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This history a1 the Frankfurt. Schcol is a very fine

puolk, scholastically spenking, and iLndeed by making a to-
+tality of the very individualistic$ {rot to mention sgo-
tistic) disparities dmsaRadzweat gives a more coheglive
view to the "school of thought" that called itself Critical
than it deserves. Tet, because the ¥ author is neither a
Marxist nor = philesorther but a historian, he leaves out
the outatanding contribution on dialectics which is not
jugt imaginative or literary but vhilosophical. And this
especial holds Tor Adorno who, because his work is di-

rectly An dialectics, Herative Bialecftics, which was pub-~

lished! f;gﬁ period covered, {1923-50,] is not dealt with
except stpercifisusly heve, V&t that cvould be called,
as Lichtheim did, Adorno's rgestament".
' _ - ef.PriQuarterly,
. "Frem Marx to Hegel: Reflections on Georg Lukacs,

T.%. Adorno, and Herbert Marcuse® by George Lichthela = -~

TriQuarterly 12, Spring, 1969

S Horkheimer wrote 2 brief forewerd in which he
calied the aim of the School "the beliel that formulating
the (iggative in the @ooch of transiticn was more meaning-
ful 'than academic careers.” AwdEkiRaxni and then PAdorno
as being ﬁﬁ: most precise at formulating that it was a

—

necessgry |'not to +think of claims.to the Absolute as cer-
tain and yet, not to deduct anything from the appeal to the.
emphatic concept of the truth, "7 .

Martin Jay itcmsxircromwrskan begins the history with
the creation of the Institute in the period it was not fa-
mous and when 1t still had a much more direct relationship
to Marxism as the Institute helped David Ryazanov get the

_ early essays of Marx way back when, It was ther under
But &ince both the name ana the actudl conieint 7 =~

Grunberg,
of wanting to be neither in, nor quite out o Marxism that
gave it its fame, we will klmit the rderw o the Instit
as it developea under Horkhsimfr. both in Germany aﬁgias

Mf 14 2

it emigrated to America Y ad . ﬁ;?
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apter éjhoes to the heart of the vision called
."The Genisis ;T'Crl ical Theory,® {pp, 41-85) " on p, 54
he alse dr fggonﬁéé%gﬁu. ind corrpgeyly 5o, quoting es-
pecially (p. 162 Mediation, and ﬁﬁ&g%%°said very differ- -
ent thingsofHeason both in Nerations (pp. 135-1136) and
R&R (pp, 44-L4€). I 1like his desling with Adorno's eriticium -
of Husserl who wrote, "Mith phenomenology,bourgeois thought
reached its end disassociated, fragmented statement set
against one another, and resipned itself to simple repro-
‘duction of ihat which is.” n the other hand, Adorno's
criticism of Benjamin (p,71) is 211 wrong.

e

- - .
_ ( Chapter B,GEhe Integration.of Paychoanalysig®,
 reveals ¥romm s the person who introdured the whele School
to pﬁgédpanalysis and\yhe "integration” of Marx and Freud.
. . X _ ,
. Chapter 1Y) "%he Insistut's First Studies of
"Authority®, while Ch, V deals with the I[natituits apalysis
of Nazism, btut it's Ch, VI which really shows @& them going:

. askew whieh is fantastic since theyknew more on agthetic .
- theory.%Hegelian, than anyone else a d-yet they--were so ab-
selutely -opposed to what they calle "masgs culture” that }

- ¥ou would think that ads make people do anything they wanit
~them to and to chew gun is really d#nothing short o metas

physicz”, - here is how Horkheimer puts ity) 1t is
not that chewing gum undermines metaphysicg tut that it is
-metavhysicszlthis is what must be made clear." And evei
without chewing gum to put Nazjsmt "idegology” and "mass
culture"” on the same plareis just o show they §
& learned nothing at alil in Amerca, least of all .from any
mass movement,

u

Ch. VII,dgals with the empirical works in the
1940s and B subordinate <he real key to the whole etudy,
Ch. VIII, "Toward of Philosophy gf History: The Critique
of the Enlightenment” (pp, 253-28p), Before going into this,

it's interesting to note that Lichtheim is the $HP9F§°FW§9;,
the young histcriaggiigifgnfronbs the Frankfurt Institute
i

from books alone. irst,’ because he recognizes the enduring

relevarce of Hegel as being the relationship of theory to
practice, speeifieally philosophical thesry to pollt}cal
practice; Jse v that nhe knows precisely the crucial
point.of dialectics in Herel so that Frankfurt's contribu-
tion would be naught if vou didn't
treat that as the heari and zoul of the matter, Therefere,
CI, stresses a Jukacs who was not a FI man, his studies in
Marxian dialectics, #nd how that came through in Frankfurt
and particuflarly in Adoeno and Marcuse., But is is Adorn?
that is notl grasped in Martin Jay, Thereforg. P,23 od GL's
what he quotes from the Aspects of the Hegelian D%alect}c
and on p, 26 the regative distectic itself, at whlch+poznt
(p. 27) GL writes "If Ador?o is ngacs'dsgégéfuiémggﬁépode--
iti " idealism for whom in the en
?e%g\].;;rji% ggcéuse specula tive philosophy has not been 14644
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