of t he pr ocess bet ween t he
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soci al and i ndi vi dual l evel s and t he pr i macy of i nt er nal i zat i on i n t he l i f e of t he

i ndi vi dual , t her e i s a deci ded sl ant i n t he l at t er di r ect i on . i s

Mannhei m' s r el at i onshi p t o t hi s t r adi t i on i s l ess i mmedi at el y cl ear , especi al l y

gi ven hi s cur i ous r ecept i on i nt o t he Engl i sh- speaki ng wor l d . Thr ough acci dent

as wel l as desi gn Engl i sh t r ansl at i ons of Mannhei mhave t ended t o r epl ace a t er -

mi nol ogy der i vi ng f r om Ger man i deal i sm or f r om t he neo- Kant i an t r adi t i on

wi t h a l anguage l ess obj ect i onabl e t o Angl o- Amer i can soci al sci ence . 16 The

pr i ce of t hi s ef f or t at maki ng Mannhei m " mor e accessi bl e" t o an ear l i er

gener at i on of soci al sci ent i st s has been t he cur r ent r emar kabl e negl ect of a

t hi nker whose wor k st ands at t he cr oss- r oads of t hose aspect s of Ger man soci al

t heor y ( exi st ent i al i sm, her meneut i cs, and West er n Mar xi sm) whi ch have of l at e

become of i nt er est t o Angl o- Amer i can soci al sci ence . I r oni cal l y t he " Ger man

Mannhei m" i s pr obabl y of mor e r el evance t o cont empor ar y Engl i sh speaki ng

soci al sci ent i st s t han t he t r ansl at ed one .

I n Mannhei m' s ear l y essay " Soul and Cul t ur e" ( 1918) , a wor k whi ch mor e

expr essl y spel l s out hi s concer ns t han l at er ef f or t s, t he t hr ee moment s ar e

devel oped i n t er ms si mi l ar t o t hose empl oyed by hi s t eacher Geor g Si mmel i n

hi s st udi es of cul t ur e . ' ? For Si mmel , " cul t ur e" was " t he pat h f r om cl osed uni -

t y t hr ough unf ol ded mul t i pl i ci t y t o unf ol ded uni t y" whi ch ser ves t o medi at e

subj ect i ve consci ousness and cul t ur al pr oduct s ( obj ect i ve Gei st ) i nt o a

cul t i vat ed, subj ect i ve Gei ct . l e " Soul and Cul t ur e" i s f i r ml y based on t hi s

gener al out l ook, even t o t he poi nt of bor r owi ng char act er i st i c expr essi ons and

exampl es f r om Si mmel . 19 I n t hi s ver si on of t he pr ocess t he f i r st t wo moment s

agai n r epr esent an ext er nal i zat i on of human i nt ent i ons i nt o t he wor l d i n t he

f or m of a cr eat i on of obj ect s, but t he exampl e of aest het i c cr eat i on i s usual l y

empl oyed, r at her t han t he pr ocess of i nst i t ut i onal i zat i on descr i bed i n Ber ger

and Luckmann . 2 0 The movement f r om t he second t o t he t hi r d moment s, agai n

depi ct ed i n aest het i c t er ms as t he appr eci at i on of an ar t i st i c obj ect , i s a pr ocess

by whi ch t he mul t i pl i ci t y of t he obj ect i s r et ur ned t o a meani ngf ul uni t y, a uni -

t y whi ch i s no l onger t he encl osed uni t y of t he cr eat i ve ar t i st , but r at her t he un-

f ol ded uni t y of an obj ect possessi ng an i nt er subj ect i ve, cul t ur al si gni f i cance . 2 1

As was t he case i n Ber ger and Luckmann, t he pi vot poi nt i s t he second mo-

ment , whi ch Mannhei mdesi gnat es as t he " Wor k" . The Wor k enabl es t he soul

t o f i nd f ul f i l l ment t hr ough pr oduci ng an ext er nal i zat i on i n an al i en medi um

whi ch i s r ecogni zabl e by ot her soul s as cont ai ni ng human si gni f i cance . 22 Agai n,

t he al t er nat i ves of a si mpl e ext er nal i zat i on of pr e- gi ven qual i t i es whi ch ar e i n-

t ui t i vel y capt ur ed by ot her subj ect s, or of a si mpl e t r eat ment of cul t ur al obj ect s

as obj ect s on t he same l evel as t hi ngs of nat ur e, ar e r ej ect ed . 23 Gi ven t he f or mal

si mi l ar i t y of t he concept ual i zat i ons of t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess pr esent i n t he

wr i t i ngs of Mannhei m and Ber ger and Luckmann, i t i s i mpor t ant now t o ex-

ami ne t he speci f i c at t r i but es whi ch ar e assi gned t o t he moment of obj ect i f i ca-

t i on so t hat t he di f f er ences bet ween t hei r wor ks may be appr eci at ed .
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The Rol e of Knowl edge i n t he Pr ocess of Obj ect i f i cat i on

At t hi s poi nt i t i s cl ear what concer n Mannhei m and Ber ger and Luckmann

have wi t h " knowl edge" . Rat her t han bei ng an at t empt t o appl y an al r eady f or -

mul at ed met hodol ogy t o a new pr obl em ar ea ( i . e . i nt el l ect ual obj ect s) , t he

soci ol ogy of knowl edge i s a means of expl or i ng t he f unct i oni ng of soci et y i t sel f .

" Knowl edge" , f ar f r om bei ng an ef f ect deduced f r om t he causal anal ysi s of

soci al pr ocesses, i s vi ewed as t he key el ement i n t he pr ocess of soci al r epr oduc-

t i on . 24 Thus, " knowl edge" i s consi der ed t o be t hat pecul i ar obj ect i f i cat i on

whi ch i s bot h a human pr oduct and a pr oducer of humans .

Ber ger and Luckmann st r ess t hat i n cont r ast t o much of t he t r adi t i onal

l i t er at ur e i n t he f i el d, t hey ar e deal i ng wi t h " non- t heor et i cal knowl edge" or

" ever yday common- sense" r at her t han wi t h cul t ur al pr oduct s or t he

knowl edge of i nt el l ect ual s . 25 I t i s possi bl e t o si mpl i f y t hei r pr esent at i on

wi t hout undue di st or t i on by sayi ng t hat t her e ar e t wo t ypes of knowl edge

di scussed as f act or s i n t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess : 1) expl i ci t knowl edge i n t he f or m

of " symbol i c uni ver ses" , " f i ni t e pr ovi nces of meani ng" , and " l egi t i mat i ons" ;

t hat i s, pr act i ces whi ch expr ess t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess t heor et i cal l y, per mi t

movement f r om act i vi t y t o act i vi t y wi t hi n t he pr ocess, and pr ovi de a r at i onal e

f or cont i nui ng t o par t i ci pat e i n t he pr ocess ; and 2) a mor e pr i mor di al t ype of

knowl edge whi ch i s r ar el y t hemat i zed expl i ci t l y ; t he knowl edge whi ch i s con-

t ai ned i n t he Lebenswel t . 26 Thi s second t ype of knowl edge, whi ch i s t he di st i nc-

t i ve cont r i but i on of Al f r ed Schut z' s soci al phenomenol ogy, i s empl oyed by

Ber ger and Luckmann as a means of i ndi cat i ng t he most pr i mar y set of obj ec-

t i f i cat i ons on whi ch t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess depends . 27 The obj ect i f i cat i ons of

t he Lebenswel t exhi bi t a dual par t i ci pat i on i n t he i nst i t ut i onal i zat i on and

soci al i zat i on pr ocesses . Wi t hi n t he f or mer , t he Lebenswel t obj ect i vat i ons

" pr ogr am" t he pr ocess of ext er nal i zat i on t hr ough l anguage and a commonl y

hel d st ock of knowl edge gi ven t o i ndi vi dual s on a t aken- f or - gr ant ed, common-

sense l eve1 . 28

The power of t he Lebenswel t i n t hi s account , a power whi ch wi l l become

even cl ear er once we not e t he pr obl ems Mannhei mhas i n t he absence of such a

concept , l i es i n t he f act t hat i t i s a t ype of knowl edge whi ch onl y r ar el y can be

pl aced i n quest i on . 2 9 Whi l e t heor et i cal knowl edge may be doubt ed and

r ef ut ed, i t i s i mpossi bl e t o quest i on t he Lebenswel t wi t hout l eavi ng i t f or t he

r eal m of hi ghl y abst r act t heor i zi ng . 30 The Lebenswel t , exi st i ng as i t does on a

mundane at heor et i c l evel and domi nat ed by a pr agmat i c r at her t han a

t heor et i cal consi st ency, pr ovi des t he basi s whi ch even abst r act t heor i zi ng must

pr esuppose even at t he ver y moment i t at t empt s t o quest i on i t s val i di t y . 3' I n

shor t , t he Lebenswel t per f or ms al l of t he t asks whi ch wer e once assi gned by

Husser l t o t he t r anscendent al ego : i t gr ounds al l aspect s of consci ous human
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endeavor , and even r esol ves t hat most pr obl emat i c of Husser l ' s di l emmas, t he

knowl edge of t he Ot her . 32

I n Mannhei m' s concept i on of t he pr ocess of cul t i vat i on t he cat egor y of

" knowl edge" r ef er s t o i nt el l ect ual and cul t ur al obj ect i f i cat i ons r at her t han t o

common sense knowl edge . I t i s onl y at a t hemat i c l evel t hat obj ect i f i cat i ons ex-

i st whi ch ar e sui t ed t o t he t ype of r ef l ect i on whi ch Mannhei mt er ms " conj unc-

t i ve t hought " : t he der i vat i on of et hi cal - pr act i cal or i ent at i on t hr ough t he con-

t empl at i on of obj ect s . 33 Mannhei m cont r ast s " conj unct i ve" wi t h " com-

muni cat i ve" t hought i n a manner anal ogous t o t he di st i nct i on bet ween

ver st ehen ( under st andi ng) and er k1dr en ( expl anat i on) or bet ween t he

Gei st eswi ssenschaf t en ( cul t ur al sci ences) and Nat ur wassenschaf t en ( nat ur al

sci ences) . Conj unct i ve t hought deal s wi t h a wor l d of human meani ngs whi ch

must be under st ood, r at her t han wi t h nat ur al obj ect s whi ch ar e onl y expl ai ned

wi t h t he end of t echni cal mani pul at i on i n mi nd . I n opposi t i on t o com-

muni cat i ve t hought , whi ch pr oceeds by br eaki ng obj ect s i nt o t hei r component

par t s f or anal ysi s, conj unct i ve t hought ut i l i zes an Ei nhei t sschau, a " com-

pr ehensi ve i nt ui t i on" , whi ch t i es meani ngs t oget her i nt o a uni t y . Conj unct i ve

t hought cannot cl ai m t he abst r act pr eci si on of communi cat i ve t hought nor i s i t

as uni ver sal l y communi cabl e ; i t i s t hus si t uat i onal l y r el at i ve t o a par t i cul ar com-

muni t y . Hence, any at t empt at pr act i cal i nt er vent i on by i nt el l ect ual s must

avoi d a si mpl e r ej ect i on of conj unct i ve t hought as muddl ed or i mpr eci se i f i t i s

t o accompl i sh mor e t han a move t o communi cat i ve t hought , whi ch, whi l e

pr eci se, i s devoi d of pr act i cal i nt ent i ons . Mannhei mt hus pr oposes t hat i nt el l ec-

t ual s must r el at i vi ze and appr eci at e such cul t ur al expr essi ons and, t her eby, sur -

pass t hemwi t h a mor e compr ehensi ve her meneut i c .

Put t i ng t hi s i n t he cont ext we have been expl or i ng, i t appear s t hat as bef or e

cul t ur al obj ect i f i cat i ons ar e seen as uni t i ng t wo cont r adi ct or y aspect s : t hey ar e

obj ect s i n t he spat i o- t empor al wor l d and yet al so expr essi ons of human i nt en-

t i ons and meani ngs . Conj unct i ve t hought must pr eser ve bot h si des of t hi s

dual i t y or any hope of gai ni ng or i ent at i on wi l l be l ost , l eavi ng onl y di sor gan-

i zed f act s or r ei f i cat i ons of human pr ocesses . 34 I t i s i mpor t ant t o not e t hat whi l e

Ber ger and Luckmann r equi r e a si mi l ar dual vi si on ( soci al r eal i t y as meani ng

and as obj ect ) , t hey gr ound t hi s vi si on i n t he ever yday pr act i ces of t he

Lebenswel t . But f or Mannhei m t her e i s no assur ance t hat t hi s synt hesi s act ual l y

t akes pl ace, r at her , i t s achi evement bei ng bot h pr obl emat i c and cont i ngent ;

t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge ar i ses i n r eponse t o t hi s pr obl em.

Consequent l y, Mannhei m' s mai n concer n i s not t he r egul ar , or der l y, ever y-

day br i dgi ng of t he t wo pr ocesses i n t he l i f e wor l d of pr act i cal act i vi t y, but

r at her t he pr obl em of what an i ndi vi dual has t o do t o cont i nue l i vi ng i n a

cul t ur e whi ch can no l onger pr ovi de an unpr obl emat i c et hi cal and pr act i cal

or i ent at i on . Thi s l oss of or i ent at i on i s t r aced by Mannhei m, at di f f er ent poi nt s

i n hi s car eer , t o t wo separ at e sour ces . I n hi s ear l i er wor ks t he pr obl em of
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hi st or i cal f l ux seems t o be t he maj or t hr eat t o t he abi l i t y t o compr ehend t he

" et hos" of cul t ur al obj ect i f i cat i ons . 35 But l at er t hi s was coupl ed wi t h t he i n-

si ght t hat not onl y t he r el at i vi t y of t empor al and hi st or i cal si t uat i ons but al so

t he conf l i ct i ng nat ur e of cl ass si t uat i ons and t he r esul t ant devel opment of

" debunki ng" pr act i ces r obbed t he i nt el l ect ual wor l d of any uni ver sal mean-

i ng . 36

Thus f or bot h Mannhei m and Ber ger and Luckmann t he obj ect whi ch t he

soci ol ogy of knowl edge i nvest i gat es i s t hat " knowl edge" wi t hout whi ch t he

nor mat i ve or der of soci et y coul d not sur vi ve . But t hi s nor mat i ve or der i s con-

cept ual i zed di f f er ent l y i n each case . For Ber ger and Luckmann soci al nor ms ar e

encoded on a pr e- t hemat i c l evel whi ch r emai ns pr of oundl y non- pr obel mat i c,

wi t h t he except i on of mar gi nal cases . For Mannhei m t he nor mat i ve or der r e-

mai ns a t ask t o be achi eved, an i mper at i ve whi ch st i l l must be decoded and

whi ch cal l s f or a t heor y wi t h a pr act i cal and emanci pat or y i nt ent .

The Funct i on of Soci al Theor y

Fr om t hese di f f er i ng concept i ons of t he way i n whi ch " knowl edge" f unc-

t i ons as a moment i n t he pr ocess of cul t i vat i on i ssue t wo di f f er ent per spect i ves

on t he f unct i ons of t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge . I f one assumes t hat t he cul t i va-

t i on pr ocess does not conf r ont f undament al cont r adi ct i ons, t he soci ol ogy of

knowl edge can mai nt ai n a cont empl at i ve at t i t ude t owar ds t he pr ocess . But i f

t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess i t sel f seems t o be t hr eat ened, and i f t he di sr upt i on of

t he pr ocess i s concept ual i zed i n such a way as t o al l ow soci al t heor y i t sel f t o have

an i mpact on cul t i vat i on, t hen soci al t heor i zi ng can mani f est a " pr act i cal " or

even " emanci pat or y" i nt ent . 37

Mannhei mvi ews cul t ur al obj ect i f i cat i ons as par t i al aspect s of a t r ut h whi ch

r emai ns pr esent despi t e al t er i ng hi st or i cal and soci al per spect i ves . 3 a Hi st or y i s

concei ved as a pr ocess whi ch l eads t hr ough a ser i es of di al ect i cal negat i ons of

par t i al t r ut hs, negat i ons whi ch ar e vi ewed nei t her as si mpl e r eposi ngs of t he

same pr obl ems nor as si mpl e l i near pr ogr essi ons, but r at her as a const ant

r ecent er i ng of pr obl ems whi ch i ncor por at es al l of t he pr evi ous moment s wi t hi n

a new set t i ng . 3 9 The car r i er of t hi s t ype of pr ocess i n a soci et y i s ul t i mat el y

desi gnat ed as " t he ut opi an ment al i t y" i n I deol ogy and Ut opi a, and t he pr ob-

l emat i c nat ur e of t he pr esent day pr ocess of cul t i vat i on f i nds i t s soci al or i gi ns i n

t he di sappear ance of ut opi an t hought as t he r esul t of i deol ogi cal " debunk-

i ngs" .

Mannhei m' s concept i on of t he t asks t o be per f or med by t he soci ol ogy of

knowl edge must be pl aced i n t hi s cont ext . As Davi d Ket t l er has shown, Mann-
hei m' s ear l y sear ch f or " conj unct i ve knowl edge" r emai ns a const ant t heme i n

hi s at t empt s t o come t o t er ms wi t h t he cr i ses of hi s age . The cl assi c pat t er n,
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whi ch r ecur s t hr oughout Mannhei m' s wor ks, has been out l i ned by Ket t l er as

consi st i ng of a

. . . di agnosi s of a cr i si s, wi t h i t s i mpl i ci t t hr eat and pr om-

i se, pr oduced by necessar y hi st or i cal f or ces, t he r enovat i ng

mi ssi on of a gr oup needi ng t o become consci ous of i t sel f ,

and t he r equi r ement t hat t he gr oup car r y out t he di ct at es

of t he hi st or i cal moment wi t hout at t empt t i ng t o ant i ci pat e

f ut ur e devel opment . 4 o

Mannhei m consi der ed t hat t he di ct at es of t he t i me demanded a " dynami c

i nt el l ect ual medi at i on" of cul t ur al phenomena . The soci ol ogy of knowl edge

at t empt ed t o pr ovi de t hi s by goi ng beyond one- si ded, i deol ogi cal vi ews t o t he

t ot al t r ut h whi ch l i es beyond t he compet i ng i deol ogi es . 41 Thi s medi at i on t ook

t he f or m of an eval uat i onal cr i t i que whi ch sur passes t he l i mi t at i ons of t he

var i ous per spect i ves by i ndi cat i ng a mor e i ncl usi ve synt hesi s . 4 z

No such pr act i cal t ask pr esent s i t sel f t o t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge pr oposed

by Ber ger and Luckmann, si nce, f or t hem, t he pr ocess of cul t i vat i on t akes pl ace

i n a non- pr obl emat i c f ashi on, suppor t ed and sust ai ned by t he non- pr obl emat i c

Lebenswel t . The pr i mar y pr obl emf aci ng t hi s syt em- t hat i s, t he onl y " cr i si s"

i n t he pr ocess of cul t i vat i on whi ch t hey f or esee - consi st s of shocks whi ch

t hr eat en t he i ndi vi dual ' s sense of t he l egi t i macy of t he wor l d whi ch i s t o be

assi mi l at ed . The comi ng of new gener at i ons, t he di ver si t y of i ndi vi dual ex-

per i ence because of t he di vi si on of l abour , and t he i ndi vi dual " mar gi nal ex-

per i ences" of deat h f ear s, i nsani t y, and ecst acy al l t hr eat en t he f unct i oni ng of

t he syst em and cal l f or a r esol ut i on whi ch wi l l keep t he soci al t ot al i t y f r om

di ssol vi ng i nt o a ser i es of non- l egi t i mat ed demands and i nst i t ut i ons . For t he

sake of conveni ence we may anal yze t he t wo maj or t ypes of pr ocedur es Ber ger

and Luckmann di scuss ( " l egi t i mat i ons" and " uni ver se mai nt ai ni ng" ac-

t i vi t i es) t oget her , si nce bot h addr ess t he pr obl em of cr eat i ng or r est or i ng a

meani ngf ul assi mi l at i on of obj ect i f i ed i nst i t ut i ons by i ndi vi dual s . 43

I n bot h cases t he manner i n whi ch soci et y achi eves i nt egr at i on i s f ar l ess a

Mannhei mi an synt hesi s of conf l i ct i ng per spect i ves t han a r educt i on of t he i n-

di vi dual pr obl em t o a par t i cul ar aspect of an al r eady exi st i ng whol e . I n ot her

wor ds, my vi vi d ni ght mar e or my f ear of deat h ar e expl ai ned as mer el y " a

ni ght mar e" or " a deat h f ear " - i . e . ever yday occur r ences whi ch ar e not

vi ewed as anyt hi ng ext r aor di nar y . Si mi l ar l y, t he ent r y of each new chi l d i nt o

t he soci et y i s not a t ot al l y cont i ngent occur r ence but r at her a par t i cul ar i nci dent

i n t he gener al met amor phosi s of soci et y . Hence, i ndi vi dual s who have doubt s

about t he l egi t i macy of t he nor mat i ve or der ar e r ei nt egr at ed t hr ough pr ocesses
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whi ch r ewr i t e each devi ant occur r ence i n t he l anguage of an accept ed symbol i c

uni ver se or t hr ough ni hi l at i on pr ocesses whi ch di smi ss t he devi ant event s and

per cept i ons as unr ea1 . 44 I n bot h cases concr et e par t i cul ar i t y i s absor bed i nt o f or -

mal i dent i t y .

Consequent l y, an i nt er vent i on by soci al t heor y t o pr eser ve t he pr ocess of

cul t i vat i on i s unnecessar y, si nce accor di ng t o t he model pr oposed by Ber ger and

Luckmann t he pr ocess dr aws i t s st r engt h f r omt he pr e- t hemat i c st or e of mean-

i ngs encoded i n t he Lebenswel t . Shoul d t hi s pr i mor di al Lebenswel t be

di sr upt ed, no amount of t heor et i cal i nt er vent i on by i nt el l ect ual s coul d r est or e

t he bal ance . The soci ol ogy of knowl edge i s t hus a t heor et i cal r at her t han pr ac-

t i cal di sci pl i ne . I t car r i es out a phenomenol ogi cal anal ysi s of t he way i n whi ch

cul t i vat i on pr oceeds, but t hi s pr ocess of t heor i zi ng has no i mpact on t he act ual

cul t i vat i on pr ocess . 45

I have st at ed t he cont r ast s her e bet ween t he ways i n whi ch Mannhei m and

Ber ger and Luckmann under st and t he i nt ent i ons of t he soci ol ogy of

knowl edge . But we have al so seen i n an ear l i er sect i on t hat t he model of t he

cul t i vat i on pr ocess whi ch each empl oys i s st r uct ur al l y t he same . What I woul d

now l i ke t o ar gue i s t hat t he l oss of a pr act i cal r ol e f or t he soci ol ogy of

knowl edge i n Ber ger and Luckmann' s pr esent at i on i s not an acci dent al f eat ur e

of t he t heor y but i s r oot ed i n t he ver y concept i on of t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess

whi ch t hey shar e wi t h Mannhei m. I n shor t , I want t o ar gue t hat Mannhei m' s

not i on of cul t i vat i on cannot suppor t hi s pr act i cal pr oj ect .

I deal i zed Cul t i vat i on and t he Tr opi smTowar ds I dent i t y Theor y

The vi ewof t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess whi ch i s shar ed by Mannhei mand Ber ger

and Luckmann i s suscept i bl e t o cr i t i ci sm on t he gr ounds t hat i t di st or t s i n a

f undament al way t he char act er of soci al r epr oduct i on . Above al l , one shoul d be

suspi ci ous of t he way i n whi ch t he t er m " knowl edge" i s used - t he t er m i s

adapt ed t o such a wi de r ange of phenomena t hat i t obf uscat es r at her t han ex-

pl i cat es t he manner i n whi ch soci al i dent i t y i s mai nt ai ned . I n bot h cases we

f i nd t hat " knowl edge" can be assi gned a maj or const i t ut i ve r ol e i n t he soci et y

onl y at t he pr i ce of expandi ng t he t er m f ar beyond what can r easonabl y be

cover ed by i t i n any or di nar y sense . Despi t e t he f act t hat Ber ger and Luckmann

char ge t hat t hei r pr edecessor s i n t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge over est i mat e t he

si gni f i cance of " t heor et i cal i deas" 46 ( i . e . knowl edge i n t he most l i t er al sense) ,

one f i nds a bl ur r i ng of t he boundar i es of t he t er m pr esent even i n Mannhei m' s

wor k . I n hi s 1921- 22 paper " On t he I nt er pr et at i on of Wel t anschauung"

Mannhei m expl i ci t l y st at es t hat t he Wel t anschauungen whi ch const i t ut e t he

basi s of al l cul t ur al obj ect i f i cat i ons ar e " i r r at i onal " and " at heor et i cal " , and i n

hi s 1925 paper " The Pr obl emof a Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge" he i nsi st s t hat t he
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ul t i mat e " subst r uct ur e" on whi ch t he i nt el l ect ual " super st r uct ur e" r est s i s not

" mat t er " but r at her a " mi nd- i n- t he- super st r uct ur e" or " mi l i eu" . 47 Thus,

al t hough Mannhei mdoes assi gn t he pr i mar y r esponsi bi l i t y f or t he f unct i oni ng

of t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess t o " i nt el l ect ual i deas" , he never t hel ess r oot s t hese

i deas i n a pr e- t heor et i c t ype of knowl edge .

But Mannhei m' s basi c al l egi ance t o t he l i ber al i deal of r at i onal cr i t i ci sm

pr event ed hi m f r om assi gni ng t he t ot al t ask of soci al r epr oduct i on t o t he pr e-

t hemat i c l evel . 48 A soci et y whi ch coul d of f er no r at i onal l egi t i mat i on of i t s pr ac-

t i ces woul d st r i ke hi m as a soci et y i n cr i si s . Yet Ber ger and Luckmann' s model

of cul t i vat i on t akes t he st ep Mannhei m backed away f r om, t hus compl et i ng t he

pr ocess of i deal i zi ng soci al r epr oduct i on by t r ansf or mi ng t he Lebenswel t i nt o

an or der i ng mechani smwhi ch i s st i l l " knowl edge" , al bei t " knowl edge" whi ch

i s no l onger capabl e of account i ng f or i t sel f r at i onal l y . Si nce t he concept of

" Lebenswel t " under goes an i nt er est i ng evol ut i on f r om Husser l , t hr ough

Schut z, and f i nal l y t o Ber ger and Luckmann, an exami nat i on of i t s met amor -

phosi s wi l l hel p t o i l l ust r at e how t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess i s i deal i zed .

Husser l empl oys t he t er m " Lebenswel t " i n t he Cr i si s t o denot e a " r eal m of

or i gi nal sel f - evi dences" , t hat or i gi nal exper i ent i al wor l d ( Er f ahr ungswel t )

whi ch pr ecedes ever y phi l osophi c or sci ent i f i c cat egor y . 4 9 For Husser l , t he con-

cept has a pr i mar i l y cr i t i cal f unct i on i n t hat i t act s as a negat i on of f or mal

abst r act i ons and cal l ed f or an exami nat i on of t he par t i cul ar concr et e act i vi t i es

whi ch pr ecede t hat t heor i zi ng . But t hi s negat i ve si gni f i cance i s l ost as l at er

t heor i st s concent r at ed onl y on t he " posi t i ve" aspect s of t he Lebenswel t , i . e . i t s

al l eged r egul ar st r uct ur es, an i mpet us whi ch i s t o be sur e pr esent i n Husser l ,

but t i ed as i t i s t o t he st i l l pr esent pr oj ect of a t r anscendent al egol ogy, mani f est s

a di f f er ent i nt ent i on t han t hat of cont empor ar y phenomenol ogi cal soci ol ogy .

I n t he wor k of Al f r ed Schut z t he Lebenswel t has become char act er i zed as a f i el d

of pr i mor di al meani ngs . 5° And i n Ber ger and Luckmann' s di scussi on of how

l anguage st r uct ur es t he Lebenswel t t hr ough f undament al cat egor i es, t he pr o-

cess of conver t i ng t he t er mf r oma negat i on of f or mal st r uct ur e t o a posi t i ng of a

newl evel of f or mal st r uct ur i ng i s compl et ed . 51

Hence, i n t he case of Ber ger and Luckmann and, t o a l esser ext ent , i n t hat of

Mannhei mt hi s expansi on of t he domai n descr i bed as " meani ng" i s car r i ed out

t hr ough t he use of a cat egor y whi ch l eads a r at her shady exi st ence as " pr e-

knowl edge" . I t i s l i ke t heor et i cal knowl edge i n t he sense t hat i t cont ai ns mean-

i ngs and wor ks on r eal i t y t hr ough symbol i c pr act i ces, but i t i s not as expl i ci t , as

f ul l y ar t i cul at ed, or as l ogi cal l y st r uct ur ed as t heor et i cal knowl edge . I t i s not an

exagger at i on t o descr i be t he cat egor y as f unct i oni ng as a " quasi - t r anscendet al "

guar ant ee t hat any t empor ar y pr obl ems of i nt egr at i on wi l l be sol ved t hr ough

pr i mar i l y symbol i c means . We ar e gi ven a ser i es of i nt el l ect ual phenomena

( Mannhei m' s cul t ur al obj ect s, Ber ger and Luckmann' s f i ni t e pr ovi nces of

meani ng) whi ch must be l i nked t oget her i nt o a uni t y . Thi s uni t y i s assur ed by
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ar gui ng t hat i f t hese phenomena ar e pr esent at al l , t hey must par t ake of a

deeper symbol i c uni t y whi ch i s ei t her act ual l y and non- pr obl emat i cal l y pr esent

or gi ven as a t ask t o be r eal i zed .

I t i s i n i t s cr i t i que of t hese assumpt i ons t hat t he anal ysi s by Hor khei mer and

Ador no i s st i l l of i mpor t ance t oday . Hor khei mer ' s 1930 r evi ew of I deol ogy and

Ut opi a quest i oned whet her such a descr i pt i on of t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess does

not l ead t o an account of t he pr esent whi ch myst i f i es t he act ual pr ocess of soci al

r epr oduct i on . Real pover t y and suf f er i ng ar e conceal ed under t he codewor ds

" need and cr i si s" and t he soci al and pol i t i cal cr i si s of t he pr esent i s t ur ned i nt o

a pr obl em f aci ng " cat egor i es of t he absol ut e " . 52 Hor khei mer cl ai ms t hat t he

r esul t ant t r ansf or mat i on of soci al conf l i ct i nt o a cl ash of " wor l ds" r ecast s com-

pl ex i ssues of t he or gani zat i on of pr ocesses of soci al r epr oduct i on i nt o a f or m

mor e easi l y sui t ed t o medi at i on by t he i nt el l i gensi a . 53 Soci al har mony i s vi ewed

as mer el y a pr obl emof el i t e educat i on and r at i onal pl anni ng . As Ador no l at er

not ed,

Mannhei m' s use of t he concept of t he soci al t ot al i t y ser ves

not so much t o emphasi ze t he i nt r i cat e dependence of

men wi t hi n t he t ot al i t y as t o gl or i f y t he soci al pr ocess i t sel f

as an eveni ng- out of t he cont r adi ct i ons i n t he whol e . I n

t hi s bal ance, t heor et i cal l y, t he cont r adi ct i ons di sappear . 54

These cr i t i ci sms of Mannhei m' s wor k ar e even mor e appl i cabl e t o Ber ger and

Luckmann, who have car r i ed out a si mi l ar i deal i zat i on of soci et y whi l e ar gui ng

t hat t hei r appr oach avoi ds t he i nt el l ect ual i sm pr esent i n Mannhei m' s ap-

pr oach . For t he most par t , cr i ses ar e pr esent ed i n t hei r wor k as pr obl ems of

soci al i zi ng devi ancy, t hat i s, as a pr obl em of a l ack of ar gr eement on how a

si t uat i on i s t o be def i ned . The pr obl em her e i s not t hat " devi ance" car r i es a

negat i ve connot at i on, r at her t he quest i on I woul d r ai se i s whet her t hei r not i on

of devi ance can be at al l usef ul as a model of soci al conf l i ct . What i s par t i cul ar l y

pr obl emat i c i s t hei r di scussi on of t he enf or cement of soci al nor ms . Ber ger and

Luckmann ar gue t hat " t he i nt egr at i on of an i nst i t ut i onal or der can be

under st ood onl y i n t er ms of t he ` knowl edge' t hat i t s member s have of i t . " Thi s

knowl edge consi st s of " ` what ever ybody knows' about a soci al wor l d, an

assembl age of maxi ms, mor al s, pr over bi al nugget s of wi sdom, val ues and

bel i ef s, myt hs, and so f or t h . . . " 55 Ador no, i n cont r ast , suggest s t hat t he

ul t i mat e f oundat i ons of t he soci al or der cannot be descr i bed i n t er ms of

" pr over bi al nugget s of wi sdom" but r at her r equi r es an appr oach sensi t i ve t o

non- i nt el l ect ual psychol ogi cal cor r el at es of t he soci al st r uct ur e, such as f ear .
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Fear ( Angst ) const i t ut es a mor e cr uci al and subj ect i ve
mot i ve of obj ect i ve r at i onal i t y . I t i s medi at ed . Today

anyone who f ai l s t o . compl y wi t h t he economi c r ul es wi l l

sel dom go under st r ai ght away . But t he f at e of t he decl asse

l ooms on t he hor i zon . . . I n t he cour se of hi st or y t hi s f ear
has become second nat ur e . . . s6

What i s l ost when one di scusses t he pr ocess of i ndi vi dual cul t i vat i on i n t er ms of
a model whi ch pl aces " knowl edge" at t he f ul cr um i s t hi s sense t hat behi nd
knowl edge, soci et y and cul t ur e, nat ur e st i l l exer ci ses a bl i nd f or ce . Fr eud' s
r ecogni t i on t hat a her meneut i c of consci ousness had t o be suppl ement ed by an
" ener get i cs" of desi r es? ser ves as a si gn t hat soci al r epr oduct i on cannot be ade-
quat el y concept ual i zed wi t hi n a si ngl e l ogi c . The l ogi c of i ndi vi dual and soci al
devel opment r emai ns a l ogi c of non- i dent i t y, a non- i dent i t y whi ch a conj unc-
t i ve her meneut i c woul d f al si f y . The par al l el bet ween conj unct i ve and com-
muni cat i ve t hought and bet ween ver st ehen and er kl dr en must be quest i oned,
si nce ver st eben al one seems i nadequat e t o compr ehend t he uni nt ended mean-
i ngs whi ch per meat e soci al r eal i t y . s a The f r ami ng of a soci al t heor y wi t h pr ac-
t i cal i nt ent i ons i n t er ms of such a her meneut i c f ai l s because i t i gnor es t he ex-
t ent t o whi ch t he ver st ehenl er kl dr en and Nat ur l Gei st di st i nct i ons ar e abst r act .
Soci o- cul t ur al r eal i t y cannot be appr oached as i f i t wer e Gei st si nce i t i s shot
t hr ough wi t h a nat ur e- l i ke necessi t y . I t i s t hi s f ace of soci o- cul t ur al r eal i t y whi ch
Mannhei m' s appr oach has not adequat el y concept ual i zed . Nor do Ber ger and
Luckmann seemt o do much bet t er . 5 9

The model of cul t i vat i on whi ch bot h Mannhei mand Ber ger and Luckmann
shar e r emai ns at t ached t o t he i deal of " i dent i t y t heor y" , t he one l egacy of Ger -
man i deal i sm whi ch i s not conf r ont ed cr i t i cal l y i n t hei r wor k . 60 Bot h concep-
t ual i ze t he cul t i vat i on pr ocess as pr i mar i l y an enr i chment of i dent i t y . Mann-
hei m, dr awi ng on Si mmel ' s def i ni t i on of cul t ur e as a passage f r om " cl osed" t o
" unf ol ded" uni t y shows a l oyal t y t o t he cl assi cal Ger man not i on of sel f -
cul t i vat i on, whi l e Ber ger and Luckmann t r ace a passage f r om t he pr e- t hemat i c
uni t y of t he Lebenswel t t o t he mor e expl i ci t and ar t i cul at ed soci al uni t y of i n-
st i t ut i ons . Whi l e undoubt edl y t he r eest abl i shment of i dent i t y ( i ndi vi dual and
soci al ) i s an i mpor t ant component of any pr ocess of soci al r epr oduct i on, i t i s
quest i onabl e whet her such a l ogi c can deal adequat el y wi t h t he r el at i onshi p of
per sonal and soci al i dent i t y i n per i ods of soci al di si nt egr at i on . 61

Si nce my concer n i n t hi s essay i s t o di scuss t he f at e of t he emanci pat or y i nt en-
t i ons of t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge, I wi l l not dwel l on t he pr obl em of
est abl i shi ng an adequat e scheme t o expl ai n how i ndi vi dual and soci al i dent i t y
ar e achi eved i n soci et y . What i s i mpor t ant t o me about t he model s I have
sket ched i n Mannhei m and Ber ger and Luckmann i s t hat t hey hel p t o expl ai n
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why Mannhei m' s emanci pat or y i nt ent i on has vani shed f r om Ber ger and

Luckmann' s wor k . I n pur sui ng t hi s poi nt we must exami ne t he l i mi t at i ons of

` ` conj unct i ve knowl edge" as an i deal f or emanci pat or y soci al t heor y .

Rei f i cat i on and t he Li mi t s of Conj unct i ve Knowl edge

I have suggest ed t hat t he absence of a pr act i cal i nt ent i n Ber ger and

Luckmann' s wor k may be t r aced t o a basi c i nadequacy i n t he t heor y of soci al

r epr oduct i on t hey shar e wi t h Mannhei m. Havi ng i ndi cat ed some of t he pr ob-

l ems of t hi s t heor y as an account of soci al r epr oduct i on i t r emai ns t o be shown

how t hi s model vi t i at es Mannhei m' s pr oj ect of a soci ol ogy of knowl edge wi t h a

pr act i cal i nt ent . Thi s can best be done by exami ni ng how bot h Mannhei mand

Ber ger and Luckmann appr oach t he pr obl em of r ei f i cat i on, si nce i n di f f er ent

ways t he concept i s cent r al t o t hei r wor k .

I n Ador no' s f amous def i ni t i on, " al l r ei f i cat i on i s f or get t i ng" - we woul d

do wel l t o i nqui r e what each t heor i st f eel s i s " f or got t en" and what each sees as

i n need of r ecol l ect i on by soci al t heor y . I n Mannhei m' s wor k, t he danger of

r ei f i cat i on, di scussed i n t he cl osi ng pages of hi s essay on Ut opi a, i s t hat i t

r epr esent s t he l oss of an i mpor t ant aspect of t he cul t ur al obj ect i f i cat i on whi ch i s

t o be i nt er nal i zed . As I have not ed above, cul t ur al obj ect i f i cat i ons i n Mann-

hei m ar e uni t i es of mat er i al and i deal aspect s whi ch per mi t our gr aspi ng t hem

as havi ng not onl y an obj ect - l i ke st at us or an i deal - expr essi ve st at us, but al so an

et hos : an or i ent at i on gr ant i ng aspect . Rei f i cat i on t hr eat ens t o r ob obj ect i f i cz-

t i ons of t hei r expr essi ve, human val ue, r educi ng t hem t o mer e t hi ngs devoi d of

sense and or i ent at i on . 6 z I n Ber ger and Luckmann r ei f i cat i on i s danger ous

because i t mi ght l ead i ndi vi dual s t o mi si nt er pr et an essent i al l y human pr ocess

such as t hat of cul t i vat i on as an i nt er act i on of st r uct ur es i ndependent of human

wi l l . 6 3 Thus, whi l e f or Mannhei mr ei f i cat i on l eads t o an i nabi l i t y of t he cul t i va-

t i on pr ocess t o mai nt ai n i t sel f , si nce cul t ur al hi er ogl yphs have t ur ned i nt o mut e

t hi ngs, f or Ber ger and Luckmann r ei f i cat i on does not hal t t he r epr oduct i on

pr ocess, but r at her makes i t appear as a pr ocess devoi d of human wi l l .

To t he ext ent t hat soci al r epr oduct i on cont i nues, despi t e t he cr i si s Mann-

hei m envi saged i n t he 1930s, Ber ger and Luckmann' s posi t i on has been vi n-

di cat ed . But t he vi ndi cat i on i s sur el y a bi t t er one, as Ador no has not ed .

Men have come t o be - t r i umph of i nt egr at i on! - i den-

t i f i ed i n t hei r i nner most behavi our pat t er n wi t h t hei r f at e

i n moder n soci et y . I n a mocker y of al l t he hopes of

phi l osophy, subj ect and obj ect have at t ai ned ul t i mat e

r econci l at i on . 64
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The pr act i cal i nt ent of Mannhei m' s pr oj ect has evapor at ed i n t he wor k of

Ber ger and Luckmann because - i n a mocker y of Mannhei m' s hopes - i t has

been r eal i zed . No l onger need one f ear t hat encount er s wi t h obj ect s wi l l be

devoi d of an or i ent i ng et hos ; r at her t he danger t oday i s t hat i t i s di f f i cul t t o f r ee

obj ect s f r om a non- pr obl emat i c cont ext . The pr obl em wi t h " conj unct i ve

t hought " i s t hat i t seems capabl e of f i ndi ng t he most banal ( and t her ef or e

i r oni c) r eal i zat i ons . Li ke t he of t en r eact i onar y compl ai nt t hat t he moder n age

l acks a uni f i ed cul t ur al st yl e, t he not i on t hat or i ent i ng meani ngs have been l ost

gi ves t oo l i t t l e cr edi t t o t he abi l i t y of moder n i ndust r i al soci et i es t o r at i onal i ze

even t he pr oduct i on of a uni f yi ng et hos . Ador no and Hor khei mer ' s pr ovi si onal

st udy of t he " cul t ur e i ndust r y" i n Amer i ca i n t he l at e 1940s al r eady not ed t he

ext ent t o whi ch not hi ng seems f r ee f r om bei ng smot her ed by pr ef abr i cat ed

meani ngs . Even sunbeams " al most beg t o have t he name of a soap or

t oot hpast e embl azoned on t hem . . . " 65 Thi s pr oduct i on of meani ngs t hr ows

i nt o quest i on t he separ at i on bet ween ver st ehen and er kl l i r en f or her e we have

cul t ur al obj ect s whi ch owe t hei r or i gi ns t o i nst r ument al st r at egi es yet whi ch

pr oduce t hei r ef f ect s i n t he spher e of symbol i c i nt er act i on . Faced wi t h such a

si t uat i on, " conj unct i ve knowl edge" must r esi gn t he f i el d ; a r el at i vi zi ng and

sur passi ng of t he var i ous cl ai ms made by pol i t i cal candi dat es l eads t o no mor e

compr ehensi ve pol i t i cal posi t i on . At best i t can onl y i r on out t he di f f er ences i n.

t he st yl es r ecommended by t he publ i c r el at i ons f i r ms hi r ed by t he candi dat es .

And even i f one at t empt ed t o t r ansf or m t hi s " conj unct i ve" soci ol ogy of

knowl edge i nt o a " debunki ng" one, t he pot ent i al power of t he i nsi ght s gai ned

i s not at al l cl ear . When i deas can no l onger be separ at ed f r om t he i mmedi at e

pr ocess of soci al r epr oduct i on, poi nt i ng out t hi s f act qui ckl y begi ns beggi ng t he

obvi ous .

What i s t hr own i nt o quest i on i s t he val i di t y of t he model of how i ndi vi dual

and soci al i dent i t y ar e achi eved whi ch Hegel pr oposed i n t he second decade of

t he ni net eent h cent ur y . Hegel ' s di scussi on of " ci vi l soci et y" i n t he Phi l osophy

of Ri ght not onl y shat t er ed t he i dent i f i cat i on of " pol i t i cal soci et y" and " ci vi l

soci et y" whi ch had domi nat ed west er n pol i t i cal t hought si nce Ar i st ot l e, 6b and

t hus r ecogni zed t he si gni f i cance of a r eal mof human act i vi t y whi ch pr oduced a

uni ver sal , t hough uni nt ended, wi l l ( " soci et y" i n t he moder n sense) , i t al so

di spl aced t he cl assi cal i dea of pai dei a f r om t he " pol i t i cal " domai n t o t he do-

mai n of ci vi l soci et y . Hi s di scussi on of t he si gni f i cance of Bi l dung i n ci vi l soci et y

i n par agr aph 187 of t he Phi l osophy of Ri ght r emoves " cul t i vat i on" f r om t he

domai n of pedagogy and suggest s t hat t hi s end i s achi eved not t hr ough t he

asoci al i nt er act i on of t ut or and st udent , shi el ded f r om t he domai n of mat er i al

pr oduct i on, but r at her t akes pl ace at t he hear t of ci vi l soci et y as i ndependent

Bur ger s i nt er act t o sat i sf y t hei r want s . Ci vi l soci et y, concei ved as t he r eal m of

par t i cul ar , subj ect i ve needs and want s t hus assur es t hat i ndi vi dual i t y and sub-

j ect i vi t y, t he gr eat advances whi ch di st i ngui sh t he moder n wor l d f r omant i qui -
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t y, wi l l be embodi ed and pr eser ved wi t hi n a r at i onal st at e . But Hegel ' s paean

t o ci vi l soci et y does not uncover t he gr ound of pr oper t y and non- pr oper t y

whi ch makes t hi s pl ay of i nt er est s possi bl e . 67 Mar x' s i nqui r y i nt o t he st r uct ur es

whi ch gr ound ci vi l soci et y ant i ci pat es t he Fr ankf ur t School ' s i nvest i gat i ons of

t he changi ng st r uct ur e of ci vi l soci et y i n advanced i ndust r i al soci et y . The

r esponse of t he Fr ankf ur t School t o Mannhei m cannot be under st ood unl ess

one sees how an al t er at i on of t he f unct i on of ci vi l soci et y r adi cal l y cal l s i nt o

quest i on a st r at egy of " emanci pat or y t heor y" whi ch mer el y t r ansposes " Mar x-

i an" cat egor i es wi t hout aski ng i f t hey ar e st i l l appl i cabl e once t he anat omy of

ci vi l soci et y has been t r ansf or med . Once t he exchanges i n ci vi l soci et y have

been r at i onal i zed f r om above ( a possi bi l i t y al r eady l at ent i n Hegel ' s model ) ,

ci vi l soci et y l oses i t s char act er i st i cs of i ndi vi dual i t y and par t i cul ar i t y . Bi l dung

no l onger i s achi eved t hr ough i ndi vi dual s shapi ng t hei r wi l l i ng, knowi ng, and

act i ng i n a uni ver sal way, as Hegel suggest ed, af f i r mi ng t he i deal of t he i n-

di vi dual as an aut onomous, cal cul at i ng ego wi t hi n t he spher e of exchange .

Rat her , wi t h t he r at i onal i zat i on of ci r cul at i on and exchange i ndi vi dual want s

and needs ar e di r ect l y al i gned t o t he uni ver sal and t he " l abour of Bi l dung"

becomes a di r ect shapi ng of i nt er est s and needs by t he " cul t ur e i ndust r y" . I n

such a si t uat i on, at t empt s t o est abl i sh an " or i ent i ng et hos" t hr ough conj unc-

t i ve t hought mi ss t he poi nt : i nt egr at i on i s not so much t o be achi eved as t o be

avoi ded. Any emanci pat or y st r at egy woul d f i r st have t o r est or e some measur e of

aut onomy bef or e i t coul d even begi n t o wor r y about cr eat i ng a communi t y of

i nt er est s .

Ador no' s appr oach t o soci o- cul t ur al phenomena i s cogni zant of t hi s al t er ed

si t uat i on . I ndeed, hi s pr ocedur es ar e so ant i t het i cal t o t hose of Mannhei mt hat

one coul d wel l cal l hi s a " di sj unct i ve" appr oach . Hi s ef f or t s do not deny t hat

cul t ur al phenomena ar e i nt i mat el y t i ed t o soci al r epr oduct i on ; such a connec-

t i on i s hi s st ar t i ng poi nt .
68 But hi s met hod r ar el y r emai ns cont ent wi t h not i ng a

f unct i onal cor r espondence of i deas and soci al r eal i t y . Rat her , he pr oceeds

agai nst t he i dent i t y t o r ecor d t he ext ent t o whi ch t hi s cor r espondence i s al ways a

f or ced and, hence, ambi val ent one . For i nst ance, i t i s not enough f or Ador no t o

not e t hat Beet hoven' s Mi ssa Sol emni s " cor r esponds" i n some f ashi on t o t he

cr i si s of i ndi vi dual and soci et y i n t he ear l y bour geoi s er a . Such a vacant i dent i t y

mi sses t he f ar mor e i mpor t ant aspect s of t he wor k f or Ador no . The cont r adi c-

t or y uni t y of t he Mi ssa Sol emni s, when expl or ed i n i t s own r i ght , di spl ays par t -

whol e t ensi ons, f r ust r at ed at t empt s at i nt egr at i on, and t he st i l l pr esent hopes

f or r econci l i at i on whi ch t el l us f ar mor e about soci al r eal i t y t han any at t empt at

" cl ass i mput at i on" possi bl y coul d . 1 9 I n appr oachi ng each phenomenon as a

t ot al i t y i n i t s own r i ght , Ador no expl odes t he cont r adi ct i ons of t he macr ocosm

f r om wi t hi n t he mi cr ocosm. By appr ehendi ng r eal i t y as a concr et e t ot al i t y, each

of whose par t s t hr ows l i ght on t he whol e, Ador no i s abl e t o avoi d any f l i r t at i on

wi t h conj unct i ve or i nt egr at i ve appr oaches whi ch woul d sur pass t he par t i cul ar
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f r omsome t r anscendent Ar chi medi an poi nt . That such a t ask i s not an easy one

i s made abundant l y cl ear by Ador no' s own wor st ef f or t s : e . g . hi s l umpi ng of

somet hi ng i mpr eci sel y t er med " j azz" i nt o t he pi geon- hol e wai t i ng f or i t i n

t he t heor y of t he r egr essi ve char act er of moder n audi ences or hi s f ai l ur e t o gr asp

t he speci f i c r el at i onshi p of St r avi nsky' s musi c t o a non- Ger mani c t r adi t i on . 7 °

Yet hi s f ai l ur es conf i r m hi s cent r al i nsi ght - Ador no i s l ed t o di sast er by

f or esaki ng a car ef ul mi cr ol ogy f or a mor e gl obal and super f i ci al at t empt at i m-

put at i on .

I began t hi s essay by suggest i ng t hat t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge haunt s

Mar xi sm. I n vi ewof t he demons whi ch Mar xi smhas br ed wi t hi n i t s own house,

per haps t hi s out si de ai d shoul d be wel comed si nce i t pr ovi des a chance t o see

t he consequences of a si mpl e pr eser vat i on of Mar xi an cat ch- phr ases wi t hout a

car ef ul anal ysi s of t hei r r ol e wi t hi n t he t heor y i t sel f . Mannhei m' s at t empt t o

ut i l i ze t he not i ons of i deol ogy and i mput at i on of soci al cl ass wi t hout exami ni ng

t he ext ent t o whi ch such not i ons ar e i n t ur n dependent on a par t i cul ar con-

st el l at i on of soci al f act or s ( i . e . a ci vi l soci et y di st i nct f r om t he st at e) and t he

consequent l oss of a pr act i cal i nt ent i n r ecent ef f or t s i n t he soci ol ogy of

knowl edge suggest t hat t he emanci pat or y pot ent i al of Mar xi an cat egor i es i s

al ways cont ext dependent . A r ef or mul at ed cr i t i cal t heor y of soci et y, devot ed t o

secur i ng some measur e of i ndi vi dual aut onomy i n t he f ace of i ncr easi ngl y di r ect

i nt er vent i on and r at i onal i zat i on f r om above, even i f i t appear ed t o abandon

t he most sacr ed of Mar x' s concept s, woul d r emai n mor e l oyal t o t he eman-

ci pat or y i nt ent i ons at t he hear t of Mar x' s wor k t han an unr ef l ect i ve cont i nuance

of t hei r use .

Gover nment Depar t ment

Uni ver si t y of Texas at Aust i n
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Thi s i s a r evi sed ver si on of a paper f i r st r ead at t he meet i ngs of t he I nt er nat i onal Soci et y f or

t he Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge hel d dur i ng t he Ei ght h Wor l d Congr ess of Soci ol ogy i n Tor ont o

i n 1974 . I have si nce benef i t t ed f r om cr i t i ci sms and suggest i ons by Russel l Jacoby, Davi d

Ket t l er , and Ber t el l Oi l man. My exchange wi t h Mar t i n Jay i n Tel os ( ci t ed bel ow) , t hough

heat ed, al so gener at ed some l i ght . My wor k i n t hi s ar ea i s i ndebt ed, i n par t i cul ar , t o Kur t H.

Wol f f .

2 .

	

For an over vi ew of t he r ecept i on of I deol ogy and Ut opi a see Vol ker Mej a, " The Cont r over sy

about t he Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge i n Ger many ( 1928- 1934) , " Cul t ur al Her meneut i cs, 3

( 1975) . Among t he mor e i nt er est i ng cr i t i ci sms of Mannhei m ar e Her ber t Mar cuse, " Zur

Wahr hei t spr obl emat i k der Sozi ol ogi schen Met hode" i n Di e Gesel l schaf t VI : 10 ( Oct . 1929)

pp . 356 f f . , Max Hor khei mer , " Ei n neuer I deol ogi ebegr i f f ?" ( 1930) r epr i nt ed i n hi s

Sozi al phdoscphi sche St udi en ( Fr ankf ur t , 1972) pp . 13 f f . , Theodor Ador no, " The Soci ol ogy

of Knowl edge and I t s Consci ousness" ( 1937) r epr i nt ed i n hi s Pr i sms, t r ans . Samuel Weber
( London, 1967) pp . 35 f f . , and " I deol ogy" i n Fr ankf ur t I nst i t ut e f or Soci al Resear ch, Aspect s

of Soci ol ogy ( 1957) t r ans . John Vi er t al ( Bost on, 1972) pp . 182 f f . For a di f f er ent eval uat i on of

t he i mpor t ance of t he Fr ankf ur t School cr i t i que of Mannhei m, cf . Mar t i n Jay, " The Fr ankf ur t

School ' s Cr i t i que of Mannhei m" i n Tel os #20, pp . 72 f f . , my r ej oi nder " Cr i t i cal Theor y and

t he Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge" i n Tel os #21, pp . 168 f f . and Jay' s r esponse " Cr ut ches vs .
St i l t s" i n Tel os #22, pp . 106 f f .
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Not es

Kur t H. Wol f f , " The Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge and Soci ol ogi cal Theor y" i n Symposi umon

Soci ol ogi cal Theor y ed . Ll ewel l yn Gr oss ( Evanst on, 1959) pp . 567 f f . , and " A Pr el i mi nar y I n-

qui r y i nt o t he Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge f r om t he St andpoi nt of t he St udy of Man, " i n Scr i t t i

di soci ol ogi ca et pol i t i ca i n onor e di Lui gi o St ur zo ( Bol ogna, 1953) Vol . I I I pp . 585 f f . These

t wo essays al ong wi t h ot her s on t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge ar e now avai l abl e i n Kur t H.

Wol f f , Tr yi ng Soci ol ogy ( New Yor k, 1974) . Davi d Ket t l er , " Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge and

Mor al Phi l osophy : The Pl ace of Tr adi t i onal Pr obl ems i n t he For mat i on of Mannhei m' s

Thought , " Pol i t i cal Sci ence Quar t er l y LXXXI I pp . 400 f f . , and " Pol i t i cal Theor y, I deol ogy,

Soci ol ogy : The Quest i on of Kar l Mannhei m" i n Cul t ur al Her meneut i cs 3 ( 1975) . Ket t l er ' s

wor k i s par t i cul ar l y i mpor t ant i n showi ng t he ext ent t o whi ch Mannhei m i s r epr esent at i ve of

what Ket t l er t er ms a " mor al - phi l osophi c syndr ome" , an ear l i er mani f est at i on of whi ch may

be f ound i n t he Scot t i sh mor al i st s, cf . Ket t l er , The Soci al and Pol i t i cal Thought of Adam

Fer guson ( Col umbus, Ohi o, 1965) and whi ch al so mar ks a cr uci al el ement of t he l i ber al t r adi -

t i on cf . Rober t Denoon Cummi ng, Human Nat ur e and Hi r t or y ( Chi cago, 1970) . Thi s ap-

pr oach per mi t s a mor e i l l umi nat i ng char act er i zat i on of Mannhei m' s wor k t han t hat of Geor ge

Li cht hei m, who sees I deol ogy and Ut opi a as a " posi t i vi st ' s r ej oi nder t o Hi st or y and Cl ass

Consci ousness" , The Concept of l deol ogy and Ot her Essays ( New Yor k, 1967) p. 40, si nce i t

shows at l east one set of concer ns whi ch uni t e Mannhei m wi t h cr i t i cal t heor y, t he ef f or t t o

r enew t he cl assi cal concept i on of pol i t i cs and pol i t i cal knowl edge as pr act i cal , r at her t han

t echni cal , di sci pl i nes i n t he cont ext of moder n " ci vi l soci et y" . Cf . Jur gen Haber mas, " The

Cl assi cal Doct r i ne of Pol i t i cs" i n Theor y andPr act i ce, t r ans . John Vi er t al ( Bost on, 1973) . To

not e shar ed concer ns i s, of cour se, not t o i dent i f y appr oaches, but r at her t o make meani ngf ul
di st i nct i ons possi bl e.
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Pet er Ber ger and Thomas Luckmann, The Soci al Const r uct i on of Real i t y ( Gar den Ci t y, New

Yor k, 1967) .
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5 . 1 have not vent ur ed beyond t hi s book i n t he pr esent di scussi on . Cer t ai nl y a di scussi on of

Ber ger ' s wor k on t he pr obl emof moder ni zat i on i s al so of i nt er est , par t i cul ar l y as a count er f oi l

t o Mannhei m' s l at er wr i t i ngs on pl anni ng . But si nce Ber ger cl ai ms t hat hi s l at er wor k der i ves

f r om t he appr oach out l i ned i n The Soci al Const r uct i on of Real i t y i t seems per mi ssabl e t o con-

cent r at e on t hi s wor k . Cf . Pet er Ber ger , Br i gi t t e Ber ger , and Hansf r i ed Kel l ner , TheHomel ess

Mi nd ( New Yor k, 1974) pp . 11- 12 and 63- 82, and Pet er Ber ger , Pyr ami ds of Sacnf i ce ( New

Yor k, 1976) pp . 183 f f .

6 . I have br i ef l y di scussed t he or i gi n of t he i dea, i t s f i r st f or mul at i ons and pr obl ems i n

t r ansl at i on i n Fr om Tr agedy t o Di al ect i cs : On t he Theor et i cal Si gni f i cance of Lukacs' Pat h

f r om Si mmel t o Mar x ( unpubl i shed PhD di sser t at i on, Pol i t i cal Sci ence Depar t ment , M. I . T . ,

Cambr i dge, Mass . , 1974) .

7 .

	

These t wo aspect s ar e devel oped i n a st udy by an associ at e of Mannhei m' s, Hans Wei l , Di e

Ent st ehungdesDeut schenBi l dungspr i nzi ps( 1930) , ( Bonn, 1967) .

8 .

	

For a di scussi on of t hi s t i me i n Hegel and i t s bear i ng on Mar x cf . Kar l Kosi k, Di al ect i cs of t he

Concr et e t r ans . Kar el Kovanda andJames Schmi dt ( Dodr echt , Hol l and, 1976) pp . 110- 111 .

9 . Ber ger and Luckmann, pp . 61, 187 . Ber ger and Luckmann woul d, I assume, ar gue t hat

anal yt i c aspect s of t he Bddung- pr ocess can be det ached f r om i t s " mor al - phi l osophi cal "

aspect s .

10 .

	

I bi d. pp . 60- 61, 18 . I t i s t hi s l ast poi nt , t he r et ent i on of t he sense of human or i gi ns, whi ch

di st i ngui shes t he t er m " obj ect i f i cat i on" f r om r ei f i cat i on, p . 89 .

11 . I bi d. p. 54 .

12 .

	

I bi d. p. 61, 89 .

13 . I bi d. p . 130 .
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14 .

	

Ber ger and Luckmann expl i ci t l y r ej ect a not i on of a pr e- gi ven " human essence" i n t he f or m

of a speci al i zed, hi ghl y devel oped ser i es of dr i ves or needs, pp . 47- 52 .

15 . I bi d. p . 129 .

16 .

	

I t has l ong been known t hat t he t r ansl at i on of I deol ogy andUt opi a i s mi sl eadi ng, but r ecent l y

Davi d Ket t l er has di scover ed t hat many of t he al t er at i ons i n meani ng wer e pr oposed i n l et t er s

f r om Mannhei m t o hi s t r ansl at or s Loui s Wi r t h and Edwar d Shi l s . Among ot her pr obl ems i n

t he Angl o- Amer i can Mannhei m r ecept i on i s t he f ai l ur e t o publ i sh Mannhei m' s i mpor t ant

1924 wr i t i ngs on Hei degger and LukScs, di scussed by Ket t l er i n hi s Pol i t i cal Sci ence Quar t er l y

ar t i cl e and t he f ai l ur e t o make avai l abl e t he unpubl i shed Ger man or i gi nal of Mannhei m' s

Soci ol ogy of Cul t ur e . Cf . Wol f f s I nt r oduct i on t o Fr omKar l Mannhei m p. I xxxvi i .
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17 . Mannhei m, " Seel e and Kul t ur , t r ans . f r om t he Hungar i an by Er nest Mannhei m, i n

Mannhei m, Wi ssenssozi ol ogi e : Auswahl our dem Wer k, ed . Kur t H. Wol f f , ( Ber l i n, 1964) :

pp . 66 f f . For t hi s di scussi on, t he most si gni f i cant of Si mmel ' s wor ks ar e " Di e Begr i f f and di e

Tr agodi e der Kul t ur " , ( 1911) i n Phi l osophi scheKul t ur ( Lei pzi g, 1911) , and " Von Wesen der

Kul t ur " t r ans . by Donal d N. Levi ne as " Subj ect i ve Cul t ur e" i n Si mmel , On I ndi vi dual i t y

and Soci al For ms ( Chi cago, 1971) . Ket t l er , " Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge . . . " pp . 406- 407

st r esses t he i mpor t ance of t hi s ear l y wor k f or an under st andi ng of Mannhei m' s l at er ef f or t s .

18 .

	

Si mmel , " Begr i f f and Tr agodi e . . . " pp . 274, 256 .

19 .

	

Mannhei m, " Seel e and Kul t ur " pp . 66- 67, 69, 70, 74- 75 .

20 .

	

Si mmel , " Begr i f f undTr agodi e . . . " pp . 253 f f .

21 .

	

Cf . Si mmel ' s cont r ast bet ween obj ect s of aest het i c and nat ur al beaut y . I bi d. pp . 256- 257 .

22 .

	

Mannhei m, " Seel e and Kul t ur " , p. 70, al so cf . Ket t l es, " Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge . .

410 f or a di scussi on of t hi s poi nt .

23 .

	

On t he f i nal poi nt see Si mmel , " Begr i f f and Tr agodi e . . . " p . 247, " Subj ect i ve Cul t ur e" p .

230, as wel l as Mannhei m' s di scussi on of t he need t o go beyond a si mpl e i nt er pr et at i on of

" act or meani ng" i n " On t he I nt er pr et at i on of Wel t anschauung" ( her eaf t er

" West angschauung" ) ( 1921- 22) i n Fr om Kar l Mannhei m pp . 18- 22 and devel oped i n var i ous

f or ms i n " St r uct ur al Anal ysi s of Epi st emol ogy" ( 1922) i n Mannhei m, Essays on Soci ol ogy

and Soci al Psychol ogy ( London, 1953) , p . 46 and " The I deol ogi cal and Soci ol ogi cal I nt er -

pr et at i on of I nt el l ect ual Phenomena" ( her eaf t er " I nt er pr et at i on" ) i n Fr om Kar l Mannhei m,

pp . 126- 131 . On t he second poi nt see Si mmel , " Subj ect i ve Cul t ur e" p. 232 and Phi l osopha' e

des Gel des, 4t h ed . ( Ber l i n, 1922) , p . 532 as wel l as t he Mannhei mwor ks ci t ed above .

24 .

	

Per haps t hi s t endency t o conver t t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge i nt o a causal t ype anal ysi s can be

f ound even i n t he way " Wi ssenssozi ol ogi e" has been t r ansl at ed . The f or m " soci ol ogy of

knowl edge" makes " knowl edge" appear as an obj ect of st udy r at her t han per mi t t i ng

soci ol ogy t o st and modi f i ed by t he t er m " knowl edge" as i s t he case i n " empi r i cal soci ol ogy" ,

" f or mal soci ol ogy" , et c . cf . Wol f f , ' The Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge and Soci ol ogi cal Theor y" ,

p . 568 .

25 .

	

Ber ger and Luckmann, op. ci t . pp . 1, 13, 15 .

26 .

	

Thi s t ype of knowl edge i s di scussed at l engt h i n I bi d. Ch . 1, whi ch i s a summar y of Schut z' s

wor k on t he subj ect .

27 .

	

I bi d. p . 20 .

28 .

	

I bi d. p . 66 .
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29 .

	

I bi d. pp . 92- 96, 25- 26 .

30 .

	

Cf . Schut z' s concept of t he epocheof t he nat ur al at t i t ude - a suspensi on of doubt about i t s

own val i di t y whi ch const i t ut es t he deci si ve f eat ur e of t hi s r eal i t y . Col l ect ed Paper s I , ( The

Hague, 1971 r epr i nt ) pp. 229, 233 .

31 .

	

Ber ger and Luckmann, pp . 23- 24, 42 .
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32 .

	

I bi d. pp . 29- 30, and Schut z, " The Pr obl emof Tr anscendent al I nt er subj ect i vi t y i n Husser l " ,

Col l ect ed Paper s 111 .

33 .

	

The t er m " conj unct i ve t hought " expl i ci t l y occur s i n an unpubl i shed manuscr i pt f r om 1924

di scussed by Davi d Ket t l er , " Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge . . . " , pp . 420- 424 . The di scussi on

whi ch f ol l ows i s based on Ket t l er ' s account . The t heme of t he need f or or i ent at i on occur s

t hr oughout Mannhei m' s wor k, see Ket t l er , p . 406, Wol f f , " The Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge and

Soci ol ogi cal Theor y" , pp . 573- 587, Mannhei m, I deol ogy and Ut opi a ( her eaf t er I &U( 1929)

t r ans . Loui s Wi r t h and Edwar d Shi l s ( New Yor k, 1955) , pp . 138, 260, 35, al so " The Pr obl em

of a Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge" ( her eaf t er , " Pr obl em" ) , i n Fr omKar l Mannhei m, p . 101 .

34 .

	

Mannhei m, I &U pp . 253, 262- 63 . The pr evi ousl y ment i oned r equi r ement t hat anal ysi s ai m

not mer el y at expr essi ve but at document ar y meani ng i s not expl i ci t l y di scussed her e, but

must be pr esumed t o be st i l l i n ef f ect si nce by t he t i me of 1&UMannhei m had i dent i f i ed t he

soci ol ogy of knowl edge wi t h t he t asks ear l i er assi gned t o conj unct i ve t hought .

35 .

	

See especi al l y " Hi st or i ci sm" ( 1924) i n Essays on t he Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge ( London, 1952) ,

pp . 84- 85 and " Wel t anschauung" pp . 36- 37, 42, 47, " St r uct ur al Anal ysi s . . . " pp . 39- 41,

" Hi st or i ci sm" pp . 127 f f . , and " I nt er pr et at i on" p. 118 .

36 .

	

See " Pr obl em" , pp . 106- 107, 62- 64 . The t heme domi nat es] &U.

37 .

	

A t heor y wi t h a " pr act i cal i nt ent " i s one whi ch sees i t sel f as par t of syst ems of pr act i cal or

soci al l ear ni ng, cf . JUr gen Haber mas, Theor y and Pr act i ce, pp . 1- 3, 41 f f . To t he ext ent t hat

Mannhei m vi ews t he soci ol ogy of knowl edge as f r eei ng i ndi vi dual s f r om t he domi nat i on of

ossi f i ed symbol i c st r uct ur es i t i s possi bl e t o at t r i but e t o hi man " emanci pat or y i nt ent " i n t he

sense empl oyed by Haber mas i n Knowl edge and Human I nt er est s, t r ans . Jer emy Shapi r o

( Bost on, 1971) pp . 189 f f .

38 .

	

I n " Hi st or i ci sm" t hi s t r ut h i s sai d t o be " i dent i cal i n i t sel f ' p . 105 but a dynami c r at her t han

a f or mal absol ut e, p . 130 . I n " Pr obl em" i t i s descr i bed as a " dynami c, genet i c t ot al i t y" , p .

86, whi l e i n 1&Ui t i s a f undament al " f l ux" or ' ' becomi ng" .

39 .

	

Thi s i s a const ant t heme i n Mannhei m' s di scussi ons of bot h i nt el l ect ual and soci al pr ogr ess .

See " Revi ew of Geor g Lukacs' " Theor y of t he Novel " i n Fr omKar l Mannhei mp . 5, " St r uc-

t ur al Anal ysi s" , pp . 16- 17, 25, " Wel t anschauung" pp . 11, 22, 44- 45, " Hi st or i ci sm" pp .

88- 89, 90, 115- 116, 226, I &U, pp . 68- 69, 91- 92, 112 .
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40 .

	

Ket t l er , " Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge . . . " , p . 412 .

41 .

	

I &Upp. 189, 81, 151, 152, " Pr obl em" pp . 98, 114- 115 .

42 .

	

1&Upp . 46, 188- 89 .

43 .

	

For Ber ger and Luckmann' s di scussi on see pp . 105- 106, 58, 103 .

44 .

	

I bi d. pp . 112- 115 . I ndi vi dual s may al so be " i ncompl et el y soci al i zed" hence t he possi bi l i t y of

a cl ash of Lebenswel t en di scussed i n Ber ger ' s l at er wor k, cf . P. Ber ger , B. Ber ger , and H.

Kel l ner , op . ci t . pp . 63- 82 . Thi s i dea of mut ual l y i ncompat i bl e Lebenswel t en seems t o f l y i n

t he f ace of t he Schut z i nspi r ed anal ysi s of t he Soci al Const r uct i on of Real i t y .

45 .

	

Thi s f ounds Ber ger ' s bel i ef t hat i t i s possi bl e t o have an " obj ect i ve" or " val ue- neut r al " st udy

of soci al i nt er act i on whi ch i s spel l ed out most expl i ci t l y i n hi s Faci ng Up t o Moder ni t y ( New

Yor k, 1977) pp . x- xi x . I f one assumes t hat soci al t heor i zi ng i s i nt i mat el y connect ed wi t h t he

pr ocess of soci al r epr oduct i on, t hen t hi s t ype of di st i nct i on i s much mor e di f f i cul t t o dr aw, as

Haber mas' di st i nct i on bet ween " t echni cal " and " pr act i cal " i nt er est s has made cl ear .

46 .

	

Ber ger and Luckmann, pp . 13, 5 .

47 .

	

Mannhei m, " Wel t anschauung" pp . 12- 18, " Pr obl em" pp . 121- 122 .

48 .

	

On Mannhei m as a r epr esent at i ve of t he " l i ber al t r adi t i on" cf . Ket der ' s ar t i cl e i n Cul t ur al

Her meneut i cs, op. ci t .

49 .

	

Edmund Husser l , The Cn} i r of t he Eur opean Sci ences and Tr anscendent al Phenomenol ogy,

al l edi t i ons . Sect i on 34d.

50 .

	

Schut z, Paper s I , pp . 57, 127, 133, 149 .

51 .

	

Ber ger and Luckmann, pp . 34- 46 .

52 .

	

Hor khei mer , p . 31, cf . Ador no, p. 38 .

53 .

	

Hor khei mer , p . 28 .

54 .

	

Ador no, p. 38, cf . Hor khei mer , pp . 22, 27 .

55 .

	

Ber ger and Luckmann, p. 65 .
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56 .

	

Theodor W. Ador no, Auf sdt ze zur Gesel l schaf t st heor i e and Met hodol ogi e ( Fr ankf ur t , 1970)

p. 12 .

57 .

	

On " ener gent i cs" and " her meneut i cs" cf . Paul Ri coeur , Fr eud and Phi l osophy t r ans . Deni s

Savage ( New Haven, 1970) pp . 65 f f . Ri coeur ' s di st i nct i on st r i kes me as a mor e accur at e way

of posi ng t he si gni f i cance of Fr eud f or soci al t heor y t han Ador no' s own di scussi ons of " second

nat ur e" .

58 .

	

For a conci se exposi t i on of t he pr obl ems f aci ng an excl usi vel y " ver st ehende Sozi ol ogi e" cf .
Al asdai r Macl nt yr e' s r evi ew of Pet er Wi nch' s The I dea of a Soci al Sci ence, whi ch i s r epr i nt ed

( among ot her pl aces) i n Al an Ryan, ed . Phi l osophy of Soci al Expl anat i on ( Oxf or d, 1973) pp .

15 f f . Haber mas' wor k t akes a si mi l ar poi nt of depar t ur e . For hi s ear l i est st at ement s of t he

shor t comi ngs of appr oaches of t hi s sor t see Zur Logi k der Sozi t l wi t senschaf t en ( Fr ankf ur t ,

1970) , pp . 184- 251 .

59 . Thei r r ej ect i on of Fr eud as unsui t abl e f or Hegel i an- Mar xi an i nspi r ed appr oaches i s

sympt omat i c . Cf . Ber ger and Luckmann, pp . 193- 94 . By comi ng t o a hal t bef or e Fr eud' s

" bi ol ogi sm" t hey mi ss t he r eal i mpor t ance of Fr eud' s di scover i es : t he r ecogni t i on t hat com

muni cat i ve i nt er act i on i s bur dened wi t h a si gni f i cance whi ch i s not r educi bl e t o t he act or ' s

consci ous i nt ent i ons but i s r at her gr ounded i n r epr essed aspect s of t he act or ' s cor por eal ex-
i st ence . As Ri coeur , Lacan, and Mer l eau- Pont y have r eal i zed, such a di mensi on i s i mpor t ant
f or t he const r uct i on of any her meneut i c of soci al act i on .

60 . Cf . Theodor Ador no' s di scussi on i n Negat i ve Di al ect i cs, t r ans . E. B . Asht on ( New Yor k,

1973) pp . 22- 24, 146 f f .

61 .

	

Cf . Haber mas' di scussi on i n Zur Rekonst r ukt i on des Hi r t onr chen Mat er i al i r mus ( Fr ankf ur t ,

1976) pp . 63 f f .

62 .

	

1&U, pp . 262- 263 .

63 .

	

Ber ger and Luckmann, pp . 89- 90, 187 .
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64 .

	

Theodor W. Ador no, " Soci et y" t r ans . F. R. Jameson, Sal magundi no . 10- 11 ( 1969- 70) p.

152 .

65 .

	

Max Hor khei mer , " Ar t and Mass Cul t ur e" i n Cr i t i cal Theor y ( New Yor k, 1972) p. 281 . Cf .

Henr i Lef ebvr e' s di scussi on of " publ i ci t y" i n Ever yday Li f e i n t he Moder n Wor l d ( New Yor k,

1971) pp . 90 f f . and mor e concr et el y, St uar t Ewen, Capt ai ns of Consci ousness ( New Yor k,

1976) .

66 . Thi s poi nt i s wel l demonst r at ed i n Manf r ed Ri edel , " Hegel s Begr i f f der ' Bi i r ger l i chen

Gesel l schaf t ' and das pr obl em sei nes geschi cht l i chen Ur spr ungs" i n hi s St udi en zu Hegel s
Recht sphi l osophi e ( Fr ankf ur t , 1969) pp . 135 f f .
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67 .

	

Kar l Mar x, " Cr i t i que of Hegel ' s Doct r i ne of t he St at e" t r ans . by Rodney Li vi ngst on i n Mar x,

Ear l y Wr i t i ngs ( New Yor k, 1975) pp . 146- 147 .

68 .

	

Cf . Gi l l i an Rose, " How i s Cr i t i cal Theor y Possi bl e?" Pol i t i cal St udi es XXI V: 1, esp . pp . 73- 75

and Susan Buck- Mor ss, " T. W. Ador no and t he Di l emma of Bour geoi s Phi l osophy"

Sal magundi No . 36 ( Wi nt er 1977) , esp . pp . 88 f f . Mar t i n Jay' s use of Wer ner St ar k' s

di st i nct i ons bet ween " f unct i onal i st " and " El ect i ve Af f i ni t y" concept i ons of t he connect i on

bet ween i deas and r eal i t y st i l l seems i naccur at e wi t h r espect t o Ador no, despi t e Jay' s cl ar i f i ca-

t i ons i n Tel os #22, p. 109 . St ar k' s not i on of " El ect i ve Af f i ni t y" i mpl i es t hat " t her e i s a

gr adual conver gence bet ween subst r uct ur es and super st r uct ur es, not coher ence ab i ni t i o .

Li ke wi l l sear ch f or , and when f ound, l i nk up wi t h, l i ke . " St ar k, The Soci ol ogy of Knowl edge

( London, 1958) p. 257 . I have di f f i cul t i es i n seei ng how anyt hi ng i n t hi s r esembl es Ador no' s

posi t i on i n Negat i ve Dudect i cs ( as Jay cl ai ms i n Tel os #20, pp . 87- 88) . I f anyt hi ng Ador no

pr oceeds i n t he opposi t e di r ect i on - f r om an af f i ni t y ( assur edl y mor e f or ced t han

" el ect ed" ! ) he sear ches f or t r aces of a ut opi a whi ch, f ar f r om bei ng a synopt i c vi ew on a

r econci l ed t ot al i t y, woul d be a " t oget her ness i n di ver si t y" cf . Negat i ve Di al ect i cs p . 150 .

That Ador no had no i l l usi ons about hi s own vi ews not bei ng equal l y t hr eat ened by t hei r i m-

mer si on i n an oppr essi ve r eal i t y i s evi dent t hr oughout Mi ni ma Mor al r a ( London, 1974) , cf .

especi al l y " On t he mor al i t y of t hi nki ng" pp . 73- 75 .

69 .

	

Theodor Ador no, " Al i enat ed Mast er pi ece : Mi ssa Sol emni s" ( 1959) i n Tel os #28 ( 1976) pp .

113 f f .

70 . Ador no, " Per enni al Fashi on - Jazz" i n Pr i sms, pp . 119 f f . and " St r avi nsky and

Rest or at i on" i n Phi l osophy of Moder n Musi c, t r ans . by A. G. Mi t chel l and W. V. Bl omst er

( New Yor k, 1973) pp . 135 f f .

71 .

	

Si nce such a mi cr ol ogy i s gr ounded i n t he obj ect i t sel f , i t r emai ns somewhat cont i ngent , as

Ador no hi msel f r eal i zes i n " The Cul t ur e I ndust r y Reconsi der ed" i n New Ger man Cr i t i que

#6 ( 1975) pp . 12 f f . Obvi ousl y a mor e compr ehensi ve t heor y of soci al evol ut i on, such as t hat

wi t h whi ch Haber mas and hi s associ at es ar e now engaged, woul d ser ve t o cl ar i f y t he

si gni f i cance of cr i t i cal endeavor s such as Ador no' s . But i t i s nai ve t o t hi nk t hat al l ef f or t s at

cr i t i cal i nt er pr et at i ons must hal t unt i l t he ent i r e edi f i ce has been gr ounded .
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