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PREFACE

The chaprers in dhas volume omginaed in an ongaing project on intellecoial exike as
Mard College, directed by David Kettler, Rewearch i"m[mm:’-.rhz}'gmwuu! an:lpul
presenced i conference hedd we thar college on Asgas 13 o 15, 2000 "Conpested
Legacies: The German-Speaking Inrellectual and Cultiral Emigrasion o the Unired
Stares and the United Kingdom, 1933-45." This conference in pum was prepared at
the "MNo Happy End” workshop on Februzary 13 00 15, 2001, The editons anre accend-
ingly indebied not only to the instiwtion and donon whose conerbutions made
these mortings possible, bur alio 1o the many colleagues who pamicipared in them.
Since there were pwenty preseneers at the workshop and Gfoeat the confercce, it was
obviously :imE::mihlt to include all the high qualiny conmribugions in the presenc
volume. Yer t wiis seem from the outies w be a cumulative and coflabocative
effort, Accordingly, we would like to thank all vhe paper givers ar hoth sessions who
are niot otherwise represented here: Perer Bache*** Ranhard Blomer, Jonathan
Bordis,® Peter Breines,™ Catherine Epstein, Christian  Fleck,® Lawrence |,
Friedman,* Judith Geron, Lvdis Goche” fohn Guanell,** Wn[fpnﬁ Heuer, Dianiel
Herwirs® Claudia I-Eurh:mnr Martin Jay, Mario Kesiler, Claus-Dister Krohn,”
Richard Leppers, Perer Ludes, John MeCormick,® Neil Mclaughling Bernd: Milolal,
Margarer Olin, Hanna Papanek,® Paul Roaeen, James Schmide, Joanna Scoi* fohn
Spalek, Michael . Sreinberg, Marchias Seoffregen, Edoardo Torarolo, Roy T,
Mihaly Vajda, Suranne Viomen,** Wren Weschler, and Janer Wolff?

Because of the inttmate e between the workshop, conference. and publications,
wie want 1o thank sll the donoes who seppored the project in any of it phases: The
German Academic Exchange Service (DAAD], The Max Kade Foundation, Inc., The
Luscius M. Livtseer Foundstion, nc.. the Open Sociery Instinaee, fames H. Oretaway Jr.,
.l.n-d, ai Fq.ﬁl. H'n-: H-n.rd. 'I:EHI:EI.'. 'r|'|.: H|.||:ru|:| F.%I:l leu:t. tJ'bE Inatituie fur
Internationd] Libersl Edvcation, and the Bard Music Fesival, We are indeheed for
inzrituricnal SEPPOT 45 well o the Seminar for German I']'I.“I}]nm-' of the Geong-
August-University, Gitingen, Speclal thanks are owed 1o Leon Borstein, the President
of Bard Collepe, whose support extended from ho puarantee of the wordahop
befirre there were any donors v his grant of o year's exemption from teaching, for
work on this book, o one of the rwo edimrs, as well as the invitation o the Contested
Legacy Conference 10 meet in the woek framed by the weekends of the inspiring
Bard Music Festival devoved 1o "Guostay Mabler and His World,” of which he i the
dlirecto.
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The nex phase of the project, “Limin of Exile,” is innouced in David Kenler, * “Er les
émigrés sont ks vgino’ Spirinel Dispors and Polivieal Faile,” fowrmad of obe
) Erroads (vol. 1, mo, 3, August 2004),
Caolleagues murked wirth an areeenk ) are comtributon o the collecson of papers from the
"Ma Happy End” Worlshop, which also include contribwations by Lauzent feangierre,
Dwvid Kerrles, Ernae Osterbamp, Anna Wessely, and Zaslwe, who are included in
the present hoak: Cameted Logeser (Bedin/Gleinicke: Gakla & Wildh 2003). The double
aserisk (™) mars the aushor oolleceed in o special i of the Bwrpesr fourmal of Paliical
Theary, edieed by David Kerder and Thamus "Wheatland, whack also contabng an sy b}'
Alfons Séillmer: Comtersnd Ligstesrs Pulitscal Theary sl the Hither Er (vol. 3, no. 2, April
200} Independeny publications of arrickes first presented at "Contested Legacies” include
*Remigranren sl Hisrariker in der feihen DR in Marke Kesder, B und ek Eaib
Purelikrunlly i 20, fabrbarsadeer, Hamburg: VSA-Yerlag, 2002, 181-197; David
Ferter, = “Weimar anel Labor’ as Legacy: Emst Fracikel, O Kalo-Freund, anad Frane L
Neusnann,” Helgn. Schasckenbengen, o Die Alobeomde dbs Ecll. Evil al
Impals, Vienne Edition Prassens 2005 Margaret Ofin. “The Road To Dan Europos”
Muepest Reviere of Bosks, 12 (0002h 3-%: Jamer Woll, * Tigrnerate As' in Brivain:
Relugees, Interseen and Visial Caliiam,” Vi Cudrune do Bt Gl 4, no 2, 200%)




CHAPTER ONE

THE "OTHER GERMANY"” AND THE
QuEestioN ofF Birpunc: WEIMAR To Bonn

Dyavid Kettler and Gerhard Lauer

TI:: rrujﬁ,ni.tinn ﬂFH difEl:nr_t I:H:nlm:u the lclcn!I:FJ: dimeniaon utr hu[i.'lurjr.rndil.l;.d
knowledpe in socicoy and the rheorical, didactic ane, as well as the patensial fur
canflict berween them. @ h:.r Mn Means ulli.q_l.nn tis masthern Crerman cultune, Foar
cenmuries, English universizies pur the formarion of clergymen and gemtlemen ahead
of the adwncement nl'_im:r.l."lldga. and American |.-|:||.||EH:= vied with each oher in
adageing both inarmicrion and inguiry w the building of piety or moral characrer or
ehvie virme, not to speak of the utilitarian didsctic schievements of Inculcaring
cammercial initiative or housewifely puile. Prancis Bacon and  Adam  Smich
denounced Crdord and Cambredge early in the moderiv e, and deeir spinitoal bt
Earer created the Loadon School of Economics, while the provests of Charles Beard
and Tharscein Vebien agains the higher edocation in America belped w0 bring into
being the Mew Schoal that wis evenmally w harbor an imporant contingenr of the
Crerman émigrés of 1933,

Yer neither in England por the Unived Stawes did questions arising owr of the
contrasting aims of organized knowledpe pencerare so deeply into competing designe
of such knowledge, lay chaim 10 sich comprehensive echical significance, resonaie so
profoundly in public discourss remare from debates about education (n the
narrower sese, or have such ambitons on the allecation of authority and power in
snciety. Some of these themes doubtless arose among essayists elsewhere, as with
Mawthew Arnold or T. 5. Eliot in Britain, or Ralph Waldo Emerson and Henry
Thoreau in the United States, bust the comprehensiveness, centrality, and pervasive-
ness of the problem consellation was distinctively German, & was i exsension
spheres. of discourse remote From: the esmayitic. The conceprion of Germany as
uniguely a Kvfturnation and of cuftural policy consequently @ the subject marrer of
prime political decizions was adminedly undermined by the defear in World War [,
which had been marked by this ideological moul, but in the world of the lierary
intelligensia the conceprion revived in diverse forms during the Weimar years.

In the various discourses contered (h the university Beuldes of philosophy,
expecially within the humanitiss and social studies, inretlecrual work in Germany was
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commenly scrutinmoed for vs stand on the issues berween Bildng (broad cultivation)
and Wikemsohat? (ipecialized rescarch science}, even if it substance was remiote from
pedagogical questions. The Intermgation was a "philosophical” ane, whether the
writers sought 1o contribute 1o “orentation,” w counter the loss of meaning widely
associated with the explosion of modernity, or whether they were engaped in “pecialise”
science “for in own ske”

Far the intelleceuals forced into emigration by the Hitler reggime, this dimension
of their past Imellecuzal activity, as well a5 the souvenire of their participation in
controviersies abour the supposed “crisis” of Silduny i the decades before 1933
remained a persistent presence. With their faces roward Germany, morcover, many of
the émigeés grounded their claims to represent the “other.” beter Germany precisely
on the charge that the Nazis had betrayed the Bildusg ideal and practice thar the
emigrateon was safeguarding in exibe, In their rlations with English and American
intellectial life, however, in the procoses of scculmration thar was a responss o
necessities as well ws arractions, the older, “philosophical” contesz frequendy
appetred exaggerated and professsonally unsound, These cusrents and countercurrents
are differently managed by the émigré authar.

To add to the complexity of the sinsation, many of the dements of the core
Cerman Hildwrg mradivion, the canonized names and poses, as well as the eputation
of uncompromising German Wiseneinf, enjoyed high status in che significandy dif-
ferent secting of American camipaigns againse shallow morallsm, commencdalism, or
hyper-specialization in higher education, norwithstanding the estrangement of the
war years, 1917-1918, The high sanding of German aniversities among American
professars, especially of the older generarion, was both evidenced and reinfarced by
the considerable number of themn who had done & Wamderishe of advanced study
there, 21 a matter of course, Since lare in the nineteenth centiiry, moreover, the debare
abour American higher education was wrongly influenced by conflicring crations of
Uerman models, 2 pattern of argument emphatically renewsed by Abssham Flexner in
his widely divcussed (wivemisier—American, Englivh, Germun, published i 1930, on
the eve of the pose-1933 emigrations,' The exchange between Flexner and his eritics
offers @ unique insight into the patterns of expecrations—accepring or disparging—
that confronted émigee acholar, scientisss, and ntellectuals when they came,
inescapably as Germans, 1o the American academic world

The Academic Landscape in America: The Reception
af Abraham Flexner's Idealization of German Universities

Flexner argued thar meither Amenican nor English instimtions of higher education
were moee than secondary schoolds, in the law analysis, while Germany alone.
building on the historse inbrarives of Wilbelm von Humboldr, knew EEnine univer-
sitich. Above all, Flexner anacked the incorporation of vocational and "professiomsal”
training imte the unlversity. Only law may be included and medicine belongs, wince
these entail both rgoraus scientific disciplines and homanitarian ideals, German ste-
dents were brought 1o maturity, be contended, by their experience in the academic
secondary schools, whoss high erandaeds were mfeguarded by the nationwide At
examination; and the universities were free 1 serve disciplined scholarship and
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wcience alone, withour negard 1o the paernalissic ar ad hoc onilmanan concerns of
schaols in the United Staies.

Hlexner was an influential commentaar athe time, an educarionis whase power
Was i1-:r T g Iimi.'lni tor the Fnrr_: al hix |'.'||.'||:||J'|.' :.rﬁul'ﬂlﬂ'lLL Mﬂm:gh his retire-
ment from his position s Secrerary of the General Educarion Board—the
Rockefellers’ firm educational philanthropy—was net aliogether voluntary, he
remained well conneceed with major donoss in the field of education, respectful of
iz remarkasble record. Hix 'prnpunl.l for mussive reborm by medical educatssn, fest in
19110 foe the Carnegic Foundation fur the Advancement of Teaching and Lster for the
General Educurion Board, had been hacked up by conditional foundation grans,
whose temms he magerially shaped, oz was his scheme for a propressive sscondary
school, implemented in the Lincoln School at Teachers College, Columbia. To judge
by the accounts in his surobiography, Flexner must have generared and programmed
the expendimure of more chan $60,000.8} on higher education durng his yeans with
Carncgie and Rockefeller. Within o year of the publication of his 1930 critique of
American universities, moreover, he had been given the endowment funds to esmab-
lish the Institute for Advanced Study in Princeton.® Even at the ape of sevenmy in
shiorr, he was i force thar coubd nor be ignored, He was in 2 unigue position w rencw
public interest in the anguments based on idealized German school and universiry
madels thar had been pushed asde by the ideslogical mobilzanon againse Germany
in World War 1. the fear of Socialist influences from Germany in the posswar perind.
the disnust among social scientiss and publicius of the "philosophical” and antsciensif
mutifs in German books such as Spengler’s Decline of e Werr, and the celebration of
new American models. Afver April 1933, then, he was also among the first 1o act on
his admiration of the German academic teadition by assisting in the plscement of
distinguished dmigeds,

¥et it would be a mistake, firse, 1o confisse Flomer's thesss with an impoertacion of
the German debaie abour Sildnng 2 it had developed duning the Weimar years, with
ity presimed bearing on the philesophical aims and designg of knowledge, especially
since he shows no swareness of the division berween Silduny and Winennshaft
featured in the dehate abour the supposed “criais of Béldng” in Germany: The acmal
Weirnar debare compounded themes iniciared in the nineteenth century by Nieteche's
asertioms of the daims of "HE" againg the “dead knowledpe” of the By
reaclition, with sdeas arising in the conrext of newly asserive social movemnents,
challenge the Winmmchaften at home in the unsversities, in a sate of the question
rernane from the conjuncrion of the two concepts in the earlier idealisric sdeclogy put
forward in the name of Humbiolde and ssill credited by Flexner. The debare abour
Max Weber's “Schence as 8 Vocavion™ was the prime bocus for this new tum in old
HFEUMEnLS.

A number of the exiled incellecruals had been among those whe saghe for seme
mediagtion of the conflicy, fellowing the line lind down by Georg Simmel, whose
authority outhived his death ar the beginning of the epoch:

Anyone who hai been acive for decades in the smdemic sphene and who onjoy ihe
erit af the vousth knows hew often it peecsely the v moar alive and sdeabintic
young men who feen awsy in disgpaimment, sfier a few semestees, from what the
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ieniversity offers them in the way of general Bldvag, ithe sisttsfaction al thelr naermos
meede. For whas they wanr, wuire apart from che mant cusmnding instrucoon of a
specislized and exacr kind, i something more general or,  yoi like, something moce

al. . . . Call shis, if you like, & mere by-product of Winemscha, - . - bar, i e s oo
Erl.p;u wifered m FIIn, :pu:pJL the hem among them will wirm w0 ather simarees that
pramise oo sarisfy these deepent needs m mystcam or o whar they call Tife,” i sl
democracy or m fiverature in general, w3 misadernood Micesdhe or to a mapeialim
IinFi‘.I with lr.epnn:l.l.lL Lev us mor decenie ourelves. The Germaa unracizibes have
largely surrendersd the inper lmdenship of the youth 10 forces of ikis kinsl.”

Flexmer knew nothing about this distinceive German theme of inner, subjective
developrreent, or abour the concepeion of the “yourh” as impartient, assertive actor in
the weruggle for Sifdung. The CrTgTsiits bruuglu these additional A 004 and
expectations, o well as, for many of the Jews among them, the contradictory experi-
ence of the transmumtion of Bildimyg from entnway into exclusionary formula, o
Bilidsng had become & motw of anti-Enlightenment, Gemermichafi-cenizrnd opanion
in the omirse of the sruggle with Wmﬂtﬁlﬁ.‘ Flexner's aromprad revival of cardier
American idelization of German universiy culeore icedf stands for a pasern af
demands on the exiles that many of them will find puzeling and some will experience
as demeaning, while athers will use them as o roure of access o academic sanding.

Second, it would be an error o suppose that Flesner's undoubred capacity L gtk
steention for his theses abour the supenorisy of the German universaries meant that
he could also redefine the E:I:I,T}u}ﬂnm}nfﬁghrfﬂmﬁm Fsunded e the T
Seate Universicy in the vear that Flexner's book appeared, devored i entine Cicraber,
193] mssue (0 ceviews anI:lnr.'r'J Lreerriien and these I:H"n'ridt a valiealle Emdr Eid
American seademic undersandings of and responsss o such challenpes, a5 well a5 a
FFF'«"iIH'I" of the context within which the German EmiEn':_l woidld have w Ond cheit
way and their place a few years later.

Tl'u.- :d.imr nfl:hi: inun'u]-"'w. W Ehn.rtl:n, miay be excused I'ht AT e
in his conclusion thar Flesner only wses ridicule becauss he “has whaolly missed the
point” of university people trying w meet mate-imposed obligation for prifestional
training it wieal sockal domaing. Two of Charer's ouwn studses are the shjec of almos
three pages of such ridicule.” Charrers granis Flexner that he has justly depicted the
“Valhalla" of the rescarch profiessar, but he denies that this addresses any of the real
problems possd by the need to unite practice with knowledge, as o sesult of the
“profound social forces which swept through the universine 10 produce the profes-
sinal schonle.” Anocher Ohio Scae Fm&.ﬂm’, the Fhi]nlnpl:l.l:t. B. H. Hexle, s more
sympathetic 1o Flexner's eritigue of much American pracrice, but he finds o contra-
diction between, on the one hand, Flecner's abrupt disjuncrune beewsen secondary
schoal Sildung and universicy resetrch and, on the other, his insisrence thar univer-
sity work oo must be charged wath "aultuml values” and dedicagion w social inielli-
gence. Thee failure to define cither of these key conceprs, as well a5 the contradicrion
irself, i, acconding e Bode, “apparenty doe o the fcr that My Flesner [ . | | tikes
overthe [, . . | German conception of culiuse, kock, sock, and barrel,” Onge ic b rec-
ognized thar the unfinishable sarch for cubural values cannot be packaged in an
authortaran eranumssion of mradinenal ideas, as the Germans do, there is no Rircher
reason o draw Flexner's sharp line berween school and university—iiid the liberal
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ares collepge comes back inro its own, Bodde closes with the ironkc compliment thar the
baok *may be expected 10 amise modern education in doughing off a tadition from
which the author himself has been unable o escape,™

Perhaps the mest pointed criticiom of Flexner's idealization of German modeks is
made by the asociae aditor of the joumnal, W, H. Cowley, soan 1o be president of
Hamilion College. In pari, he i simply angry ar Flexpers didan of empinical
research as o oute o reform of higher education, but, more interestingly, he oppeoses
Flexner as the main protagonist of “the German scholarly ideal,” prevalent amony
graduate-studies-centered  univenition whose demands {and graduate) have ever
mare avershadowed “the tradivional Americzn ideal of the broad, symmaetrical educ-
tion of the individual” He speaks of mounting protest ar the Association of
American Collepes and incressing calls v acion agaimst the subordinanon of higher
education to the purely intellevtual interests of 3 tny minority, at the sacrifice of the
democratic requirement of an “entighrened cittrenry.™™ A criticesm similarly discom-
fived by whas it rakes 10 be Flexner's unreflective preference for a “feudal-aristocratic
place of intellipence”™ rather than a democranic; pracrical one is especially notewmthy
because it comes fram Willlam H. Hilp.andL. sccanid w-n]r e Dlewey in his Hmpeac-
tanee for progressive educanion and a major figure in the development of the Lincaln
Schinol at Columbia Teachers College, which Flexner himself had originally hroughs
inen being, Unlike most of dhe other commentators, Kilpatrick sakes note of Flexner's
progressive serand, u.rqnn]sz i most German argunents, the supgestion that the
monamous research university is essential precisely becanse no other apency will
provide the critical analyais of i “sockety that i driven it knows not whither |:l:|.' fures
of unprecedented violence.” Yer be abjects thar this i negared by Flexner's formalism,
has “classical” p:n:h:.nl: for :nr.lt]:r di'ril:liug school from Ll.rlhwﬁl}'; ﬂrfl'n.rl'r Frasiz
science, the learned from the rest. “Each ddes and class must srand apart,” Kilpaoick
writes, "nicely bounded, not—as in democracy and modem logic—each one
merging int i1s neighbos, Crude Americs must be withstood,™

K.uplﬂ'.il,'.k.'l l:ri:n'l:i.lr'ru Elil'l. added wisht, I.:rnrn H:IE lhr:dpnml: of our presens
imterest, when mken together with a review of Flexner by the leader of Kilparrick's
schaoad, lohn l:.n!lul.l'rlﬁ pul:.l.i.l.l::'d. m the :|'.lri'|1.3_ af 1931 5:|I'I'I:|F|-II;E'I.EI'.|.I: with Flexner's
nssaialts apuinst follics and disorions in higher educarion, he nevertheless proreins
rthar Flexner makes no anempr "o ingicare the direcrion in which the American
universiy might and should move.” This can only be done, scconding 1w Dewey, if it
is recognized thar universities are a manifestation of the ethes of the natonal
communities they swrve

We—the American peaple—are bindly trying 1o do something new in the hanory of
educaricaal effore, We are orving o devedop anivenal educiion: i the process we ane
foeced by o o identify a onivemal educsion wath an aducaim |owshich the
wimatmnal queling is permave. Me Flemers carmicsms skl have been as oristhful amd
ai draxcic if kiy cricerson had been a n:nngrl.il:iun af whar underfien boch the ecdlencie
and the deferm af sar sociery and our educaron insead of onc which lnaks, howers
unconscivashe toothe dualism of the pas and of ocher seciene”

Deweys judgment means that the Amencan wendency that comes closest o the
Cerman insistence on the deep cthical and polivical ramifications of pedegopical
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armngements b firmly commimed w3 uniguely American situation and mision in
education." Dewey and his associzres, 5 democrsts and humanimrians, will be
among the leaders in welcoming the German dmigrés, but they will also expect them
i shift eapidly from che old w the new contex of problemas,

I sz, the intellectuial and cultiral dnigeds from Germany entered an academic
lnndscape where there were both avid friends and harsh critics of the specialisg,
research-contered, performance-orienied, autonomous German university system,
but where neither the ane nor the other acrually grasped the state of the question of
Bildung, aa it was contested in the discourse of Weimar ineeflecruabs, in the aniversity
s our.

Bildung as Contested Legacy

The present volume brings rogether a group of suclies char varioushy explone the writ-
ings of several well-known members of the pos-1933 German-speaking tntellecual
andd culrural emigrarion againss the hackground of the vicissimudes of Bildfung in exile.
Same rwengy rqu.rﬂ are ineluded; ranging from Tharmas Mann and Liszbi Moholy-
Magy o Erwin Panofsky and Paul Lazarsfeld, with special emphasis on the. so-called
mew-humanit endency varously onented o Emse Cassirer or Thomas Mann, a
well s the indispensable culwaral commentarnrs, including Adormno, Hockheimer,
Benjamin, and Kracaoee. That several individuabs om this i were noe themselves
unlversity faculty does not mean thar any of them were removed from the Sildfung
controversy? the pervasivenes of the ssoe soross the intelleceual Lundscape b precisely
the premise of the dnalvsis. The sim is noc, by any case, 0 rescue forgoren ames
h.ptlnqtph‘um:ﬂ:mld!h:}muﬂ thc:mp:nfpﬂrﬁ]:ﬁdiﬂ,hnﬂlwmhdp
with the Interpretation of nexts amnd marerials whise intrinsic value is nor seriously in
qun'rinn_ThEHu '|.| i8] r:'u.d.ﬂ':muﬁhﬁ ks fan rJ-u: ?il:i.ui.tmh nfﬂfr.l:rlll.m n.m;] ﬂ'h:rl
tiv reconsider the resudting transparent palimpsest. There are 3 number of insffi-
i:innﬂ_r EI;FI:::'rd |:||.|.=1.'i|:||1l o be addressed h}r this micans, I'ﬂ.TlFrl'E from the pu::'linE
susooess of so many dmign&s as univesity eachens to the no less puating sense of dis-
appaintment that haunred many of the émigrés who were most siccessful in making
notable careers. At a more complex level of anatvsis, there are mew insighis w be
gamed, on the one hand. about the inner struciure of the bargaining processes gen-
erally discussed as sccilmirarion: the unlinidhed Filwng problem comples iv usally
neglected at the bargaining mble. And, convessely, many ohscarities or false notes in
thee wrinings of exile can be umdersood s documents of this pracrical aporia, Cleardy
this ixsue i less kely mo be present in cases where the conditron of exibe is effecmvely
subsumed under parceens of international scienific migration, which were under way
berween Germany and the United Stazes before Hitler camve 1o power, supporred in
certain disciplines by the Rockefeller Foundaion and other sgencies dedicated to 2
global domain of Wimemsnhafe, These cases. especially in the nararal sciences, have
recently been made the subjec of important studies, bur they should not be
owergeneralized. '

The individuals chosen for study here are members, with one oF reo exceptions,
of whar may be called the "Weimar generation,” whose formative expersences came
alter Wtld War T most are Jewish, ar beast by Nuremberg-law criteria. although a
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mist o of twi oriented themselves to any messurable extent o the intemal [ewish
debates about Jewish identiry and culture; and almost all can be referred nor anly ro
ane of snather acadernic discipline but alw m the more diverse congeries oF culiurs] ner-
waeks that was charscierieed in Germany as e futelligenz, In the contesss abow Sildmy
ﬁﬁmrhdﬂwwmunh!ﬁhwll@:dﬂuﬂudm with i conserviTive
defenise of the ningeeenth-century canon and idesl, acconding w0 the conventionalized
forms of which they were all themselves schooled, but there were gharp differences
ammang them as oo the exvent oo which and the ways through which the ethical und palis-
ical dermands of the ald Silding, should be seconstruceed. bsues in connesmanion included
above all the relations bevween Saldiong and Enlightenment, on the one hand, and
Mm:ﬂ{m:] mviclisrmisrn, on the ocher. The former division enailed, in
the German context, questions shout democracy and the begitimacy of the Wetmar stare,
andd the laner, questions abour antibourgenis revohotion, Perer MNertl has characterioad
imellecruals as constimuring “srscnires of dissent,” in relation wo the primary institurions
of disciplinary knowledge, and this i sdequare to our cases, as long as it is dearly under-
stood thar disseny is not limived 1o any given political direceon, and drat is may nar ke
the form of pulirical discourse at all, ™ In exile, anguabiy, nodhing of this weighed as heay-
ily @ their common experiences and investments in a culure where the things they had
learmicd., the things they studied, snd the things they mught were widely believed 1o bear
an the basec qualitics of boch individual and collecive fife. I nothing else, they had m
explain a rejection of this culturst conceprion, Yer o number during the time uln:mgr.'-
ton haped w influsnce evenas in Germany: perhaps w retum, and several did so, i few
ClCE 0 [PosEt oy nFl-nrh.r-Pmrnmﬂt past and future of exile both Egurt ir ihhiche
studees af inselloonals in exile. The present-day literature on the concept and hiseory of
fildamg in borge and acorssible, and there i no meed w retell here the sory from Wilkelm
voin Humbodds o Eduand Spranges."* The aim & amgly to0 map the controversy during
thie Lest Weimar years, with some attention i i concenirated form in pedagogical and
rurmicular discussion,

Mapping the Weimar Dispute about Bildung

To complete our inmoduction, however, we first offer & schematic diagram of the
inteliectisal landscape at the poim of deparmure, 4 characrerization of the major align-
ments in Weimar Germany on the question of relations between  Sildfumg and
Werrmchaft, The outer perimeter is defined by Max Weher, whose heroic abandan-
meEnt nf'.i!:ﬂh&..rg for the sake of mumﬂt‘ﬁugﬁ, most vividly fn hin address on science
shortly before his death in 1920, 1 the limiting, case by reference o which much of
the Weimar debate prntm.!l:d_” Ohutside that boumsdary are sciemific discourss
whose self-reflection was confined o mevhodolopscal fsmues und whose work served
the Brldung debate largely as abject losons, Common to all of the authors enclosed
by these bounds is 3 preoccupation with hiseory, variously understood as bodh 2
prime constituent of and prime thee o Sildung, Yer the differences in rrearmenn of
that theme, penerally subsumed under che heading of Hiversomm, do not lend them-
selves to casy classificasion, and they will be lef for mestment in the separaie sudies,

Within the diagram, then, it is useful o plor four locariom by matching two vari-
ables Familiar from incllecneal history. and then o arrach a distiner plane defined by




B/ DAVID EETTLER AND GERHARD LAVER

wvarbable readings on a contimauin of a different kind. On the four-fold mble, then,
ome axis is labeled civilization and the other, palitics. We separaze thinkers whowe con-
cepts of Bildwny are somehow reconciled with “civilization,” a verm often associared
in contemporary discougse with the French Enlightenment and poised as antithesis
aggainse Kulrwr, from thinkers who are more true o the hintorical legacy of Bilfuny as
an alrernative to the supposed unhistorical “intellectualism” of cvilizaton and the
Enlyghtenment, and within euch of these types, we distinguish, on the other axis,
thase whose conception of Bildung is expressly political from thase who disdain con-
flictual politics. Representarive of the upper left quadrant on our ypotherical rable is
the sociologist, Karl Mannheim; for the wpper right, we take Hans Freyer, who b
hoth sociologist and philesopher of culture; on the lower lefi, we locane aurhors like
Ermst Cassirer and Erst Robert Curtinsg and the crowded lower right quacdrane is
represented by the various voices of the George Circle and "Secret Crermany,” a5 well
s mare pedantic voices of conservative oppesition, Tt is perhaps embleratic of the
discordant juxtapositions that are the subject of the presens studies o force this com-
plex assormment of intclloonsals into the honile confinements of so banal—and
uncultivated—an analyrical device. It ls just as well, then, o disrupt the simpliciey of
the mode] with the sddition of another dimension that is not susceprible o binary
compartmentalization, the arentation 1w what may be called “sevelutonary cilmz-
wm,” and that ranges from the unorthodox communisr thearizing of the younger
Geong Luldics, often revived by othery durting the Weimar years, with its reconceptu-
aliizacion of Hildweg as chass consciousness and its celebration of o revolistonary “new
coliore,” ot one end of the (dishcomtimisum, o varous angnomian o ararchis
articulations of avant-garde artisic meionales, no les scornbul of Luldces's cunow
sexthetic conservatiam than of the coondinated movements of his politiesl sssoctares.
For present purposes. it will suffice 1o Hhustrate the foar main alrernatives on he
principal dimensions, with emphasis an the quadranss thar play 2 lesser part in the
studies to follow but that remain an imporant part of the contexs.

Political Enlightenment as Bildieng: Karl Mannheim

Oher first seriking marker, exemplifying a cleas sccompwadation of both Enlighvenment
civilization and conflicnaal politics, is provided by a text arising in 2 specialut conbir-
ence in 1932 devoted precisely 1o reinforcing the dalma of soclology, a new and
widely distrusred university discipline, o be acoepred as 8 Wikt in the desper-
ave distribution struggles of the depression years. The speaker b one of the mon
polarizing—but also one of the maw represcnative—figures of the age, Kad
Mannheim. Probably drawing on the rscirch of Hans Weil, whose bock on the
emergence of the concept of Bildiong be selected for his own senes, 10 3ppear imme-
qﬂm:-l,}- ufrer fﬂ'};ﬂ‘p e Um‘pp'.r."‘:ntl impl'n:ill:,r lnmﬁf:liﬁ, ety like Ernst Eober
Curtius and Eduard Spranger, whe charged him with berrayal of the German
Hilduag wdeal, Mannheim offers o conciliamy account of the srate of the question in
1932, just months bebore his own forced emigratun:

Ry speculized knowlodge § Speeamdusisry) we shall undensand ol the forms aml conrens
of knowdedge necessary for the salution of 3 wentific-anchnical or organiasoeal sk,
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A L'mln‘]#whnu-&ﬂnn@tmm InjumtﬁuanﬂdEnmm ol
being pepurared from rhe purely personal is in ssence shways addresed o dissinerively
differsntimed wiks I che vocial prcess, in 8 manner ian is bork parsicolariaie and
specialisr, By Hilduny ke { Mildungractaenl, in contrat, we shall underneand the
tendency powandd & coherent [fe-orlentarion, with a bearing upon the averall persanal-
iy -ulhnl e the raealiny of the absjecrive Bfe-situation insofer an it can be arveynd
al the rime,

Mannheim angued that socielogy could nor funcoen as specialized  Winemichaf
alerne, and be mainsained, audaciously—or, many thought, absundly—that it was up
to spciology in the presenc day w provide the “distincrive sdf-cxpansion of peronal-
iy, n}gﬂhﬂwith the decpening of experiential dimensions, thar was in barpe measure
the mesning of the experience of Hildwmg for carlier penerations,”" If humanistic
knowledge and the corresponding artiseie culture were appropriste m the conditions
af ltfe of the defunctionalized arisrocracy of the carly nineceench cenmury and, in a dif-
ferent manner, of the passive and prosperous boungendsae later in the centiry, as Weil's
study drpgued, then sociologicl '.:I:I'-um'lrmmﬂmg snd practical arientanon coubd
imeet the mdn nfdﬂnnn:tu:ﬁ.l Tnams ll:nn:ru. HPI.'I:I.IJ.I'!.' H!muﬁ'l: ihe ﬂaﬁﬁlrg af
new merimocratic elites capable of nmmmg the slise o emorisnal mass democrey,

Mannheim i u.pen.'l]l'g.' wirth LI.I'I.I'IE in this connection, Frst, hecaee bis E:ln'nplc
shiows thar the concem for Bildens was by no means limiced 1o antmodesn and
pﬂ]il‘i.:n.l]:r conervamve writers. ax witness zho the domesie pnll'r.ii:] raticnale for rhe
Hevctcinule fivr Polivsk, which was the scene of operation for vounger Jewish inellec-
tisals, several armang wham emerged s "politcal sclentias” in u'l:ligl:ﬂ:lnl:l,"m'l:nnd,
becaese he indicares thar there was 8 common poinr o the concept, Bildung, despite
cornlleet wnd Huidi.t:p ahaart ty concents during the Welrmar years, and third, beauise
he proposss, in effecr, o peaceable divigion of labor berween the rwo modes of
kowledge, although be had no doube a1t which of the two complementary
dimenzions had the aucthoriry w0 draw the boundary lines. Common 1o all thres
dlensenta is his desermination o hroker a deal berween Bilgurg and Enlightenment.
notwithstanding the enmiry berween them in o hundred years of Sildfong discounie,
an undertaldng char waw at one wich his consistent support of the compromises
constinuting the Weimar conssintion,™

Polirics of the Will as Sildung: Hans Freyer

The second “political” compartment must be treaed with subadery, since it includes
impormant thinkers who surprisingly paired the concepss of Enlighteniment and
Bilefung, as Hegel had done in the Pheammenodagy, in order to decree that bath ane
superceded. This & 3 monif, above all, in chinkers drawn w0 Martin Heidegper. ™ Yer
this gesture cannot be taken us face value precisely because of the cxtent to which the
thoughe is defined by the characierisie vision of o ol disraprion and reneswal
|.|'t.hﬂ.l'lnl!r|.|.n|:| Limbrrnch) precisely in the domain thar |lnmhidni}'mu:qmn.1'mn|.
as Hildumg, The supposcd rejection of Bildung was an opening to a reinooduction of
ity key elements,

In the palitical form of such “existentialism,” Hang Freyer is a leading example:
He deserves some careful steencion in this inoduction, precisely because the
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complex dinlogic relationship berween him and beading dmigrd thinkens is oves-
shadowed b the deep walls of separation erected by exile. Tactcally allied with
Mannheim sgainst the proponents of o purely sciennific sociology in 1932 bur dia-
merically opposed o him oo the h;rlu.iu with the F_n]'thtnm:ul and Republic,
Freyer pronounced his views on .ﬂ'i.fd'mg in 4 famous joing appearance with Cad
Edwlnnniﬂﬂn*:phm :::msren.l:rl Dhevas b 1931, Erﬂwn!'mnbmtuﬁ: ]'E]:I[l:l-
clabmed, while promulgating a radically new regime of Bildung, hased on a diagnosis
of 1 Filure o provide the communal conjuncton | Bieding) that knowledge as rthero-
ric ahould provide. Like Schmint and Heidegger, who similardy amempred loyally—
and failed—tn inapire the Maxis with their rebated views of Hildumg, Frever was nor
diverced in Weimar from the incellecouals who subsequently became exiles. His aim &
o ouirhid established "hourgeois” Middvng with o form that is revolutionary and all-
encomprasing, proclaimed under the name af *Hfe.”

Freyver denies thar his concepnion of Hildeny gronnded on decision and will leh
Winenselgfi Free, in the liberal manner, to puse s autenomons way, Scence is dis-
trguaished only by in maore rigoroe methad. b grounding must be che same as
Hiddurg, leimately, Freyer assened, Wieensohalf had w educare ssudents for
pracrical activity: This meanr a schooling of che will by spirinaally deepening the force
of decision, The old humanistic, bourgeois iden of iy (and the free-floating
intelligentaia) had to he replaced by a political Bildbog in which the person became
rooned in the nation and was reponsibly bound o the decision of the state. The old
frarms of edducation that focwsed on the worliny of personaling had o be replaced by
those that disciplined the will for the casks ar hand. Studenes had 10 attain a sense of
concrere duty, 10 be prepared 1o sacrifics, 1w dedicate their tocal persan 1o paton
and seate.™ The state in question, needless 1o say, could not be the plorlistic,
Enlightenment-onented constimucional regime of Weimar, Frever is che second prime
lacatiodal marker on our map.**

Bulebvereg againm “Politic™: Emst Robert Curtus and Eduard Spranger

Ml]]nl.l.l]! the ‘ﬂﬁmtdlqml:dhmuﬂﬂﬁqﬂmdullfup imin the discourses of ki
tary, philosophy, and philology, the challenges of sociology posed by both Mannheim
and Frqnpuwldzdum‘tln] theme. above ol becanse scnlogy 'ﬁgu.r'l,-.ﬂ i large i
the culmral polickes of the most influencal universines minisver of e Weimar e,
Carl H. Becker™ 5uc||:|||:|-E].'.. Bndc:rﬂmught. oould |1:r|:|1.1.|:|.rt.|'|c4.1:|l:|1.111n|'|. eivil nnder-
standing that would enabde individualy ro recogniae themselves through their deal-
ings with others as peers and parmers, withour the dizcredited  elitsm and
romanticivm of the older conception, A sociological culrere, morcover, woulbd foser
respeet bor divensity, as it encouraged individuals o ke distance from themschves
withour tear of losing themselves, The individual subjece of Sildung would reappear
us & wocial I:H!i:ﬂ,E :npnlﬂ: uﬂ'lci'n!_um]-d-:d o a cedzent the nnversaltsnc assers of cul-
ture would be recognized as elements of social cooperation: and the activism integral
o Bilduray would reveal irself av civic virme, Leading males in the public stagple
sgainit Becker’s design were played by Georg von Below, a hisworian, Eduand

. the hl]nmph:r hest-kemmyn as an l|:|:|1|:|r.||;:|I on Humbaolde, and the moied
Heﬂclh:rg-:nm of French liverarure, Ernse Robere Curtiss,
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The last-named is of special interen here, bath becawse his devorion o French
culure sharply separared him from the continustons of dhe and-Enlightenment
slogans of the *Spiric of 1914, and marked him as well, in the culmral poliric of
Weimar, & an unpolitical but comparagively moderare eritic of the Republic, and
beciuse of the wider publicicy of his views among non-universicy insellecouals, ™
Although the quadrant also includes neo-Kantian philosophers as well o classacisia
sttentive i republican currents in ancient {and Renaisaance) lersneres, Cartius wall
serve ad marker for the cliss, with the exposition supported by incidental comparisona
wrth both ﬂ]umnnrr :.md Ha:n nhnm.

Elurh{:uruu.'. n.n&_rli:ﬂ.l'iﬂn |:|n.'|u'tﬂ1[ I'J:l: dinn.usiun of the pmb]rnulu': .rﬂu.ri-pn.;hu:
of Bilduny 1o science and the sociopolitical sphere directly back wo the source, since
bothy first of all tried o mssess the status of Humbaldt's ldeal in their time, Hoth
endoried Humboldt's emphasis on the need for erganic harmony berween individual
Frecdssin amd lupl'l-l.rl.l.li.'l.'id.l.lal Lonnectinns. MI‘J:nuEh ﬂrmn.gzr. in aceordance with
historicass assamprions, wrote thar che magonsl culwire was an individuality with o
unified objective spirit, Curtius drew on the taditional humanism of the Rhineland
instead of German hissoricism, Boch believed the purpose of Sildung was the devel-
opancat of the individual av 2 culturub-ethical pemsonaliog, who had o develop in the
sl of ohjecrive value conrente™ Currins wrote: “We muost retarm oo the original
founelation and begmmning of our rradition and again learn the elements af culire,™
With thar specification as v the cultural source, he agroed with Spranger's contention
thar ediscation was “the cubneral acriviey that serves o bring abour an onfolding of
rubfertipe culewrr in developing individisals, by means of an evluatively guided con-
et with 3 given udljrrl:l"rr cxedtnre and the activation of a genubne, :I.Hr.uﬂ:r ECT|UESEOE
eutraned iddead,” The larger “onganic™ wuality relied on the Hildweg of the individual for
its realization. Spranger described thia peciprocal relasionship as the “infusion of
the [objective] spiriy with the [individual] soul and che infusion of the seul with the
spirit. Where this succeeds in a productive sense, there is Silgvng "

Spranger and Curtivs sought to restore the ninereenth-century charscter of the
university in the face of the new Weimar reform movement. ™ While they crimicmel
the parliamentary democracy of the Republic w differing degrees, they were united
iri- the belief thar democratic forves had o be kepr our of the universicy and thar this
meant purting the relatively mew discipline of sociology in its proper plece as o clear
wwhordinare w rredinonal d:i.u:'pl.lnu mich as ]:hi'lmnph:.r angt I':.in'nq.-'. .'&umllrl'!.-
neither writer considered sociology as o kind of science that could be a fir parrner fos
a coalition 1o restore Heldwwg. For Spranger, the rejecrion extended o all modern
scicncen. He wrote that Wisenohaf? had come to mean a mere poaftivistic and
urilitarian specializasion oriented toward the sdapracion of practical shifities 1o the
material heee and now. He saw socidogy as the epitome of this otentrion. In
acditron to e mechanistic methodolegy, it limited-echical questions 1o those of secial
forms. When this concern for the practical removed a will w values {Wertawnlle), he
assereed, the resuln was relagivism, ™

Hostile w Becker's proteges and prapoct, Curtivs and Spranger looked bevond the
paltivcked Welmar sate for o solutkan o the osloaral crisis of Welmar. Spranger
called for o renewal of culture Girded by new forces, notably the youth movement,
which he apostmophized in wholisic terms, withowt regard o the political charmeeer
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af the “renewal” movements he had in mind or of the deep cleavapes within the youth
cohory, The new culosre would be based on a langer ideal tied o bath the achieve-
mctts if the pase us well as o the meaniing provided by religion" Curtlus in conteast
shared Mannheim conviction that the primary responsibiliry resred with the: inrel-
bectusals, but he believed that their proper contribution was precisely the sestoration
of faith in the Western eulrural heritage that Mannheim considered absolere. The
food for this Siddeng was 1o be humanism reinspired by the Renaissance, a human-
ism that came from the oreative Intenstry of life and was connected with religious
belief. Warning that Germany should noe muke an abrupe break with the past,
Carthus also looked to the sesdemic trditon, The more democmcy broughe the
munses to the fore, the greater the need for a restored humanistie elite and s secure
field of operation in the universicy would become. ™

In this connection, then, Cartins gave voice to his hosility 1o Jews who do noc
choise sither the route of full assimilarion w the host culture or wholehearved oradi-
tionalives, “We hope that youth-—German youth—uwill resist all aiempts by scien-
tific wurhorries,” Curtins conunues, “to dissuade them from an apprecistion. of
grearness and idealism. "™ Ir s not mecessary to gquestion the sincerity of Curtinss
rejection of rackalise anid-Senbtism or his abhormence fec the National Socialivs., o
emphasize the intimase connections between even this moderate and comparacvely
modernist evocation af the older Bildeng wadition with furiousty anti-Socialise and
anti-Jewish themes, a consideration doubsless of moment to many of the emigrants
whe had been otherwise sympatheric so Cartius’s urbane Literary approaches.

Ahove EiH.uugmiI Palities: The f'ﬂ:uriln Cirele

Youth served us un even mone militant slogan in the antipolitical and ami-
Enlightenment Bildumgrpolirik of the founh quadrant of our diagram, a1 least among
the mose represengaive figanes, but it was o pouth configured sccording to the leader-
follower desige pervasive in the prewar German youth movement and cryvallized in
the remarkeably arrctive George Cirdde and e extensive penumbra. Karl Mannheim
wrore a compelling account of Heidelberg as a cultural center divided berween the
realms of Max Webers socinlogy and the George Circle; and Erich Kahler, on the
periphery of the circde, effectively unched his public carcer with an armack on Max
Wicher's W als Beruf, o publication that also played 2 key part in the dispires
already surveyed. ™ Yer arguments abour Bilduny in the university handly pencrrated
into the inner poetic circle.

The isswes were transdaced m o distincrive sphene; ostensibly remote from the
vealms of politics or civilitational corrents. The struggle was indeed about dhe
Hildurg of the youth, bur the question of Wisemschafi was simply pushed aside.
Although Max Weber may be seen to have asserved the heroism of an imesistible
modernicy devoid of “meaning” s the verm Agured in dhe “wrisiv” debase, 3 condition
where schence i & vocution without being a “calling” in some transcendent sense.
Creorge and his cirche promised o calling 1oa secree and wltimare Aildung, outhidding
all other invocations of the term. George's pronouncemens, "From me, no road besds
10 Wikenschaff,” cites the contrast central vo the wider debmie," but he affers no more
explusiation of what he means by Whsenchafi than he does of Bildung. The only
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thing certain was thar it would ansform humanicy, The inflared metaphors of “life.”
“pouth,” and the "organic” suggested w the chosen thar they were already living in
the predawn af thar future. An "icon | Bildeis] of the masier” seemed o sulfice for
their Bildung, Hildwny required peitver universitics or other insdugions nor Any
specificd connenis, Bildimg was rather wo resemble 3 religious cpiphany, 2 was mani-
fest in the discussions within the cirche sbout coreect iconic practces, as well a5 in the
belief that the exclusivity of peetics could wlke the place of all WinemichafF restify
thie.® The Bilduong of the few was modeled on the “circle” of Jesu' disciples, the
reading of a poem was 2 neo-religious linirgy, and the abstinence from politics was
matter of principle.” It was precisely in this nespect that they considered themselves
wiperior to the “old” sciences. and their claims w & capacicy for Selduny.

There were parallels o the Geotge Circle, as with the poeric pretensons and the
vast ambitions of Rudolf Borchard, which are not easy 1o diseinguish from it ar chis
distance in vime, They all present themselves as unpolitical, bur nevertheless seek
exerchse a direct influence on the political through their dite “few.” OF coune. the
political docs mou refer here wo anything s mundane w0 social lepilation ar ani-
inflationary policy, The political has Seldung as its aim, and it bs supposed 1o draw in
ever wider circles, beginning from “above” by means of the few. I is hard eo avod
niticing the exaggerated self-imparance of this project, but it i no less impartnt o
remark its extrsordinary appeal to outsanding invellecruals ac the rime. Since it was
impowsthle 1o speak of Stldeng withow simulaneousty alluding o the educared
middle class for whom the concept was iconic, it was necessary ro widen the disaance.
They spoke of “uncenditinnal renewal” and they were not sconamical with expres-
wons of mality and the direct appreheniton of esences. The specializarion charac-
teristac of modern orden of knowledge seemed 1o be suspended, and the “esential,”
t0 COMmE inio view.

With alt this diffuse intensiy, it is no wonder that the ways of the Georpe fullow-
ers ¢old as easily terminate in the “new” sare a5 in "inner emigration” or cule, The
auls lines amnng the individual memben could not be compellingly predicred, and
it wus not cleas to the participancs themselves, Thar the members of the cincle
returned oy the Masters ideas after 1945 s Further evadence af the mil-;ing p.-rli:q[{nct
of the all-too German controversy abowr Bildwag, from which this fourth quadsant
on the intellecnial landscape cannor be evcluded.

An Owerview of the Studies in this Volume

Mo group sctive during the kst imperial years in Germany and the fowrteen vess of
Weimar was more intimazely sdenrified with the dogan of Bildwng, cxpressly meated as
remnate from specialized sciences of the university and as core of an intimate asociation
of individuals, than the so-cilled circle around the poet, Stefan George. The members
forced o exile afier 1933 could noe avoid decisions about this motiF so d.mnpdmﬂ}'
present in their eardier lves, and they exemplify a significam range of alernative ways of
managing thiz unshakable legacy, encapaulsied i an clitise conceprion of “Secrer
Germany” that also resonated with many intelboasds deawn o Natonal Socalsm. In
a brief essay grounded in his extensive scholady investigations of Geonge and his circle,
ety Oiteriesonp evokes and anabyses this exreme axile expetience,



14 S DAVID EETTLER AND CERILARD LALER

Frving Wahifarsh, in murn, closely marks Walrer Benjamin's dualecrical conversinn
of SEI:I'H‘GmnHr}" into a bocation defined by “political repression and the denzal of
a public voice." Although B-rnliminl exile ended in dearh before he could join most
of the individials studied in this volume in one of the secure English-speaking
nations, his years in Germany had been a constant preparaton for exile, and the pro-
duction of his bried yean in French exile became a viml impulie in the seli-
wrifrentation of such disparate prominent exile fgures as Hannah Arende and
Thendor Adorno, Yei, as Wohlfarth shows, Benfamin to an imporant extent kepe his
oo secret, leaving it to be differently unriddled in ditferent times. This Srlafirg has
o be painfully extracted from the given matersals and it bestows oo s With all
the hermeticlam and rebelliousnes of Benjamins position, as Wohlfarch shows, he
profowndly affeces the debate abour Enlightenment, politics, Jews—and Cermany,

Reiribtrl Medring presenes Thomas Mann a3 o wrirer who brings these isnes more
fnin the light, challenging the thought that myth and humanism are contradicrory,
firwt ol all through the himanistc protorypes thar people bis novels bur secondly alsa
in philosophical essays, whose arguments are explicated by severdl eiile p]tllmu]:h.:n:
and in the covarse of Manns correspondence with Theodaor % Adormae, Wirh the end
of extle, axsuch, Manns homanueic Bifldungr project was kngely dbandoned by thase
whio had expounded i earlien, and his exrraordinare swthorty abrpily withered,
especially within the mew German Herary scholarbip,

A former secretary and close friend of Thomas Mann sood our, acconding o
Crerirard Lawer, a5 a lifdong wimess 1o s distincove sdealiadion of & “sevoduonany”
refounding of German Bildung, having chosen Germany above his native Amsrria,
which he deemed pollused by Habsburg, In principle, Kahler made no concessions w
the ineflectisal currents of his place of asylum, extept insofar as his self-popularizations
served a wste for cultural uplifi, Here was an exile in the vestibule,

The contrast could hardly be sharper chan with another émigré who similary
came from Former quﬁh.u'g r.-:'rrilrnrll.' i Eﬂ'ﬂ'ﬂﬂ:f’. the areise, Ldeld Mna'ml'g,nhl:m',
who enjoyed the suceess of 3 cosmopolitan figure. Awea Wenely shows how he wax
moved o leave ermany, where be had earlier come as exile from Hungary and how
the perima of his weloome in America nevertheless compelled him 1o abandon the
Hildierrg project of the Mawhaus, the aim that was of special value to him,

Another group of avint-garde émigné artises illuminate a very different aspect of
the American exile seene. According w Laurews feanpierre, the exiled surrealisn are
linked to the sesthetician of the Institute of Social Rescarch by the question of
scknowledging the incscapable inner connection beeween Sudvrg and myth withou
a ramantc trunscendence of poictical endctnent i the realm of concrete social pos-
sibiliries, norwithstanding the failure of both w recognize the hidden parallels.

Grrgory Meyraban maoves the discussisn w the inner philosophical strucnare of
Ernsts Cassivers ambignous sccomiplesthment in providing o contest for negoriations
between certain émigré thinkers and their American hoss. This reading requires a
recondideramon of Casirers famaus debace wirth Marrm Heidegger in Davos i 1927,
Cassiver’s further daboration of his angument—and i application 1o lasge policical
themes—shows clear and inflyential marks of his engaged encounter with the philo-
sophical setting in his places of cxile, and his service a mediasor in the transition o the
new frame of reference s especially clear in the work el recepion of Ervim Panafsky,
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An unexpected affinicy can be observed, according to Key Sciviller, berween Cassirer
arud the Renaissance scholar, Paul Owkar Kristeller, whose rigorow histotical method
prechuded in principle the more symbolic rendering of humanist ideas that Cassirer
cocusionally ventured in his writings in exile. At bssoe in the “homsnisde o™ was the
rransdes oo the Unieed Seares of the debave about a = Third Humanism” thar had mken
authoriarian and it form in ﬂenn:l.nr. Casiirer and Kriseeller came mgtl‘.'l'-l‘_r n
maisting on the philesophical serousness of the Renaissance fgures they smsdied snd
i rejecting their invocamson in asd nfmrfpuﬂ prisiticaia b the ald Erfﬁwdl:l::l.tr_

In his cxvended and cxoemsively rescarched cisay on Siegfriad Kincauer, ferry
Zaleve brings forwend the profound sebermess with which ehiv essayist, a convenor
and parcicipant of the Weimnar Bildorg debane, exploses the experience of exile—and
Holocmt—notably in displacing the destructive and wondy yearning for community
with the dissanced bur infinirely amentive view of the photographer. Interestingly,
Kracauers work was completed, not by Theodor Adorno, wich whom he had been in
extended conversation, bur by Panl Oskar Kristeller, who evidenthy found him a kin-
dred spirit precisely in this prophetic aamda.

ek lacoly contends thar the sk recognition of and-Semimsm as focal poing of
attention by the Hodkheimer-Adorno group, doring the yean of exile, mediaced the
displacemient of the theorevical focal poine from Marsise social theary to a distincive
dialectical cultural-political configuration. Not only their reflections on the German
spectacle, seen from o distance, but alio the exigenches of their client search and serv-
e coniributed o this reonienanon, The condiosome of e m exilbs manifessed melf
on more than ose level.

The complexicy of the exile druation of this exemplary grup s made evident by
am aecoent of their anii-Semitiam ncasirch project from T Whearnload f comper-
ing perspecrive, where the emphasis |s rther an the effort w meet the methodalog-
cal expectatioin of American social science clienms, The emphasis here iv on the
concested imporanze of the empirical methodologimr—and  fellmwv-exile—Faul
Lazarsfeld fior their work, on issie of particular interest becavse ic highlighes the gues-
oo of the extent o which parccipants in exile revised thelr memories in the changed
contexts of kaver times.

The lasz chapter, like the eardier one on Thomas Mann, moves on o the end of
exile. The canjunction of politics and culture, both in the diagnosis of the erigi and
in the: projecrion of its negarion, was central o Adorno, Afforr Siliwer shows, in the
Hildwrgs practice in Germany, m which Adomo revurmed after the yeans of sile,
Adormo’s scrancgy of “political culourism” is 2 agn of the breach prosdueced by exibe and
of the subtlery respuined co 'n"n.l."kr{rﬂ.l'.i'.'d}' across the gap.

Motes
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