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THE EDITORS

For Otthein Ramnstedt

Otthein Rammstedt passed away on January 27, 2020. He

founded the Simmel Newsletter in 1990 and then directed the Simmrel
Studies undl 2009. The journal was intended as a forum for the
growing community of specialists that could finally access Simmel’s
oeuvre thanks to the complete edition. The Simnzel Studies New Serses
continues Rammstedt’s work. It was therefore important for us to
dedicate the first issue of 2020 to Rammstedt’s memory. We were
very lucky with our initiative because we could mobilise 2 number
of friends and colleagues that gladly remembered him as well as his
wife Angela and wanted to express themselves. In the present
volume, we present the result of this collective effort. The interest
of the contributions we gathered resides therein that they give
insight into different aspects and phases of Rammstedt’s personal
and scientific activity. These include the dictionary of sociology, the
edition of Simmel’s complete work, the research about the
constitution of sociology at the end of 19* century, the renewal of
the cooperation between French and German sociologists after
WWII and the internationalisation of Simmel-research since the
1980s. The international dimension of Rammstedt’s activity is
shown by both the conferences on Georg Simmel’s thought he
promoted or he participated in around the world, and by the PhD
students he fostered and supervised. Beside Germany, many of
them came from countries such as Spain, Poland, Italy, Swiss,
Argentina, Taiwan, South Korea, Canada, USA among oﬁrwa. The
latter aspect highlights Rammstedt’s proximity to m_.BB&,w
philosophy of education and the impact of his teaching which was
able to attract a considerable number of students from abroad.

Simmel Studies V'ok 24, Num. 1/20, pp. 6-7
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vergleichende Kulturwissenschaft an, die — so die methodische Ausrichtung — die
Gesellschaft und Kultur prigenden kollektiven Krifte (Volk, Institutionen
Sprache, Religion, Sittlichkeit u.4), das sog. ,,Ubetindividuelle”, den ,,objektiven
Geist”, untersuchen sollte, dabei aber auch durchaus dessen Manifestationen im
Allgiglichen, zum Ausgangspunkt nehmen konnte. Eine erste positve
Bezugnahme auf Comte lisst sich bei dem der Vi olkerpsychologie nahstehenden
Twesten, C. (1872) finden: Dre relsgidsen, politischen und socialen ldeen der asiatischen
Culturvislleer und der Aegypter in ibrer bistorischen Entwicklung, Berlin, dargestellt von
Carl Twesten. Herausgegeben von Prof. Dr. M. Lazarus. Twesten unterscheidet
mit Comnte drei Formen des Wissens resp. des Philosophierens: ,,die theologische,
die metaphysische und die positve Philosophie.” (S. 8) Seine Kulturgeschichte
versteht er als Forschrttsgeschichte von Ideen Einzelner, die aber nur
,geschichtliche Bedeurung” erlangen, insofern sie die Ideen der Vielen
vorbereiten; sociale Wirksamkeit gewinnen Theorien erst, wenn sie von den
materiellen Michten, der Gewalt oder Zahl, adoptert werden, und dadurch in die
Ordnung des Lebens eingreifen.” (S. 23) Die ,,collective Arbeit” (S. 23), die dazu
fiihr, dass “subjektiver Geist” sich als “objektiver Geist” manifestiert ist
Gegenstand von Twestens , positiver Philosophie”, ein Comtescher Begriff, den
er ,beibehalte(n)” will (S. 8). Ob Twesten Comte direkt rezipiert hat oder dieser
ihm iiber die englischen Positivisten vermittelt wurde (vgl. Anm. 14), insbesondere
Mill und sein Comte—Buch, ist unklar.

85 Vgl Briitt M. (1889). Der Positivisnius, nach seiner urspriinglichen Fassung dargestellt und
beurteslt (Realgymnasium des Johanneums zu Hamburg. Bericht tber das 55.
Schuljahr), Hamburg. Auch in Schmide—Warnecks Sociologie im Unriss ibrer
Grundprincipien von 1889 (vgl. Anm. 7) lisst sich eine Comte—Rezeption finden (S.
107f£), die iber Gumplowicz und Spencer und wohl weniger ,nach seiner
urspriinglichen Fassung” gelaufen ist.

86 Vgl. Waentg, H. (1894). Axguste Comte und seine Bedeutung fiir die Entwicklung der

Socialwissenschaf?. Leipzig.

DAVIDE RUGGERL

The Q@v&w\m.%& Correspondence between Hays §;

Max EQ\N\RNS.%. ( \wwmlﬂ.wk&. Some Remarks MMSMM.MNM
Theory, Geog Simmel’s Sociology, and the Tasks of the Institute
for Social Research

a Jfocus of analysis is the reconstruction of the relationship between the

1&8@?\ and .a.&.e&%mn Maxc Horkheimer (1895-1973) and Hans Simmel
:m&L 943), Georg Simmel’s first son. lts basis is an unpublished folder at the
Universititsarchiv, Frankfurt am Main. Under review is the attempt by
Horkheimer to arrange a visa for Hans Simmel to travel to the US. On the one hand,
2 testimony is revealed of an intellectual debt (Horkbeimer’s to Georg Simmel), which
was transformed into a biographical debt toward Hans; on the other hand, we sketch a
tragic link with the rise of the INagi party and the consequences of the persecution and
diaspora of Jews from Germany, as well as the Institute for Social Research (New York)
commitments to help German intellectuals. Consequently, there are two prinapal aims:
firsthy, 1o reconstruct the biographical events which connect Hans Simmel and Max
Horkheimer at a specific period (1936—1943), furnishing details about conerete aspects
of their historical situation; secondly, in the background we examine the ambivalent
relationship between Georg Simmel’s thought and the former Frankfurt AY &S,\ authors
who appreciated Simmel’s innovative style, yet distanced themstlves from bis irational-
bourgeois approach (due to the stigmatization of Korsch and Lukacs).

truct the relationship between
Horkheimer (1 895-1973) .Ea
s first son.” The findings

The aim of this paper is to recons
the philosopher and sociologist Max :
Hans Simmel (1891-1943), Georg Simmel

Frankfurt am Mais) and D=
full support, sOM€
Universitat

*Tam very grateful to Jochen Stollberg AC%Q&~ Fraih?
Marthias Jehn (Universicit Frankfurt am Main) for 89885
years ago, during my archive research at the Archivzentri?,
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are based on a folder I scrolled through some years ago in the
Universititsarchiv in Frankfurt am Main'. It highlights not only the
engagement of Horkheimer and his attempt to arrange a visa for
Hans Simmel to travel to the US. On the one hand, it delivers 5
testimony of an intellecrual debt (Horkheimer’s to Georg Simmel),
which has been transformed into a biographical debt toward Hans;
on the other hand, it sketches a tragic link with the rise of Nazi party,
and the consequences of the persecution and diaspora of Jews from
Germany. Consequently, this paper has two principal aims: firstly,
to reconstruct the biographical events which connect Hans Simmel
and Max Horkheimer during a specific perod (1936-1943),
furnishing details about concrete aspects of their historical situation;
secondly, in the background is the ambivalent relationship between
Geotg Simmel’s thought and the former Frankfurt School authors,
who appreciated Simmel’s innovative style, yet distanced
themselves from his irrational-boutgeois approach.

The review of Horkheimer’s archival papers basically follows
these steps: 1. Analysis of the state of art of Georg Simmel’s
influence and reception among the Frankfurt School scholars, from
the first to the last generation (that is, from the inspirers Lukics and
Korsch, through Benjamin, Horkheimer, Adorno, to Honneth and
Jaeggi); 2. This Frankfurt archival evidence gives some hints for a

Frankfurt am Main. I owe PD Dr Gregor Fitzi (Universitit Potsdam, President
of the Georg Simmel Gesellschaft) many hints and generous human support in
my recent research on Simmel’s works. I am in debt to Prof. Dr Em. Alfred
Schmidr (), Goethe-Universitit Frankfurt am Main, for orienting my interests
towards Horkheimer’s work as well as supervising my research on his writings
and unpublished matenal. I also feel sincere gratitude to Prof. Dr Em. Otthein
Rammstedt (1) for giving me (when I met him in Bielefeld), several opportunites
to research Simmel’s work and his biographical details. I am also grateful to
Stafana Breitwieser and Barbara Niss (Icahn School of Medicine at Mount Sinai
— Archive) for recent suggestons on New York archive records on Hans
Simmel

1 Max Horkheimer Archiv (Nachlass) — Amhivgentrum, Goethe-Universitit
Frankfurt am Main: Heft I 23.25-121 [henceforward MHA I, then the number
of the papet].
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analysis of the impact of Georg Simmel’s (social) philoso
ca 7Mw Io_qu&udn.ﬂ.w Critical Theory. w...dﬁ mnnoa%oﬁaﬁmw
pased aspect »n.@Ehnm new mnns.mnr _8ven a historical and
bio mH%En& contingency, .92 is, the “reciprocal solidarity” between
Horkheimer and Hans Simmel (who ﬁoow. care of Horkheimer’s
arents in Stuttgart when he was already in the US); 4. As Dirk
_wam_on already highlighted, Hans Simmel obtained support (at least
from Earle Eubank) to find help and have a chance to emigrate to
America after the Nazis rose to power. Eoéndan. the reconstruction
of Horkheimer’s support towards EB is unedited and unpublished,
5o this evidence could give a new, decisive historical contribution to
this context of analysis 5. Finally, beyond the historical contingent
conditions, Horkheimer explicitly remarks in some letters in this
archival document on his “intellectual debt” towards Georg
Simmel’s philosophy for developing his work, so again prompting
further exploration of the possible theoretical influences of Georg
Simmel on the whole program of Horkheimer’s Critical Theory.

deep

1. Georg Simmel and the Ciritical Theory

The debt to Georg Simmel is surely undeniable among the first
generation Frankfurt School philosophers. However, HEm.RBEnum
an unspoken influence owing to the many forms of resistance to
Simmel’s portrait in the academic and scientific debate. w.w virtue of
his ambivalence principle and his unsystematic theory, mE:.w@_ had
rightly predicted his destiny in the lucky figure of plural BOwaM
heritage’. As he wrote on his intellectual legacy: “T know that 1 _MH
die without spiritual heirs (and that is as it should be). Mine is lixe 2
cash divided by many heirs, and each converts his share into
whatever business suits his nature, in which the .vnosw:m:nn Mn%%.
that legacy cannot be seen” (Simmel 2004: 261; Simmel 2010: 160).

From the very beginning, on the one - mgm nﬁmw
considered a war-monger, nationalist, nm?.gﬁm : n—d:mnm.amn
bourgeois society defender), also due to the stigmatization ﬁm\ -
Bloch or Georg Lukiécs’ assessment in Die Zerstirung der V ern

- t3 1 i Q
(1954). On the other hand, owing to Simmel’s anti-conformist an
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anti-academic style, he was simultaneously considered as a typical
Jewish left-wing thinker, such as by Aby Warburg: Warburg was
very skeptcal about Simmel’s thought: when his brother Max
suggested a chair for him in Hamburg in 1915, Aby considered,
apart from Simmel’s virtuosity, that his eclecticism and relativism
were very dangerous and injurious for the academic milieu, so his
opinion was very negative (Simmel 2008: 937-938).

Ernst Bloch (one of Simmel’s most prominent pupils among his
Berlin students) dissociated himself from the Frankfurt School, as
he was also unsympathetic towards Georg Simmel, when he recalled
his intellectual position on Germany’s involvement in WWI. In
particular, Bloch condemned Simmel’s conviction about taking
sides for the nationalist argument in the debate in 1914 (Bloch 1958;
on this aspect see also Watier 1991; Fitzi 2005 and 2018; Thouard
2014). He was all the more outspoken considering that Simmel
always avoided taking a strong position or decision (Bloch uses the
formula zertium datur). Nevertheless, Ernst Bloch was greatly
impressed by Simmel’s theory and thought (Leck 2000: 284-304), as
he stated: “Simmel was the finest mind among all his
contemporaries. But beyond this he is wholly empty and aimless,
desiring everything except the truth. He is a collector of standpoints
which he assembles all around truth without ever wanting or being
able to possess it” (quoted in Dahme 1990: 18; see Maus 1959;
Kemple 2018: 159).

Lukécs, who besides Karl Korsch was one of the most influential
Marxist intellectuals of the first generation of Frankfurt School
thinkers, condemned Simmel’s irrational late thought as a form of
conservative, reactionary and even “imperialist” theoretical
arrangement and a form of reflection of early 20th-century
bourgeois society. Simmel’s theory was, for him, “imperialist
vitalism” (Lukics 1980: 13). Despite the initial influential
ascendency of Simmel’s theory of forms for Lukacs (especially for
his aesthetical writings), the Hungarian thinker, who attended
Simmel’s lectures in Berlin, overturned his position on Simmel’s
intellectual portrait, condemning him for his irrational and vitalist

oMl

%ﬂ~ g&ocmunm&v\ had a great —Bﬂwﬁn on Korsch

on m\c_&nm (Dabme 199: H.m »S.n_ t£.; Wiggershaus _oow“: .de%“n =
mwdan_‘m meaningful contribution in the Neokantianism mngmm
‘he early 20th century (Stuart Hughes 2008 [1958]:190 ang g,
podoksik 2016; >B»~. 2018). w.mmono the discovery (1 932) of Zﬁxm
Economic and Philosophic .\Smmﬁ.«.\%& of 1844, Lukics and Korsch were
deeply wsvnmmmnm. by Simmel’s interpretation of Kant and Hegel s
well: the mwdanr».b attempt to construct a new analytical “storey
beneath the historical materdalism” in his masterpiece Philssaphie des
Celdes left a remarkable trace on many intellectuals and probably also
on the early Frankfurt School philosophers (Jaworski 1997; Helle
2001; Ruggieri 2019).

In 1930 Max Horkheimer achieved significant progress in his
academic and scientific life due to his double appointment: he
obtained the chair for Social Philosophy at the University of
Frankfurt as well as becoming Director of the Insatit fir
Sozgalforschung (end of July 1930). OJ.FBE. 24,1931, Horkheimer
gave his inaugural lecture as the Chair of Social Philosophy with the
title The Present Situation of Social Philosophy and the Tasks of an Institute
for Social Research [“Die Lage der moNEwEomovr._n und die Aufgaben
eines Instituts fiir Sozialforschung”] (Horkheimer 1988: 20- u_w.
Horkheimer was part of the same Zeitgeist of mnpnrmﬁ »S%BHM e
with such prominent intellectuals as Paul Tillich, who mnnnwﬁ _AMM
appointment to the chair of philosophy from _owm, ME e
Mannheim, who served as a professor of sociology and poit

: : rkheimer had a very
economy at the same university from 1929 (Ho it
stimulating, but strongly critical 58:8.8»_ relatio e
Mannheim). Dusing this period Horkheimer ©%0R, %,
friendship and the .Enmzmnmcm_ rela among  NAE0,
Frankfurt School authors, parti Pri 5
who on May 8, 1931 gave his m:»cmﬁm_ _MnEmMMw:M_ circulated in
philosophy. At that time, the name ° = nmwn»mnnu.n circles. s
intellectual debates as well 2s wider
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Wiggershaus claims: “Horkheimer and Tillich held courses wow:n_vn
in the summer semester of 1930, a seminar on “Wow&bm
Philosophical Texts’; in the winter semester of 1930—1, a Seminay
on Locke; in the summer of 1931, a seminar on a philosophicy)
writer. There were also joint courses by Tillich and Wiesengroyng
[Adorno): in the winter semester of 1931-2, a seminar momh:m with
selections from Hegel’s philosophy of history; in the summer of
1932, a seminar on Lessing: The Education of the Human mvnaom,w
in the winter semester of 1932-3, a seminar on ‘Simmel: the Main
Problems of Philosophy” (Wiggershaus 1995: 111). David Frisby
remarked that “the dialectic of subjective and objective culture,
whose increasing separation from one another not merely strain that
dialectical relationship but also, for Simmel, constitute, vatiously, 3
‘crisis of culture’, a ‘tragedy of culture’ and even a ‘pathology of
culture™ (Frsby 1990: 70). This aspect is particulatly relevant for
what preoccupied Horkheimer about subjective and objective
reason (see The Eclipse of Reason as well as The Dialectic of Enlightenmend
especially regarding the domination of the former (as logical,
abstract, scientific reason) over the latter. The social conflicts and
the “tragedy of culture” are also relevant and inspiring if we consider
the recent views of Axel Honneth on “the social pathologies”,
referring more and more to Simmel as well as Horkheimer
(Honneth 2002; 2017). If Honneth remarks Simmel’ importance on
giving accent on social conflicts in order to understand the grammar
of society, Rahel Jaeggi recently maintains a critical enquiry on
forms of social life within the late capitalistic society, according a
typical Simmelian scheme (Jaeggi 2015; 2018).

Simmel’s thought attracted the interest of Theodor Adomo iz
Siegfried Kracauer within a large intellectual triangulation with
Korsch and Lukics, too. As Wiggershaus refers: “The philosophical
positions around which Kracauer orientated himself critically in the
post-war years and the first half of the 1920s were, on the one hand,
Simmel’s relativism and his metaphysically shallow ‘philosophy of
life’, together with the sharp distinction made by Max Weber
between value-relativism and the ideal of scientific objectivity; and,

other, Max Scheler’s approbation of C,

on the .ously inclined phenomenology, along

; tholicism, o rather
Om a Hm__m_

with i?

robation of Dosto evsky’s work and of the Wsmwwn“mmwwr»nmm
%M_Ba nt of the longing for a world filled with meaning He mrmm M
?._% al of them their analysis of the time as 535.5&“
Maaﬁnmgmos of the cﬁ.un_m and of the relations between rEM»b
vwamm nomnnron c&%%mS»VEQOmnroan

TCES to point to 2 wa
i . y
out of the crisis” (Wiggershaus 1995: 68). In 5 letter sent to

Benjamin (November 10, 1938), Adorno explicitly referred to

mmBB&cS% nnmﬁaﬁo Em Eﬁhﬁ.wnm annBomngmmnOm
individuals in the metropolitan J.:__n:.. “I have a sense of such
Jrificiality whenever you put things metaphorically rather than
categorically. This is wmwnnﬁwmw Qz.w case in the passage about the
ansformation of the city into an interior for the flineur. I think
that one of the most powerful conceptions in your study is here
wamma& as a mere ‘as if. There is an extremely close relationship
between the appeal to concrete modes of behaviour, like that of the
flaneur or the later passage about the relationship between seeing
and hearing in the city, which, not entirely as a matter of
coincidence, enlists a quotation from Simmel, and the kind of
materialistic excursuses in which one never completely sheds the
anxiety anybody would feel for a swimmer who dives into cold
water when covered with the most terrible goose bumps” (Scholem
and Adorno 1994: 581).

Walter Benjamin attended Simmel’s Berlin seminar in 1912:
“Benjamin’s metaphysically oriented sense of .nrn social was
nourished to some degree by his ..57635 mncﬁ.rnm that @: and
winter, Enrolling in philosophy at the Friedrich Wilhelm CEa.na._Q.
where, in October 1912, he began the first of five ?onmon.anﬁ.ﬁ,w
semesters in Berlin, he attended lectures by the &Mnsm.hwﬂn
philosophical sociologist Georg Simmel” (Eiland an m_,mrwmﬂomn“
2014: 48-49). In Frankfurt Benjamin attended mnBEﬁm_AooE. s,
of social ideas) of the sociologist Gottfried Salomon-Delatout,
had taken his doctorate with Georg
influence from his thought (see Salomon 1991;

immel in 1915 and had a great
St Salomon-Delatour
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1994; Kisler 2005): six years later was attached to the moao_omw
Department of Frankfurt University (under the direction of Fran)
Oppenheimer)2. Salomon-Delatour enthusiastically supporteq
Benjamin’s project and study on The Origin of German Tragic Drap,,
in vain, unfortunately (Eliand and Jennings 2014: 178; Miiller.
Doohm 2005: 73).

'The impact of Simmel’s style and theory (namely his sociological
intuidon on the metropolitan life) certainly offered Benjamin an
important view: the predisposition to essay as a new form of
argument due to describing modernity under the sign of
fragmentation, the new “life” of the subjective and objective mind
[subjeketive und objeksive Geisl] within the metropolitan scenario, the
aesthetical dimension as an analytical sphere for philosophical and
epistemological issues — any of these elements were decisive for
Benjamin’s world, namely in terms of the increasing interests in

Jlanerie.

Nevertheless, Benjamin systematically dismissed these elements
from some of Simmel’s theoretical view, as he testifies in a letter to
Gershom Scholem (December 23, 1917). Benjamin, who had been
reading Simmel’s Das Problem der bistorischen Zeit, remarked that it was
“an extremely wretched concoction that goes through contortions

2 After receiving his doctorate from Georg Simmel in Strasbourg in 1915, from
1921 to 1931 Salomon taught sociology at the University of Frankfurt am Main
as an associate professor. Salomon emigrated to France in 1933, where he
became a lecturer at a Pasis university and editor of the “Information
Economique”. In 1941, Salomon fled to the United States, where he taught from
1941 to 1943 as a professor at the New School for Social Research in New York.
Here he adopted his mother's birth name, Delatour, as a second surname,
possibly to avoid confusion with Albert Salomon, who also taught as an
emigrant in New York. In 1942 he also was appointed at the University of
Denver. In the years 1946-1950 he lectured as a sociology professor at Columbia
University. Salomon returned to Frankfurt in 1958, where he lectured as
academic professor until he died in 1964. Among his pupils in Frankfurt, also
Otthein Rammistedt attended his lectures from 1958: one of the most
meaningful Rammstedt’s writings on Simmel was sketched with a contribution
of Salomon-Delatour (Rammstedt 1969).
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: i hensibly utter =
nﬂu.moabmv e e y . gm the w&.—pﬂm-“ noe”
of holem and >mﬁ.vBO.Hoo.A” 106). Benjamin’s Hesitatine oﬁw.“b
Amwon etical confusions in Simmel’s argumentation
b of Frankfurt School thinkers; but besj

%n.q% .. . ..%m&maﬁaﬂn
was also 2 shared conviction, which Benjamin summag o el

llowing words (a WQQ sent to Adomo on Feb 23 .
mﬂoﬂ Jook askance at Simmel. Is it not high time to mﬂw@ him r__w wwn
Pt of the mop‘.nm»%onm A.vm cultural Bolshevism? ( say this not to
upport the citation that, in m»nn.. I éoc_a. not want to do without,
bt on which 100 H.scnr. stress is placed in its current position.) I
ecently looked at his Nu?&.s.b&.. of Money [Philosaphie des Geldes). There
is certainly good reason for it to be dedicated to Reinhold and
Sabine Lepsius; there is good reason that it stems from the time in
which Simmel was permitted to ‘approach’ the circle around
George. It is, however, possible to find much that is very interesting
in the book if its basic idea is resolutely ignored. I found the critique
of Marx's value theory remarkable” (Scholem and Adomo 1994:

599).
2. Hans Simmel biographical profile

ome
was shared within

Hans Simmel, the first son of Georg Simmel, was born on Apal
6,1891 in Berlin. He was a general doctor living and working in the
ity of Stuttgart. We can find information on his life thanks to the
attached Curriculum vitae (that he probably prepared in 1938) and 2
list of scientific publications in some letters to Max ioawrn_ga.n
(MHA I: 92 and ff). They are useful to relate to his life and his
vicissitudes. Another important document was given .5 gn_m
Simmel, his son, who kept the manuscripts of I“.Emm mﬁBQM
(Lebenserinnerungen) (Simmel 1976), now released with a “Simm

studies” review (Simmel 2008b). .
In the Cumiculum vitae sent to Horkheimer, Hans Simmel mSanm

that he was the son of Georg Simmel, who was wnmwmmouw =

philosophy and sociology at the University of wnn_ma. & e

1914, Georg Simmel moved with his family to Swrasbos

died in 1918. Hans Simmel attended a classic

al college, studied
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medicine in Berlin, Munich, and Wiirzburg from 1903-1913. he
passed his medical state board examination in Berlin at Easter 1913
(his grade was “very good”), and in summer 1914 he achieved the
N.D. (dissertation eximid). From May to July 1914, he was volun tary
assistant at the Pharmacological Institute of the University of
Heidelberg (under the supervision of Prof. Gottlieb). From August
1914 to May 1919 he was an army physician. From October 1914
to March 1917 he was internist in a Strasbourg infirmary under Prof,
Erich Mayer. Then he was detailed to the Eastern Front. From May
1919 to September 1920 he was internist at the Pathological
Institute in Jena under Professor Rossle. In a certificate testifying to
his commitments and career, the Director of the Medical Polyclinc
in Jena, Prof. Dr Lommel, refers to Hans Simmel’s particular
human and professional qualities due to his ability “to combine
authority with a conciliatory attitude” (MHA, Heft I: 96): he worked
in fact in Jena since October 1, 1920. Arnold Simmel notes that his
father worked in Jena primarily in pathology and haematology,
doing both clinical and research (Simmel 2008a: 140).

In 1921 Hans Simmel married Else Rapp, and then had four
children (born 1923, 1925, 1926 and 1930 respectively): Amold,
Gerhard, Marianne, and Eva. Hans Simmel and Else Rapp met in
December 1920 while he was attending lectures on paediatrics by
Prof. Jussuf Ibrahim: Else Rapp was Ibrahim’s assistant at the time
(Simmel 2008a: 140; Simmel 2008b: 136). Prof. Ibrahim was a very
ambiguous person in regard to his Nazi professional and public
involvement: he was responsible for the description of congenital
cutaneous candidiasis, originally known as Beck-Ibrahim disease.
The discovery of his association with the Nazi euthanasia program
during World War II resulted in an effort to rename this disease
(Strous and Edelman 2007). Due to the ambiguity of his position
with the Nazi party and eugenics practice, and after an investigative
commission which discovered Ibrahim’s engagement with the Nazi
program (“[...] after evidence surfaced that Ibrahim participated in

the T-4 program between 1941 and 1945”, see Sachs 2003), many
clinics with his name decided to remove it.
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sing his son Arold, in 1929 Hans Simmel was

..wmn“unw heail [Chefarzd o.». the %&&E&« Krankenhaus of Gera city
Mmmmnﬁn il where his family moved in the early thirties (Simmel

. In his nE.nn:_cw: sent to ﬂ.rn US contacts, he writes that
M0 598 he became En&n& mcvnnn.znsanuﬂ of the Municipal
in ol in Gera, while he kept his lecturing activity at the
Hosp ity of Jena (MHA, Heft I: 92). Arnold Simmel remarks that
EMM» there is a Professor Simmrel Straffe named in memory of his
_m ner (Simmel 2008a: 140).

In August 1933 Hans wg& was .mmvus& of his hospital

fessional position and lecturing activity because of his father’s
mno.mr descent (see I ebenslanf Hans Simmel sent to Earle Eubank in
wwwww Kisler 1995: 182). In mvnbm.ﬂouw. Arnold Simmel remembers
2 very meaningful event concerning his father: Hans Simmel was
aested after he had pointed out the Nazi flag in front of his
hospital as “a rag” [Fetzen], while he was speaking with one of his
colleagues. After two weeks of protective 958&‘. he spent a week
in 2 prison that probably became a concentration camp (Simmel
2008a: 143).

From August 1933 to October 1938 he practised in Stuttgart as
a specialist for internal diseases. From 1934, he gave numerous
lectures in continuation courses for Jewish physicians in m.oc%na
Germany (MHA, Heft I: 92: see also the correspondence with Earde
Eubank in the late 1930s in Kisler 1991: 176 and ff) 3. Arnold
Simmel recalls that his parents, “[...] like many others, thought %.mn
the Nazi rule was a temporary political vwgnaomon.u Eﬂ did
nothing; at this time, about the possibility of emigratng ﬁw_BBn_
2008a: 143). In the mid-1930s Hans Simmel arranged mnBSpa._w
his dining room in Stuttgart exclusively for Jews (namely QQMM
physicians) who were planning to emigrate and who :onmmw ﬂ.o~ ﬁvn
their medical exams again in their new country (Simmel 2008a: 144).

. « > 2 E
3 For further information on Hans Simmel and his wife Else’s professional life,
see RueB 2009: 341 and ff.; Seidler 277-278.

o
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Around 1936 Hans Simmel started to think about emigration for
his family, too, due to the increasingly difficult political situation
imposed by the Nazi restricions on Jewish people. After
November 9, 1938 (Kristallnach?) almost all Jewish men in Stuttgart,
including Hans Simmel, were arrested and transported to Dachau
camp; he was released one month later (on December 13) and his
health was severely damaged (Simmel 2008a: 145). During this
period in Dachau camp Arnold recounts (also in Georg Herzberg’s
reports) that Hans Simmel gave “some heroic medical help to fellow
Inmates”.

In early 1939 Hans Simmel and his wife started to pack personal
items in readiness for eventual departure by boat to the US. Arnold
Simmel furnishes an important detail about this phase: “Beyond
‘worldly goods” what got lost was, of course, anything that we had
of my grandfather Simmel’s letters, notes, papers, books and
whatever memorabilia there might have existed” (Simmel 2008a:
146).

As reported by Amold Simmel, the quota number for Hans
Simmel’s family came in February 1940, when they moved
definitively to England (Hans Simmel’s sons were already there
since 1939). They landed in New York on March 21 (on the Cunard
Liner Lancastria). During the first period in the USA, Hans Simmel
and his family probably earned support from various refugee
organizations. In Fall 1940 Hans Simmel finally went to Chicago to
work for a year in a pathology laboratory at Mount Sinai Hospital.
In 1941 he took a positdon as hospital pathologist at the City
Hospital in Warren, Ohio. In 1943 (on August 23) he died of
tuberculosis meningitis, after he visited a friend from Sturtgart, Dr
Ortto Einstein, who was interned in a tuberculosis sanatorium in
Colorado (Simmel 2008a: 147). Arnold Simmel synthetized the
psychological and existential figure of his father in Gellner’s terms
as “decent cognitve comportment”, meaning he had a very deep
sense of responsibility towards his profession and towards others:
he remembers him as a very kind person with a serious moral and
responsible ardtude.

3. The Hans Simmel-Max Horkhe;
Qeuqlpchuv

After a short stay in Geneva i Febru .
Recherches Sociales with its headquarters firy, 1 "™alional de

afterwards in Paris —, in 1934 Horkhe in Geneyy and

. 557&
1o the US, where he carried on the H:mnEHMm M%Smﬂmnﬁa mO move
€search

ong with the academic commitments sl
anmrn emigrated to America in May mymmwﬁwsﬂu rE.,.o.ai.. T
vice-president of the Sodété Internationale g, F&SNN »Wvo.sﬁ& as
Research Director of the Intemationa] Institute for woho& odales and
MHA, Heft I: 99). The main site for the fiewhom FWMQQR:
Social Research was at 429 West 117 Street (New York D:wzn for
Michael E&BEE and Peter-Ernst mnrb»_.ua_ (both biographers
of Georg Simmel) have reported that Hans Simmel ang s Bl
arrived in the US in the late 1930s, although he died a few vears _»nnw
due to the physical consequences of his imprisonment in Dachau
concentration camp (Landmann and Gassen, 1958; Schnabel, 1974
see also Kisler, 1985: 187). Dirk Kisler reconstructed the
reladonship between Hans Simmel and Earle Eubank, who was
lecturing at the University of Cincinnati (Ohio): the first exchange
of letters could be dated around November 1936 (Kisler, 1985: 182
and ff). In 1936 Eubank procured the address of Georg Simmel’s
widow, Gertrud, who lived in Stuttgart with his son Hans unal 1938,
when she committed suicide (Simmel 2008a: 14H; on Gertrud
Simmel’s life see also Rammstedt 1994).

The correspondence between Horkheimer and Hans Simmel
actually begins in 1936. Amold Simmel recalls that in .»89 after
various Nazi restrictions on Jews’ everyday life, Hans Simmel was
finally convinced that it would be necessary to leave Germany, M:M
to apply for emigration to America (Simmel 2008a: 1+). :J.Ma
Germany in 1939 with his family. Earle Eubank v.moﬁm& an %UE...
to Hans Simmel (15 August 1938) only for the fact that — as
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Kiisler states — he was the son of the very influential philosopher
and sociologist Georg Simmel (Kisler, 1991: 177)-

The same ideas and suggestons emerge from the
correspondence  between Horkheimer and Hans Simmel:
Horkheimer applied in a letter sent to the American O.onws_»ﬂm on
November 18, 1938 for a visa to be provided for Hans Simmel, who
lived in Stuttgart and took care of Horkheimer’s parents: “[Georg
Simmel] was a great German Philosopher whose ideas had a
considerable influence on his philosophical development” (MHA I
101). In a draft of this letter, written one day before, Horkheimer
stated: “Prof. Hans Simmel, who is applying for an immigration visa
and resides at Stuttgart [...], recently treated my mother during a
serious and dangerous illness. He is the son of an outstanding
German philosopher who greatly influenced my philosophical
education and ideas. I feel a strong sense of responsibility towards
him and will help him to the best of my ability when he comes here”
(MHA I: 99).

Hans Simmel’s first letter, indexed in the dossier at the
Archivgentrum University of Frankfurt am Main, was sent to
Horkheimer (June 26, 1936). This basically refers to the health
conditons of Horkheimer’s mother, who was living at that time in
Stuttgart, where Hans Simmel was appointed as specialist internist.
She was hospitalized on May 21. After some circulatory problems,
she had a lung attack and needed to stay longer. Due to her
treatment and some complications of the central nervous system,
she also had sight problems. After a long time, she finally started to
walk around her house, slowly recovering her health. But Hans
Simmel was asking Horkheimer to provide assistance to his mother

because she still needed to have a quiet lifestyle, despite her very
active and social temperament (MHA I: 121-122). Horkheimer
charged all the hospital costs for his mother, as already testified in a
cable sent by Friedrich Pollock to Hans Simmel on June 22, 1937
(MHA I: 120). On the same date Horkheimer sent a letter to Hans
Simmel informing him of the situation: he was in New York and no
one but his father remained in Germany to take care of his mother,

U><=um R
. . . e Gooma
» asked him to liaise with Professor | 141

W
mowr health facility MHA T: 119). "k arrange for hey
an .
1937 Hans Simmel repj;
On July 8, g replied to ; .
rt Wm the (improved) health conditions of ﬂmn”rognn with 3
lems seemed to have been overco other: cardiac

me, whil .
mnwwnr conditions emerged due to the n:EQM. Mmmwﬂvwoﬁm&
M@. Due to the precarious health of Horkheimer’s Bomm,w.m .

, Hang

simmel mcmmnmﬁ& that he find a guardian for her, fo, support durj
the rehabilitation i v ¢.<n= as to provide everyday care Omnbm
the last medical examination, Hans Simmel was \mavva.vnnm rm
Eonrrnw:omm father, Moses “Moritz”, and i i /#M
Qo_mmnraw& (from the Netherlands). He £

observed that Mor
Horkheimer also nn.n.n_& a short sanatotium stay due to his EMMMM
w&aro_omwn& conditons — as detailed by Mrs Goldschmidt, In 2

further letter of August 7, 1937 Hans Simmel (who was working in
2 team with Prof. Wetzel) reported to Horkheimer some better
news and progress about his mother’s health: he remarked on some
vmwnrowomwnp_ fragilities due to the loss of household and missing
her husband (MHA I: 115). Moritz Horkheimer also showed that it
was time for him to leave the sanatorium and come back home.

In autumn 1937 Horkheimer briefly came back to Europe. After
the London office of the Institute of Social Research was closed, he
wondered whether to establish it in Paris, where Walter Benjamin
lived and was actively collaborating since 1935. In 1937 Max
Horkheimer released the programmatic essay Traditionelle und
kritische Theorie in the “Zeitschrift fir Sozialwissenschaft”
(Horkheimer 1988a). He also stated that the situation in Europe was
worsening due to an imminent deterioration of intemational
political stability. In a letter to Pollock, September 20, Gﬁ., he
explicitly predicted a tragic and sad future for Europe: ,Wa
Gesamtsituation in Europa ist recht traurig. Die Kriegsangst selbst
bildet blo} ein Moment in einer mnm%mnr»mm.%nn m:gnﬁcnm.:._ﬁ
der jedenfalls alle kulturellen Werte, um die €s wnr ﬂorwﬂﬁm“n
unheimlicher Notwendigkeit zugrunde gehen [..] (Hor
1995: 235).
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In a new handwritten letter of January 15, 1938 Hans Simmel
sends Max Horkheimer news about his parents’ better health
conditions. What is particularly interesting is the fact that Hans
Simmel gives not only a medical-physiological profile, but through
a “psychophysical parallelism” (as he literally writes) he also outlines
Horkheimer’s parents existential conditions. He uses the term “ego-
will” (Wille zum Ich) and “will to live” (Wille zum Leben)* to describe
the global situation of Horkheimer’s parents and their attachment
to life (MHA I: 113). Horkheimer replied to this letter on February
15, 1938: he was heartily grateful to Hans Simmel for his fine and
in-depth report on his parents’ conditions; and he remarked on the
interesting crossing analysis (existential and medical) to describe a
clinical profile based on both these two categories (ego-27//and #ill to
4ve). As Horkheimer writes: “That their will to live affects them is
however an extremely correct observation. This applies not only to
the time of illness, but to the whole life of my parents” (MHA I:
1125).

In a letter sent by Hans Simmel to Horkheimer (October 2,
1938) he reflects on a recent visit to his parents. He reports that after
more than 2 years, he must admit that Horkheimer’s mother’s

4 These expressions ate clearly reminiscent of a philosophical and psychological
lexicon. “Wille zum Ich” is a topic recalling idealistic and post-idealistic themes
(see for instance Fichte’s philosophy or Julius Bahnsen’s theory, as well as moral-
psychological frameworks in Schopenhauer and Nietzsche’s work); “Wille zum
Ich” is also a topic recalling neurophysiological scientific studies (and scholars
such as Gustav Theodor Fechner or Wilhelm Wundt), as well as the
psychoanalytical frame. “Wille zum Leben” is a specific issue of Schopenhauer
and Nietzsche (who are basically authors arguing for “will to live””) which were
subject of Georg Simmel’s essays as well as conference series, released as a book
on Schopenbauer und Nietzgsche (1907) (Simmel 1995). Moreover, the “will to live”
issue also converges with Lebensphilosophie, which was embraced by Georg
Simmel in his last writngs.

5 “Dass ihr Wille zum Leben auf ihn wirkt, ist allerdings eine dussert richtige
Beobachtung. Dies gilt nicht nur fir die Zeit der Krankenheit, sondem fiir das
ganze Leben meiner Eltern”.
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AZo«nB_unn 16, 1938) sent to the Stuttgart e m documen
the National Bank of New York, where )ay ~0nsul from
wife Rose held an account (on June 24, 1936): it basj

id cefers to the authortative ang 2

res i
Horkheimer. It probably deals with Iongoﬁwhswwwnﬁn .MM
§

e American consul in oan.n to get an affidavit for their

it CIMETZES froma successive letter (November 18, Sumpmga "
gamuel Honacker, gwﬁnpa consul in Stuttgart (MHA 1. Homam
the same letter Horkheimer asked Honaker to grant an »m.maﬁw.ﬂ
Hans Simmel as well. On November 17, (1938) Friedrich vo__omm
in fact sent Horkheimer a cablegram Emonabm him of the
internment of Hans Simmel in Dachau camp and abou the request
of his wife, Else, to obtain an affidavit for him (MHA I: 104),

In the letter of «4983_”.2 18, (1938) Horkheimer describes
Hans Simmel as the internist who was treating their parents, but he
also describes him, as remarked some lines before, as “the son of a
great German philosopher whose ideas had a considerable
influence” on his philosophical development. A few lines later he
thus expresses his will to help him, also with respect to the recent
intemment in Dachau camp. Horkheimer admits the unusual
request of two affidavits, but he also makes a pledge to Honaker
based on his academic and economic position and his ability to take
care of these individuals in future. He writes: “Tknow thatin normal
times it would be very unusual to send two affidavits @n the purpose
of immigration within so short interval, all the more since I shall not
become an American citizen until next year. But the good fortne
that I have found a satisfactory position in m.:.m country and am
allowed to conduct my scientific research in liberty at one Om_ %M
great universities, Columbia, gives me the moral ov:mmaoa fo. X%
ahand at least to a small number of my nearest relatives mmm vnw H
fiends. I do not give these affidavits carelessly, but mtend |

& d to extend material
acknowledge the consequences of each one an
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help to the people who come here on my affidavit so that they shall
not become a burden to anyone” (MHA I 101). It follows a
separate letter sent to Honaker with some details on I.on_&ngnn.m
academic-professional profile and Hans Simmel’s nc.BmE:B vitae
(MHA I: 99). In this letter, Horkheimer remarks on the importance
of Simmel’s care for his parents in Stuttgart as well as highlighting
that Simmel was “[...] the son of an outstanding German
philosopher, who greatly influenced [his] philosophical education

and ideas™.

On December 8, (1938) Horkheimer wrote to the psychoanalyst
and psychiatrist Herbert “Harry” Stack Sullivan, who also was
collaborating with Erich Fromm (who is mentioned in this letter)
and was research director at Enoch Pratt Hospital (in Maryland)
from 1925 to 1930. Sullivan headed the Washington, DC School of
Psychiatry from 1936 to 1947. In this letter Horkheimer asked him
to help find an academic teaching position for Hans Simmel,
because he had difficulties to integrate him into the Institute he
directed in New York: he describes him as a “distinguished scientist
and great personality” (as well as a “very cultured and sensitve
man”). He refers to the difficult situation in Germany after the rise
of the Nazi party and his internment in Dachau camp, and thus the
urgent request to let have him an affidavit or a visa (MHA I: 84).

The first reply to Horkheimer after Simmel’s Dachau internment
comes on December 21, 1938: Hans Simmel is very grateful to
Horkheimer, and he states that he has a quite sure citizenship for
Chicago city, even if his dossier was stll being processed by the
Stuttgart consulate. Hans Simmel also states that his family was
involved in a joint move to the US, and at that moment was basically
divided between Stuttgart and London (MHA I: 81).

On the same date (December 21, 1938) Ernest E. Hadley,
executive director of the Washington School of Psychiatry, sent a
letter to Horkheimer in which he stated that both he and Dr Sullivan
had “[...] gone into the martter of employing Professor Hans
Simmel of Stuttgart on the teaching staff of The Washington School of
Psychiatry. The officers of the School are in agreement as the

st o
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(effective the date of Hans Simmel’s availability foy service)

Max Horkheimer did not hesitate to fep] - .
sbout this moom news. He replies in fact ow Mmu»nwu%“www m%%fp:
expressing his mnwn_.dmn for the acceptance of Hans m..m um_w.v.
engagement, while he was guaranteeing the economjc 8555.”". s
the two years contract. The Institute for Socia] Resiach Hmw or
York would have been transferring $1,200 per yeat o The Wl ew
School of Psychiatry in order to cover any contract amounts Famﬁ
way, Horkheimer consolidated the prolific collaboration ma?da:
his institute and the Washington School of Psychiatry; in this regard
he replies to Sullivan: “T am glad that through the appointment of
Dr Simmel as Lecturer on Psychosomatic Medicine in vour
Institute, the connection of the two Institutes, whose interests
coincide anyway through our respect for Freud’s theory, is proved
in practice through the assistance to a valuable personality” (MHA
I: 80). On December 26, Horkheimer’s reply also follows to Dr
Hadley, in response to the previous letter and guaranteeing any
bureaucratic aspect (MHA I: 77).

Horkheimer’s and Hadley’s agreement on the contract for Hans
Simmel was concretized in a letter of January 3, 1939 where Hadley
gave further details to Horkheimer and Hans Simmel of the
contract proposal (MHA I: 75 and 76). Hadley received a cablegram
from Hans Simmel who accepted the appointment and then Hadley
communicated it to Horkheimer on January 23, 1939 (MHA I: 73).
Hans Simmel expressed his gratitude to Horkheimer in  letter on
January 31, where he was confessing his enthusiasm and hesitation
for the forthcoming professional experience n@nﬁ»m. He also
informed him that he had not yet fixed a date for leaving Germany
as well as confessing to some health problems (persistent cough) so
that he was planning to have a couple of weeks in Switzerland, in

the mountains (MHA I: 69).
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On March 16, 1939 Hans Simmel sent a handwritten letter to
Horkheimer (from Davos) informing him about his parents
conditons, having received news from his wife from Stuttgar
(MHA I: 66). A new intense and emotive letter form Davos (March
30, 1939) reports Hans Simmel’s engagement toward Horkheimer’s
parents: Hans Simmel let Horkheimer view some psychosomatic
affections in regard to his father’s health conditions, and more
broadly the difficult social and political situation which probably
had effects on everyday life MHA I: 65). He basically states that is
very hard to synthetize in a letter what should be normally referred
face to face, that is, the concerns of everyday life: it is a “fleeting
occasion” to have a confront on human affairs. In doing so, Hans
Simmel mentions (in ancient Greek) Hippocrates’ phrase “0 »oxtpdc
O¥LS” (the whole aphorismatic fragment would be “O Bioc Boayic,
1) 8& Téxvn paxp, O 8€ xoupds OFLG, 1| 8 nelpa aparkep, 1) € npiorg
Xoken”’®).

Hans Simmel finally sailed to England in summer 1939, and on
August 22, he wrote to Dr Hadley to inform him of his delay due
to the bureaucratic requirements to obtain a non-quota visa. He
asked him how to facilitate this process (MHA I: 59): Hadley was in
touch with Horkheimer, even if he did not know how to help Hans
Simmel (Hadley’s letter to Horkheimer, August 30, 1939; MHA I:
58). Horkheimer replied both to Hans Simmel and Dr Hadley on
September 11: he thanked Hadley for his involvement and at the
same time he communicated to Hans Simmel that they could not
do anything to help him in that phase. Horkheimer mentioned his
gratitude to Hans Simmel for having been taking care of his parents
(who had moved in the meantme to Bem) (MHA I: 56). On
October 7, 1939, Otto Nathan wrote to inform him about the
contact with Hans Simmel through Dr Kaethe Liepmann: he stated
that she “[...] felt that the granting of a visa as a non-quota
immigrant might be speeded up, if the Washington Institute would

6 In Latin, as reported by Seneca: “Vita brevis, ars longa, occasio praeceps,
experimentum periculosum, judicium difficile”.
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A letter to Horkheimer from Hans Simmel’s ey American
address — 5336 Dorchester Avenue, Chicago - arrived on April 30
(MHA I: 42). Due to bureaucratic obstacles Hans Simmel could not
pursue _his commitment plans, and he urged Horkheimer to
intercede to the Committee for refugees. Horkheimer actually
solicited this in a letter of May 11, 1940 (sent to Miss Binder), in
which he stated that he would do everything to offer material aid to
Hans Simmel, but that he was still having some difficulties in
obtaining a fellowship (MHA I: 41).

On September 15, Hans Simmel wrote a confidental letter to
Horkheimer reporting on his new life in the nation himself and
describing “the best of all possible worlds™: his daughter Marianne
was attending Smith College under the supervision of Prof. Bemard
Mandelbaum, who was a Jewish philosopher (and »mgm.m one
of the most important figures in the Conservative movementin the
20th century), while his younger daughter Eva was attending the
same school with Paul Tillich’s daughter (MHA I: 40). 1»&.,::8?
as noted some lines before, was a colleague of Horkheimer at
Frankfurt University and he was actually non.:vo:& to o%ﬁmn m,o,nw
Germany after 1933 due to his Jewish friendly (and de Mﬂwww
positions as well as because of his socialist ideas (Heywoo ?

Pauck 201 5).
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Ferdinand Thun, Gustav Oberlaender, Henry Janssen, mba Hanns
Gram, who each wished to promote and improve the teaching of
German language and culture, and to foster friendship between the
United States and German-speaking countries (NCSA 2003). Hans
Simmel was thus applying for a fellowship grant of the Dazian
Foundation for Medical Research.
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From December 1, 1941 Hans Simmel was appointed Director
for the pathologist laboratories of Warren City Hospital (MHA 1.
32). On January 20, 1942 Horkheimer replied to Hans Simmel, who
had in the meantime been moving to Warren in Ohio (385,
Kenmore Avenue): he states that he “[-..] never had any doubt that
you finally would make your way in this country which does not
withhold its trbute to real ability”. He also congratulated him
heartily on his new appointment at the Warren City Hospital MHA
I: 31). This is the only letter for 1942 contained in the folder of
Archivzentrum.

Unfortunately, a new short, handwritten, and poignant letter
(August, 30 1943) was sent from Else Simmel to Horkheimer to
communicate that Hans had died on August 23, while on vacation
in Colorado, after two weeks illness (MHA I: 28). A very heartfelt
reply arrived from Horkheimer to Else Simmel on September 17,
While he expressed his deepest sympathy with her, he recalled Hans
Simmel for his “outstanding qualities, his integrity, his extraordinary
sense of duty and his professional and human qualification” (MHA
I: 27). This description extraordinarily coincides with Arnold
Simmel’s words — as mentioned some lines before — when he
described his father in Gellner’s terms as “decent cognitive
comportment” to mean his existental portrait.

Horkheimer remarks in this letter that exactly these human
qualites made him sure of his success in his new life in the USA,
(although terminated much too soon). And, thus, Horkheimer
writes in the same letter: “The fact that he was the son of a
philosopher who had great influence upon my own intellectual
development was an additional bond”. He concludes by saying to
Else Simmel that she could count on him anytime and “...]
consider the help of a friend who will never forget Hans Simmel”
(MHA I: 27).

In a different typescript (without any date), probably written
after Hans Simmel’s death, Horkheimer remarked that he was to
him, “[...] as son of a philosopher who played a durable influence
on his intellectual development, the symbol of a spiritual tradition
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Rolf Wiggershaus once adopted “Schopenhauermarxismus” as
the key to identify the double character of Horkheimer’s Critical
Theory; in fact, he was always inspired by two main reference
thinkers, Arthur Schopenhauer and Karl Marx (Wiggershaus 1998:
57). The influence of Schopenhauer on Horkheimer’s work is very
deep and articulated (Schmidt 1977; 2004; Ruggieri 2015).
According to Horkheimer (and referring to Schopenhauer’s
metaphysical view), it is possible to survive the misery of the past,
the injustice of the present and the uncertainty of a future
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directly inspired by Schopenhauer (even if he pointed out
“compassion”, Mitkid, as the only moral duty), was in line with the
main theoretical program of Critical Theory (Horkheimer 1985:
342)%. In 1970, Horkheimer released the interview with Helmut
Gumnior (afterwards with the title “The Longing for the Entirely
Other” [Die Sehnsucht nach dem ganzen Anderen]: see Horkheimer 1985:
383-404) which sounded at that moment like a legacy for the
Critical Theory. Under this “longing for the entirely Other” is
preserved, elevated and fulfilled what, in the world religions and
philosophies, had once been called different names (Etemity,
Beauty, Heaven, God, Infinite, Idea etc.), but basically implied
Transcendence and the Unconditional. The critical theorists (and
surely Horkheimer at the top of the list) were transforming once
certain religious dogmas into longings (Siebert 2005). For the sake
of this longing, our practices assume a new sense and become
worthy. “Expect the worst, and enounce it clearly, but achieve the
better (you can)”10, This motto (extracted from an interview that
Horkheimer released in 1971 to Gerhard Rein) synthetizes his
practical view on life as well as an inspiring duty within his critical

explains in an interview with Otmar Hersche (1969), when he was wondering
whether to move to the USA (during his first stay in 1934), the President of the
administration Council of Columbia University of New York gave him full and

unconditional support (Horkheimer 1985: 333).
9 In an interview with Otmnar Hersche Venvalere Welt (1970), Horkheimer

regarded that it as necessary to achieve, in place of the Marxian idea of
proletarian solidarity, “[...] a solidarity among human beings who commonly
face death and work at least together in order to improve somehow their finitude
[die Sokidaritiit der Menschen zu schaffen, die dem Tode gegemibersteben, und gemeinsant
daran u arbeiten, die Eindlichkeit in gewisser Weise wenigstens 2y verbessern] (Horkheimer
1985: 371).

10 Iy his interview with Gerhard Rein Newes Denken tiber Revolution (1971),
Horkheimer states: “The prnciple concerning the Critcal Theory and its
pessimism has always been the same: expect and enounce the worst, but try to
contdbute to the achievement of the best* [Was die Kritische Theorie und thren
Pessimisnus betrifft, so galt fiir sie seit je der Grundsat?; das Schlmme erwarten und
aussprechen, dannit jedoch versuchen, ur Verwirklichung des Besseren beigitragen]

(Hothheimer 1985: 418).
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REVIEWS

BIAGIO SARNATARO

pavid Beer, Georg Simmel’s Concludi, .
Lives, Fragments, London: Palgrave HM:N:WM“.%%%”@ _ww“”w.

Published in 2019 at the Palgrave Macmillan publishing house
the text by David Beer, sociologist of the University of York (U ,
focuses on the last two publications of Georg Simmel: wws¥§_wm
An essay in the philosophy of art (1916) and The View of Lif: Four
Metaphysical Essays with Journal Aphorisms (1918) henceforth B.mnn&
to as Rembrandt and The View of Life respectively). Beer splits his book
into two parts. The first part of Georg Simmel’s Concluding Thought.
Worlds, I zves, Fragmentswhich includes chapters 2 and 3, deals with the
forms of expression and irreducibility of individual life in relation to
Rembrandt's aesthetic work and his compositional poetics, and the
way in which Simmel draws on Rembrandt’s paintings as a source
of inspiratdon for expanding and enriching his own thinking. The
second part of the book, which covers the rest of the chapters
without the conclusion (chapter 8), is dedicated to explaining
Simmel’s final major work: The View of Life. It is built around four
essays; Beer discusses the content of each, slavishly following the
progress of Simmel's text. According to Beer there is both a
profound link and a constant echo between Rembrandi and The View
of Life: the first title is the empirical exhibition of the second, while
the second offers a rich conceptualization of what can be deduced
from the paintings of the Dutch painter.

Throughout Beer's text, reference is often made to the nnr.bn.mm
of Simmel's writing, even when it becomes enigmatc and aphoristic.
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