lowgpao!

300 mmgwmmmormommcammm-

1 denies itself, he simultaneously developed and rmsmtc;p@tted
an empiricist manner the connection of knowledge an }::'erfmi
For the new phase of positivism, N_letzschc seerped to ]v’el '3
J nished the proof that the self-refiection of the sciences only leadsg
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logizing of matters that, like matters of logic angg
::ctﬂhxzd%zcg};?;‘;? n%)t be placed on the same level as empincalg
relations. The “selé-reflection” of the sciences f:oulfi app&hrisiso ;.
further example of the naturalistic fallacy, which in ]tlhe .
of modern philosophy was so often r!f:peated and w;]t $0 mn eg
consequences. Accordingly, it was bel_xequ tha_xt 2311 t aft wasﬁon;
essary was a restoration of the separation m principle of quesl 18§
of validity from those of gemesis. In the process, cp1stergo o;gyu
including the theory of knowledge develoPed 1mmanl<:,1n bz oul
of the logic of the mturgl and cultural sciences, <1:)ou_ mode,
rendered to the psycholdgy of tesearch. On this as;sh
positivism then erected a pure methodology, purged, how ol
of the really interesting problems.

‘Knowledge and Human Interests: A General

:trsptm'vc

7-;.- I

_ ~ In 1802, during the summer semester at Jena, Schelling
“gave his Lectures on the Method of Academic Study. In the lan-
Fguage of German Idealistn he emphatically renewed the concept

fof theory that has defined the tradition of great philosophy since
lits beginnings.

The fear of speculation, the ostensible rush from the
theoretical to the practical, brings about the same
shallowness in action that it does in knowledge. It is by
studying a strictly theoretical philosophy that we
become most immediately acquainted with Ideas, and
only Ideas provide action with energy and ethical
significance.?

‘The only knowledge that can truly orent action is knowledge
‘that frees itself from mere human interests and is based on Ideas
f—in other words, knowledge that has taken a theoretical attitude.
4 The word “theory” has religious ongins. The thcoros
‘was the representative sent by Greek cities to public celebra-
‘tions.2 Through theoria, that is through looking on, he aban-
fdoned himself to the sacred events. In philosophical language,
‘theoria was transferred to contemplation of the cosmos. In this
form, theory already presupposed the demarcation between
i Being and time that is the foundation of ontology. This separa-
| tion is first found in the poem of Parmenides and returns in
‘Plato’s Timaeus. It reserves to logos a realm of Being purged of
inconstancy and uncertainty and leaves to doxa the realm of the
Fmutable and -perishable. When the philosopher views the im-
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i it f the emphatic:s
isti turies-long critique of _
i by-Pm('iUCttso Oxfdflic(l:le ‘;heory was once exclusively onen.ted,t
e tl?c:nng“values ” which nco—Kzntjan_ism b.TOUgh.t 1;11{0'_;
The "cr});j 1 currency, and in relation to which sc1_enccbe 1stw ee};
Ph;::(:iso& ;:]cserve neutrality, renounces the connechon y
t iginally intended.
fhe fwe ’tfi'l}?tsthﬁot‘s?;s;hg]?}?e yscienc&s share the concept t:f ltat:;ory
us, : s
with the major tradition of philosophy, they dfl:]s;:lzyc') its e
Jaim. They borrow two elements from the p e ;ﬂhmlﬁtude o
(t:aze, 'the methodological meaning of the th:rstlo R
l 1 r o 4
ic ontological assumption of a struc -
f’lhe ba;;tozfotlsgl knower. On the oth_er hand, howevcr(,);‘.h;yim
];czf)Zoned the connection of theoria and kgf;m(;)st,hrough o
aﬂd bios theoretikos that was assumed frpm Pt e icad)
a 1. What was once supposed to comprise { e.p1 ol
ser th has now fallen prey to methodologica p;th .
E)If'ht e(?nry tion of theory as a process of culhvahc})lr;tothe e pcx I
h ebecoc 6:11: apocryphal. Today it appears to us t niW’Ise’rmmw
2LSfomn'ty of the soul to the proportions of the tali‘( o _
gmed accessible to contemplation, had only;‘ 2 grf) nm’meoretls i
knowledge into the service of the internalizatio
thus estranged it from its legitimate task.

I

In fact the sciences had to lose the specific ﬂm:’-
for life that Husserl would like to regenerate thr_ot?g Ry
rti n of pure theory. I shall reconstruct his cn gt_lecﬁ _
‘s,:ep(;. It is directed in the first %ace aga;sus;btil;:ti ?,elly tivisoly
iences, for which the world appea S
o Scu;nfcacts whose lawlike connection can be grasg o
Vf?rz‘e oIn truth, however, knowledge of the a_ppa;::n y&‘ci
. ? ’ X 3 . A
h:l)rlg of facts has its transcendental bas:salm_t;epc escicry
w 1d. The possible objects of scientific an y?; .
;vorric;ri in the self-evidence of our prunzu'yf ;v;)n in.g_g :
1 P henomenology discloses the products of a caning geneg
;y:r sﬁb'ectivity. Second, Husserl would like to s %vtfz that
p:oducti]vc subjectivity disappears under the cover

which he justifiably criticizes,
inconsciously borrows the tra

lides the sciences with the i
0f facts structured in a lawli
Hon of these facts, and th
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- tivistic self-understanding, because the scien
- freed themselves from interests root
. world. Only phenomenology breaks
| favor of a rigorously contemplative
knowledge from interest. Third, Huyss
- self-reflection, to which he accords the
| description, with theory in the traditio
 owes the theoretical attitude to a transposition that liberates him
Ffrom the fabric of empirical interests. In this regard theory is
" “unpractical.” But this does not cut it off from practical life,
- For, according to the traditional concept, it is precisely the con-
sistent abstinence of theory that produces action-orienting cul-
ture. Once the theoretical attitude has been adopted, it is
‘capable in tumn of being mediated with the practical attitude:

ces have not radically
ed in the primary life-
with the naive attitude in
one and definitively frees
erl identifies transcendental
name of phenomenological
nal sense. The philosopher

This occurs in the form of 2 novel practice . . ., whose
aim is to elevate mankind to all forms of veridical
norms through universal scientific reason, to transform
it into a fundamentally new humanity,

absolute self-responsibility on the basis
theoretical insight.

If we recall the situation of thirty

of rising barbarism
ic power of phenomenological des
ounded. At best, phenomenology
accordance with which conscio
ibes (in Kantian terms) laws

years ago, the pros-

cnipton; but it is un-
grasps transcendental norms
usness necessarily operates, It

of pure reason, but not norms
a universal legislation derived from practical reason, which a

will could obey. Why, then, does Husserl believe that he
claim practical efficacy for phenomenology as pure theory?
errs because he does not discern the connection of positivism,
with the ontology from which he

ditional concept of theory.
zes the objectivist illusion that de-
mage of a reality-in-itself consisting
ke manner; it conceals the constitu-
ereby prevents consciousness of the

Husser! rightly critici
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1 £ yeference t
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rtilzhc;)iecﬁvist lusion dissolves and mak
consttutive interest.

o which they are affixed;
es \n_sible a kno“ﬂedge‘ E

esses of inquiry for ':
ethodological rules E

_constitutive interes e, g
E:]nd k:;t.:!?iiieis the task of a critical phﬂosophy of science t
emo

pes itivi T of the empiricak =

f positivism.? The approach ™ = e
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root of traditional theori
imeans of a few examples.
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rules both for the : thetico-deductive connection
testing® Theories comprise hypo eduction of lawlike hypot
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ol prﬁﬁ;ngcmﬁ. The latter can be interpreted®
eses

ance of observable events; g
statements _a_bout the covanz C o vedictions pom’m::l
: SC;IOf n;lyttlﬂacl {:non possible predictive ]_mo

i —am - - - .
lﬂzwevcr, the meaning of such pr
exploitability, is estabh's}@d only by
we apply theories to reality.
Tn controlled observation, w L ot
an experiment, weé generate jnitial con

es. 1 should like to Alarify this thesis by

hich often takes the foml

itions. Empil
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L between them are apprehended descriptively. But this way of
" talking must not conceal that as such the facts relevant to the
~ empinical sciences are first constituted through an a prior organi-

. zation of our experience in the behavioral system of instrumental
* action. '

- Taken together, these two factors, that is the logical

| structure of admissible systems of propositions and the type of
' conditions for corroboration suggest that theores of the empirical
 sciences disclose reality subject to the constitutive interest in the
possible securing and expansion, through information, of feed-
‘back-monitored action. This is the cognitive interest in technical .
‘contral over objectified processes.

The historical-hermeneutic sciences gain knowledge in a -
erent methodological framework. Here the meaning of the
idity of propositions is not constituted in the frame of refer-
ce of technical control. The levels of formalized language and

Objectified ‘experience have not yet been divorced. For theories

ot constructed deductively and experience is not organized
regard to the success of operations. Access to the facts is
ed by the understanding of meaning, not observation.
he verification of lawlike hypotheses in the empincal-analytic
jences has its counterpart here in the interpretation of texts.
us the niles of hermeneutics determine the possible meaning
pf the validity of statements of the cultural sciences.?
Historicism has taken the understanding of meaning, in
h mental facts are supposed to be given in direct evidence,
id grafted onto it the objectivist illusion of puzg theory. It ap-
gars as though the interpreter transposes himself into the hori-
of the world or language from which a text derves its
ing. But here, too, the facts are first constituted in relation
githe standards that establish them. Just as positivist self-under-
1ding does not take into account explicitly the connection
measurement operations and feedback control, so it elim-
s from consideration the interpreter’s pre-understanding.
eneutic knowledge is always mediated through this pre-
erstanding, which is derived from the interpreter’s initial
mation. The world of traditional meaning discloses itself to the

- -.f preter only to the extent that his own world becomes clan-
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fied at the same time. The subject of understanding establishes .

communication between both worlds. He comprehends the sub- S nection of jts knowledge with D3l

stantive content of tradition by applying tradition to himself and @  and responsibility, (Miindigke; t)thr;hhuman Interest ip autonomy
5 i ‘ SXeit). There i

his situation.

If, however, methodological rules unite interpretation
and application in this way, then this suggests that hermeneutic
inquiry discloses reality subject to a constitutive interest in the
preservation and expansion of the intersubjectivity of possible
action-orienting mutual understanding. The understanding of
meaning is directed in its very structure toward the attainment
of possible consensus among actors in the framework of a self-
understanding derived from tradition. This we shall call the prac-
tical cognitive interest, in contrast to the technical. i

The systematic sciences of social action, that is econom- :
ics, sociology, and political science, have the goal, as do the °
empirical-analytic sciences, of producing nomological knowl-
edge® A critical social science, however, will not remain satis-
fied with this. It is concemed with going beyond this goal to
determine when theoretical statements grasp invanant regulan-
ties of social action as such and when they express ideologically
frozen relations of dependence that can in principle be trans-
formed. To the extent that this is the case, the critique of ideol- &
ogy, as well, moreover, as psychoanalysis, take into account that
information about lawlike connections sets off a process of re- 3
~ flection in the consciousness of those whom the Jaws are about.
Thus the level of unreflected consciousness, which is one of the
mnihal conditions of such laws, can be transformed. Of course, to.
this end a critically mediated knowledge of laws cannot through:
reflection alone render a law itself inoperative, but it can render
it iapplicable. - 3

The methodological framework that determines thes
meaning of the validity of critical propositions of this category i§
established by the concept of self-reflection. The latter releases
the subject from dependence on hypostatized powers. Self-reflec:
tion is determined by an emancipatory cognitive interest. Crif
ically oriented sciences share this interest with philosophy. =

However, as long as philosophy remains caught in ontok
ogy, it is itself subject to an objectivism that disguises the com

e : . tSagajnst the ressuy ;oo

Bt o T s o
. g not only jtg ; interests
5 objectivity themselgz,lfs 'mpetus but the conditions of poss;.

Orientation toward technica] control

anding in the cop 4 )
2 uct of ‘
Atssef?onlng])’_"nétural” o life, and toward emancipation
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the mediation of subject and object that philc')sophicaoldcox;dsa:r?s:
ness attributes exclusively to its own synthesis is produc g

; f this natural .f
inall interests. The mind can become aware Ol s
Eas]isy r]?cyﬂexively. Nevertheless, its power extends into the very .

€ inquiry. -
toie © Egg;lr);yentaﬁons and descriptions are never independent

of standards. And the choice of these standards is based on ath- . =

tudes that require critical consideration by means of arguments,

because they canmot be either logically deduced or empirically 7
demonstrated. Fundamental methodological decisions, 'f:]r ex(i 3
ample such basic distinctions as those between categonal and =2

noncategorial being, between analytic and synthetic t;tate_tr?;xlt:,r
or between descriptive and emotive meaning, ?13\«::2 Tt; s i
character of being neither arbitrary nor compelling. ey p
i r inappropriate. ] .
iﬁgrt;az?ntcrapg t]l?nat we can neither prescribe :}%r r:geesm: e
but with which we must instead come to terms. : e:al rb.t:ég'
first thesis is this: The achievements of the transcendental subJeckg
have their basis in the natural history of the human Specics. g
Taken by itself this thesis could lead to the mlsu“t;t
standing that reasom is an organ of adaptation for merf\u ] ﬁo-'
claws and teeth are for animals. True, it does serve thls’ r;:, n..
But the human interests that have emerged In mix:d s ot
history, to which we have traced back thg three knox_yth ge o3
" tutive interests, derive both from nature and from 15; cu t
break with nature. Along with the tendency to rea 1 r;afm
drives they have incorporated the te1_'1dency t.t)\.wrdf rel asmﬁ_
the constraint of nature. Even the interest in self-prese
natural as it seems, 1S r‘epﬂn’t
sates for the lacks in mans Or.

without. But society is not only a system of_self—l?r :
t'iB—:?.—_X;_eTJEcing natural force, present in the mdmdt;al
libido, bas detached itself from the _behaworal systcxz}h (;e »
preservation and UIges toward utopian .fulﬁl]mentc.l -~
dividual demands, which do not u'umny accor bmbed
requirement of collective self-preservation, are also absor!
the social system. That is why the cognitive processes to W

For their criterion is the metalogical
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social life is indissolubly linked function not only as means to
~ the reproduction of life; for in equal measure they themselves
~  determine the definitions of this life. What may appear as naked
. survival is always in its roots a historical phenomenon. For it is
subject to the criterion of what a society intends for itself as

~ the good life. My second thesis is thus that knowledge equally

| serves as an instrumient and transcends mere self-preservation.
3 The specific viewpoints from which, with transcendental
. necessity, we apprehend reality ground three categories of pos-

L sible knowledge: information that expands our power of tech-

. nical control; interpretations that make possible the orientation
. of action within common traditions; and analyses that free
. consciousness from its dependence on hypostatized powers. These
. viewpoints originate in the interest structure of a species that is
= linked in its roots to definite means of social organization: work,
' language, and power. The human species secures its existence in
. systems of social labor and self-assertion through violence,
¢ through tradition-bound social life in ordinary-language com-
- munication, and with the aid of ego identides that at every
. level of individuation reconsolidate the consciousness of the
- individual in relation to the norms of the group. Accordingly
 the interests constitutive of knowledge are linked to the func-
& tions of an ego that adapts itself to its external conditions
 through leaming processes, is initiated into the communication
* system of a social life-world by means of self-formative processes,
> and constructs an identity in the conflict bgtween instinctual
aims and social constraints. In tum these acHievements become
of the productive forces accumulated by a society, the
Itural tradition through which a society interprets itself, and
the legitimations that a society accepts or criticizes. My third
* thesis is thus that knowledge-constitutive interests take form in
- the medium of work, language, and power.
1 However, the configuration of knowledge ‘and interest is
" not the same in all categories. It is true that at this level it is
always illusory to suppose an autonomy, free of presuppositions,
in which knowing first grasps reality theoretically, only to be
taken subsequently into the service of interests alien to it. But
" the mind can always reflect back upon the interest struchire
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that joins subject and object a prion: this 1s reserved to self-
reflection. If the latter cannot cancel out-interest, it can to a
certain extent make up for it.

It is no accident that the standards of self-reflection are
exempted from the singular state of suspension in which those
of all other cognitive processes require critical evaluation. They
possess theoretical certainty. The human interest in autonomy
and responsibility is not mere fancy, for it can be apprehended
a priori. What raises us out of nature is the only thing whose
nature we can know: language. Through its structure, autonomy
and responsibility are posited for us. Our first sentence expresses
unequivocally the intention of universal and unconstrained con-

sensus. Taken together, autonomy and responsibility constitute
the only Idea the we possess a priori in the sense of the philo-

sophical tradition. Perhaps that is why the language of German

Idealism, according to which “reason” contains both will and *

consciousness as its elements, is not quite obsolete. Reason also

means the will to reason. In self-reflection knowledge for the sake
of knowledge attains congruence with the interest in autonomy
and responsibility. The emancipatory cognitive interest aims at™ &
the pursuit of reflection as such. My fourth thesis is thus that in =

the power of self-reflection, knowledge and interest are one.

However, only in an emancipated society, whose mem-
bers’ autonomy and responsibility had been . realized, would =
communication have developed into the non-authoritarian and
universally practiced dialogue from which both our model of
reciprocally copstituted ego identity and our idea of true con- &

sensus are always implicitly derived. To this extent the truth

of statements is based on anticipating the realization of the
good life. The ontological illusion of pure theory behind which =
knowledge-constitutive interests become invisible promotes the =
fiction that Socratic dialogue is possible everywhere and at any =
time. From the beginning philosophy has presumed that the
autonomy and responsibility posited with the structure of lan-
guage are not only anticipated but real. It is pure theory, wanting
to derive everything from itself, that succumbs to unacknowledged =
external conditions and becomes ideological. Only when philos- =
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:' ophy discovers in the dialectical course of history the traces of
. violence that deform repeated attempts at dialogue and recur-
= rently close off the path to unconstrained communication does

it further the process whose suspension it otherwise legitimates:

" mankind’s evolution toward autonomy and responsibility. My
. fifth thesis is thus that the unity of knowledge and interest
. proves itself in a dialectic that takes the historical traces of
. suppressed dialogue and reconstructs what has been suppressed.

Vi

The sciences have retained one characteristic of philos-

* ophy: the illusion of pure theory. This illusion does not deter-
. mine the practice of scientific research but only its self-under-
- standing. And to the extent that this self-understanding reacts
.~ back upon scientific practice, it even has its point.

The glory of the sciences is their unswerving apphcabon

t of their. methods without reflecting on knowledge-constitutive
- interests. From knowing not what they do methodologically,
. they are that much surer of their discipline, that is of methodical
- progress within an unproblematic framework. False conscious-
= ness has a protective function. For the sciences lack the means
. of dealing with the risks that appear once the connection of
- kmowledge and- human interest has been comprehended on the
. level of self-reflection. It was possible for fascism to give birth
- to the freak of a national physics and Stalinistn to that of a
= Soviet Marxist genetics (which deserves to bertaken more seri-
. ously than the former) only because the illusidn of objectivism
- was lacking. It would have been able to provide immunity
.~ against the more dangerous bewitchments of misguided reflection.

But the praise of objectivism has its limits. Husserl’s

. critique was right to attack it, if not with the right means. As
. soon as the objectivist illusion is tumed into an affirmative
. Weltanschauung, methodologically unconscious necessity is per-
. verted to the dubious virtue of a scientistic profession of faith.

Objectivism in no way prevents the sciences from intervening

. in the conduct of life, as Husserl thought it did. They are inte-
. grated into it in any case. But they do not of themselves de-
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velop their practical efficacy in the direction of a growing
rationality of action.

Instead, the positivist self-understanding of the nomo-
Jogical sciences lends countenance to the substitution of tech-
-nology for enlightened action. It directs the utilization of
scientific information from an illusory viewpoint, namely that

the practical mastery of history can be reduced to technical con-

trol of objectified processes. The objectivist self-understanding
of the hermeneutic sciences is of no lesser conmsequence. It
defends sterilized knowledge against the reflected appropriation

of active traditions and locks up history in a museumn. Guided

by the objectivist attitude of theory as the image of facts, the
nomological and hermeneutical sciences reinforce each other
with tegard to their prachcal consequences. The latter displace
our connection with tradition into the realm of the arbitrary,
while the former, on the levelled-off basis of the repression of
history, squeeze the conduct of life into the behavioral system

of instrumental action. The dimension in which acting subjects 3

could arrive rationally at agreement about goals and purposes
is surrendered to the obscure area of mere decision among reified

value systems and irmational beliefs.!®* When this dimension,

abandoned by all men of good will, is subjected to reflection
that relates to history objectivistically, as did the philosophical
tradition, then positivism triumphs at the highest level of

thought, as with Comte. This happens when critique uncritically

abdicates its own connection with the emancipatory knowledge-
constitutive interest in favor of pure theory. This sort of high-

flown critique projects the undecided process of the evolution —
of the human species onto the level of a philosophy of history

that dogmatically issues instructions for action. A delusive
philosophy of history, however, is only the obverse of deluded

decisionisrn. Bureaucratically prescribed partisanship goes only =

too well with contemplatively misunderstood value freedom.

These practical consequences of a restricted, scientistic

consciousness of the sciences' can be countered by a critique
that destroys the illusion of objectivism. Contrary to Husserl’s

expectations, objectivism is eliminated not through the power -

of renewed theoria but through demonstrating what it conceals:
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the connection of knowledge and interest. Philosophy remains
true to its classic tradition by renouncing it. The insight that

- the truth of statements is linked in the last analysis to the

intention of the good and true life can be preserved today only
on the ruins of ontology. However even this philosophy remains
a specialty alongside of the sciences and outside public con-
sciousness as long as the herttage that it has critically abandoned
lives on in the positivistic self-understanding of the sciences.

gty et i v i S

.
R i e Ao v )

i e




