Selected Issues in the History of Political Thought: Introduction to Early Critical Theory and Politics  
Instructor: Assist. Prof. Dr. Volkan Çıdam  

During the European interwar period a group of intellectuals associated with the Institute for Social Research at Goethe University Frankfurt developed under the intellectual leadership of Max Horkheimer and Theodor W. Adorno an interdisciplinary research program, which has come to be known as the Frankfurt School or the Critical Theory with capital letters. Building on German Idealism, the work of Marx, Nietzsche, Freud and Lukács, the first generation of Critical Theorists aimed at developing a radical social critique of advanced capitalist societies that would prepare the ground for emancipatory social change. With the advent of National Socialism, the main focus of the Institute – soon enough finding a refuge in the USA – became the exploration of the philosophical, cultural and socio-economic foundations of reactionary-authoritarian politics that eventually led to totalitarian state, war and the Holocaust. Back in Frankfurt after the war, Adorno’s new Categorical Imperative, “Never again Auschwitz!” has redefined the basic tenets of Frankfurt School’s critical approach and its vision for an emancipated society.

This course is an introduction to Critical Theory with a special focus on the political writings of the first generation of thinkers who were associated with the Frankfurt School. In the first part of the course, we will focus on the philosophical foundations of Critical Theory and delineate its conceptual tools, critical figures that shape and define its main concerns. To this aim we will also read an aphorism (or two) from Adorno’s Minima Moralia each week throughout the semester. For, not only Adorno is one of the leading figures of Critical Theory, but this more accessible work of his also provides the best example of how the practice of critique can / and should target all facets of social life, in order to be transformative. In the second part, we will discuss the first generation of Frankfurt School thinkers’ works, which are more directly relevant for political theory. Thus, we will first focus on the analysis of National Socialist State by Franz Neumann and examine his and Otto Kircheimer’s thoughts on the relationship between law and political freedom. The Institute’s work on the (new) authoritarian society will be our next focus, which serves as a ground for the emancipatory imagination of Herbert Marcuse. We will read Marcuse’s Essay on Liberation, which has been extremely influential for the New Social Movements and established him firmly as the intellectual father of 68`student movements in the USA (read Angela Davis’ somewhat unfair treatment of Adorno in comparison to Marcuse, who she admires – not included in the reading list!). Our final focus will be the student movement in Germany with its radical demands for a university reform and the question of the relationship between theory and praxis. 

INSTRUCTOR:			Asst. Prof. Dr. Volkan Çıdam
					volkan.cidam@boun.edu.tr	

TEACHİNG ASSİSTANT: 		Umut Mişe: 		 mise.umut@gmail.com 
	
COURSE HOURS: 	Tuesday		(15:00-17:00)
	Friday 			(13:00-14:00)

OFFICE HOURS:			Friday 			(15:00-16:00)  
					Or with Appointment.
•	GRADING:			- Take home exam			(%40)
					- Final paper proposal			(%10)
					- Final Paper				(%50)
					- Extra points for Participation 	(%5)

This is a reading intensive course, as well as a course that relies heavily on your oral and written participation. The Course readings MUST be read by all in order that we have a productive discussion in class. ‘Suggested Readings’ help you to better elaborate the questions elaborate in your papers.
Please make sure to watch the extra videos or work on any relevant material in moodle. 
All papers should be send via TurnitIn System of the library. 
Take home exam will be assigned on the 6th Week. The answer to the question should be based on library research. Papers should be 3-4 pages (1,5 lines spacing, 12 pts font), including your personal and comprehensive evaluation of a central issue that is analyzed in the readings of the specified weeks. Late papers will be penalized by -5 points (out of 40 points for each paper) and plagiarism leads to 0 points from that paper. Take home exam is to be based on the reading materials of the first six weeks and is due on 

Final-Paper Proposal should be a page long summary of the topic of your final paper, including a tentative reading list. Due Week 11
Final-Paper should be 10-12 pages (1,5 lines spacing, 12 pts. font), including the critical evaluation of a central issue that is analyzed within the semester.	

Academic Honesty
The Department of Political Science and International Relations at Boğaziçi University has the following rules and regulations regarding academic honesty.
Copying work from others or giving and receiving answers/information during exams either in written or oral form constitutes cheating.
Submitting take-home exams and papers of others as your own, using sentences or paragraphs from another author without the proper acknowledgement of the original author, insufficient acknowledgement of the consulted works in the bibliography, all constitute plagiarism. 
Examples of Plagiarism
These are all examples of plagiarism due to failure to cite sources properly. The examples are not exhaustive.
Word-for-word copying without citation or without indication of direct quotation

· If you copy words and present them as your own writing, without indicating in
any way that the words are someone else’s, it is plagiarism.

· If you copy words and cite the source, but do not indicate that the copied words are a direct quotation, it is plagiarism. All quoted words must be put in quotation marks or indented as block quotations.

Paraphrasing or summarizing the ideas of others in your own words without citation
 
· If you present someone else’s ideas without citing the source of the ideas —
even if you use your own words — you are plagiarizing.

Using sources and supplying incomplete, vague, or fake citations

· If you draw an idea from a source — and include a bibliography entry for the
source — but do not make it clear that you drew that idea from the source, you are plagiarizing.
· Making up sources or pretending to have used a source when you have not is
also academic fraud, and therefore a violation of the Honor Code.

Including uncited images, graphs, figures, or other media from sources

· If you use any form of media from another person or source, without citing the source, you are plagiarizing.
When to quote, when to paraphrase
The question of when to quote and when to paraphrase depends a great deal on the specific context of the writing and the effect you are trying to achieve. In both cases you must give reference! In general, it is best to use a quote when:

· The exact words of your source are important for the point you are trying to make.  This is especially true if you are quoting technical language, terms, or very specific word choices.
· You want to highlight your agreement with the author’s words.  If you agree with the point the author of the evidence makes and you like their exact words, use them as a quote.
· You want to highlight your disagreement with the author’s words.  In other words, you may sometimes want to use a direct quote to indicate exactly what it is you disagree about.  This might be particularly true when you are considering the antithetical positions in your research writing projects.

In general, it is best to paraphrase when:

· There is no good reason to use a quote to refer to your evidence.  If the author’s exact words are not especially important to the point you are trying to make, you are usually better off paraphrasing the evidence.
· You are trying to explain a particular a piece of evidence in order to explain or interpret it in more detail.  This might be particularly true in writing projects like critiques.
· You need to balance a direct quote in your writing.  You need to be careful about directly quoting your research too much because it can sometimes make for awkward and difficult to read prose.  So, one of the reasons to use a paraphrase instead of a quote is to create balance within your writing.

Plagiarism and cheating are serious offenses and will result in:
an automatic “F” for the assignment or the exam
an oral explanation before the Departmental Ethics Committee
losing the opportunity to request and receive any references from the 
entire faculty
losing the opportunity to apply in exchange programs
losing the prospects of becoming a student assistant or a graduate assistant in the department
The students may further be sent to the University Ethics committee or be subject to disciplinary action.
Lecture Program and Readings 

PART I What is Critical Theory?
· Week 1 Introduction – Syllabus (25 February) 
· Week 2 Lecture: Historical Background to Critical Theory (1-4 March) 
Horkheimer and the Institute of Social Research 

Required Reading:
1) Horkheimer, Max [1931] (1993) “The Present Situation of Social Philosophy and the Tasks of an Institute for Social Research” in Between Philosophy and Social Science. Early Writings Studies in Contemporary German Social Thought, MIT Press, p. 1-14
2) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Dedication”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 15-18 

Suggested Reading: 
· Held, David (1980) “Introduction” and “The Formation of the Institute of Social Research” in Introduction to Critical Theory. Horkheimer to Habermas, The University of California Press, p. 13-39 

· Week 3 Origins of Critical Theory (8-11 March)
Lecture: Crisis and Reassessment of Marxism  

Required Reading:

1) Lukács, Georg [1920] (1972), “Reification and the Consciousness of the Proletariat”, in: History and Class Consciousness, The MIT Press, pp. 83-110
2) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorism 5”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 25-26 

Suggested Readings:
1) Jay, Martin (1984): “Georg Lukács and the Origins of the Western Marxist Paradigm” in Marxism and Totality, University of California Press, pp. 81-127
2) Held, David (1980) “Class, class conflict and the development of capitalism: critical theory and political” in Introduction to Critical Theory. Horkheimer to Habermas, The University of California Press, pp. 40-76

· Week 4 The Idea of a Critical Theory I (15-18 March)
Subject and Object of Critical Theory

Required Reading: 
1) Horkheimer, Max [1937] (1975), “Traditional and Critical Theory”, in: Critical Theory. Selected Essays, Continuum Publishing Corporation, p. 188-243 (Read as much as you can, (minimum to pg. 216) we’ll continue reading this text next week as well)
2) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorisms 10 and 11”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 30-32 

Suggested Readings:
1) Held, David (1980) “Horkheimer’s formulation of critical theory: epistemology and method” in Introduction to Critical Theory. Horkheimer to Habermas, The University of California Press, pp. 175-199
2) Honneth, Axel (1991) “Horkheimer's Original Idea: The Sociological Deficit of Critical Theory” in The critique of power: reflective stages in a critical social theory, MIT Press ed., pp. 5-31

· Week 5 The Idea of a Critical Theory II (22-25 March) 
The political Standpoint of Critical Theory

Required Reading: 
1) Horkheimer, Max [1937] (1975), “Traditional and Critical Theory”, in: Critical Theory. Selected Essays, Continuum Publishing Corporation, p. 188-243
2) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorism 15”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 35 

Suggested Reading: 
1) Habermas, Jürgen (1972) “Knowledge and Human Interests - A General Perspective.” In Knowledge and Human Interests, translated by Jeremy J. Shapiro, Boston: Beacon Press, 2nd Printing October 1972 edition., pp. 301–317.
2) Geuss, Raymond (1981) “Introduction” and “Critical Theory” in The Idea of a Critical Theory. Habermas and the Frankfurt School, Cambridge University Press, pp. 1-3 and 55-95.

· Week 6 Critique of Instrumental Reason (29 March-1 April)
Dialectic of Enlightenment

Required Readings: 
1) Horkheimer, Max / Adorno, Theodor [1944] (2002) “Preface 1944” and Selections from “The Concept of Enlightenment” in Dialectic of Enlightenment, Stanford University Press, pp. XIV-XIX, 1-12, 25-28.
2) Held, David (1980) “The critique of instrumental reason: critical theory and philosophy of history” in Introduction to Critical Theory. Horkheimer to Habermas, The University of California Press, pp. 148-174
3) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorism 16”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 35-37 

Suggested Reading:
1) Horkheimer, Max / Adorno, Theodor [1944] (2002) “Excursus I: Odysseus or Myth and Enlightenment” in Dialectic of Enlightenment, Stanford University Press, pp. 35-62.
2) Habermas, Jürgen (1982), “Entwinement of Myth and Enlightenment: Max Horkheimer and Theodor Adorno“ in The Philosophical Discourse of Modernity”, Polity Press,  pp. 106-130
3) Honneth, Axel (2000) “The Possibility of a Disclosing Critique of Society: The Dialectic of Enlightenment in Light of Current Debates in Social Criticism” in Constellations 7, No 1, pp. 116-127
4) Allen, Amy (2014) “Reason, power and history: Re-reading the Dialectic of Enlightenment” in Thesis Eleven Vol 120, pp. 10-25

· Week 7 An Alternative View of History and Revolution (5-8 April)
		Benjamin’s real progress   

Required Text: 
1) Benjamin, Walter [1940] (1969), “Thesis on the Philosophy of History”, in Illuminations, Hannah Arendt (ed.), Schocken Books, 253-264
2) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorism 18”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 38-39 

Suggested Readings:
1) Löwy, Michael (2006) Fire Alarm: Reading Walter Benjamin’s “On the Concept of History.” Translated by Chris Turner. London ; New York: Verso.
2) Çıdam, Volkan (2020) “Adorno’s two-track conceptualization of progress: The new categorical imperative and politics of remembrance” in Constellations, June, p. 1-16.



PART II Critical Theory and Politics   

· Week 8 The National Socialist “State” (12-15 April) 
Behemoth  

Required Readings:
1) Neumann, Franz [1944] (2009) Selections from “The Political Pattern of National Socialism” in Behemoth. The Structure and Practice of National Socialism, Oxford University Press, pp. 37-97 
2) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorism 29”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 49-50 

Suggested Readings: 
1) Mills, C. Wright, (1963), “The Nazi Behemoth”, in Power, Politics and People. The Collected Essays of C. Wright Mills, Oxford University Press, 170-178.
2) Greenberg, Udi (2018), “The Frankfurt School and the Assesment of Nazism” in Peter Gordon, Espen Hammer, Axel Honneth (eds.), The Routledge Companion to Frankfurt School, Routledge, pp. 163-177

· Week 9 National Socialist State and the Law (19-22 April) 
Der Unrechtsstaat 

Required Readings:  
1) Neumann, Franz [1944] (2009) “Behemoth” in Behemoth. The Structure and Practice of National Socialism, Oxford University Press, pp. 459-476
2) Neumann, Franz [1937] (1996) “The Change in the Function of Law in Modern Society,” in William Scheuerman (eds.) The Rule of Law under Siege. Selected Essays of Franz L. Neumann and Otto Kircheimer, University of California Press, p. 101-14
3) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorisms 43 and 44”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 69-71

Suggested Reading:
1) Scheuermann, William (2019), “Donald Trump meets Carl Schmitt” in Philosophy and Social Criticism, Vol. 45 (9-10), p. 1170-1185

· Week 10 Critical Theory and the Law (26-29 April)
Political Freedom and Law 

Required Readings:
1) Neumann, Franz [1953] (1996) “The Concept of Political Freedom,” in William Scheuerman (eds.) The Rule of Law under Siege. Selected Essays of Franz L. Neumann and Otto Kircheimer, University of California Press, p. 195-232.
2) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorism 66”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 102-103

Suggested Readings: 
2) Scheuerman, William E. (2018), “Critical Theory and the Law” in Peter Gordon, Espen Hammer, Axel Honneth (eds.), The Routledge Companion to Frankfurt School, Routledge, pp. 486-499.

· Week 11 The Authoritarian Society (10-13 May)
The new Forms of Control 

Required Readings: 
1) Adorno, Theodor W. et.al. (1950) “Introduction. A. Problem” in Max Horkheimer and Samuel H. Flowerman (ed.) The Authoritarian Personality, Harper & Brothers, pp. 1-11 
2) Marcuse, Herbert [1964] (2006) “The New Forms of Control” in One Dimensional Man, Routledge, 3-20
3) Adorno, Theodor W. [1969] (1999) “Education for Maturity and Responsibility” in History of the Human Sciences, Vol 12, No 3, pp. 21-34	
4) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorism 100”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 155-157

		Suggested Readings:
1) Brown, Wendy (2018) “Neoliberalism’s Frankestein. Authoritarian Freedom in Twenty-First Century ‘Democracies’” in Authoritarianism. Three Inquiries in Critical Theory, Trios Book, pp. 7-43.
2) Cook, Deborah (2020) “Adorno, Kant and Enlightenment” in Kantian Review, Vol 25 (4), pp. 541-557.  
		
· Week 12 Emancipation (17-20 May) 
Theory of the Great Refusal

Required Reading:
1) Marcuse, Herbert [1969] (2000), An Essay on Liberation, Beacon Press, pp. vı-x and 3-48 
2) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorisms 144 and 146”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. pp. 224-225 and 227-228 

Suggested Reading:
1) Marcuse, Herbert [1969] (2000), An Essay on Liberation, Beacon Press, pp. vı-x and 49-91 
2) Kellner, Dauglas (1984) “Marcuse, Radical Politics and the New Left” in Herbert Marcuse and the Crisis of Marxism, Macmillan, pp. 276-319

· Week 13 Theory and Praxis (24 May)
Revolutionary (?) Student Movement 

Required Readings 

1) Adorno, Theodor and Marcuse, Herbert [1969] (1999) “Correspondence on the German Student Movement” in New Left Review, No 233, pp. 118-136
2) Habermas, Jürgen [1969] (1989) “The Movement in Germany: A critical Analysis” in Toward a Rational Society, Beacon Press, pp. 31-49
3) Adorno, Theodor. W [1951] (2005) “Aphorism 153”, in Minima Moralia, Verso. p. 247. 

Suggested Readings:

1) Adorno, Theodor W. (2005) “Marginalia to Theory and Praxis”	 in Critical Models. Interventions and Catchwords, Columbia University Press, pp.259-278.
2) Cook, Deborah (2004) “Ein Reaktionäres Schwein? Political Activism and Prospects for Change in Adorno” in Revue international de philosophie, Vol: 227, issue 1, pp. 47-64
3) Driver, James (2010) “Habermas On Sixties Student Protests: Reflections On Collective Action And Communicative Potential” in Bryn Jones and Mike O’Donnel (eds.) Sixties Radicalism and Social Movement Activism, Anthem Press, pp. 149-165 

