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2ol A 7] Aol AZEE & AES AYa FEE FHt
UE ofi7t BAHOR HolFRo] Higo]|2e] HidA Jd 3 1 W
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(F. Nietzsche)?] ©J"] GA] o]gjgt ]l @4 <rollA] zotd 4= gich
FuHoz weAE E2asiels o e UAdl Te
A&A F 79 Bgo] 2l (overlap)EHA YERITE AL ‘o
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2>’ (Frankfurter Institut fiir die Sozialforschung, ©]3} AFE]A+4)9]
BA] <A} AGEA]>(Zeitschrift fiir Sozialforschung)olle] 7115 53+ ¢
9] =EE0 JFAHE Uehdth F 7t ARldTArel 3s 9%
2 o]F 19 AEKAQ B drAle FEEA SHdA Izt
o] digk <HF ouPnE AFAdshs oItk T wEAIEFY] AKE
A AAS) Bdste] s23dtolne 1931d AR AT 2%
730l A o o] Hwstar itk

J-1> offf rE N

ABESLE - 07 k) A8 dshe] BAHIA B olsha
S e AL SHoll @k 3, Wk W, A4, T, 2 B
Ao ARel A4 247 AUEIE ST Aol

Q729 A9 FAG] BEdtelnie] olefd AEATY Fu
22, Sollner7h Wako] e AELAe] AN FEES
o8 WAF FEIE AVISE Rl 1 EHel %ol Arkn *m
F ook olg@ FEEAOE N B e 1 Wixe] Bool—
aee Ro B AAE ATl OE WRS Arhuhs- wzaom
A, BA0l %ke 9 A7 e deln Ao oled A @
FE ARSE AT AN 5 AL Aol ol olFe AVt ol
B4 249 4G S& UIE A28 £ A2 Wi @A ¥
7 98 EEaAselE MRA AelBe AL AR AHe
TR 2L RS Asdshn ek APA A 59 AR
sEastelrle GAHEste] #AS BUA o Amsolol & T
OB AL Tt 2ol BAFOR & Aeista Yk

1) M. Horkheimer, “Die gegenwirtige Lage der Sozialphilosophie und die Aufgabe
eines Instituts fiir Sozialforschung(1931)”, Frankfurt am Main, 1988, GS.3, 20%:.

2) e A

3) A. Sollner, “Geschichte und Herrschaft - Eine kritische Studie zum Verhéltnis
von Philosophie und Sozialwissenschaft in der Kritischen Theorie”, Philosophisches
Jahrbuch Jg.83, 1976, 335%.
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o] AB|AFAL FoEek WA @ A7) AR #jF o] &
o] AR Ak, 1AL FAE olaEy] SIsiA B o} o]
B4 Bzyde] 4% 9 2§45 S5k ddw ArikA 8944
F e GAETIE Bad Aoy E8 %2 Hed dxe B
Aej2lzke] AR FERAAME b EJE otk vl7HAZ 24
o] @Ale] EAVT #do] w7, ks Fe Py oig o
T A rEtEolME < doky)

sEagole oA EH BHeZ W Aol ALAse]
QAN AATIT BA ok & PTG FEES] DAL
) ZZ 3 (das interdisziplindre Programm des Materialismus)’6)o]2}
2 AR, 1 FoIN B8 Bl TREOL & B HEo]
g BEE NBT 4 A A o B2 A% Aoz usld),
o A7E BEY BW. Bonb) “Axel Hiolze] 4ue Az
& ARHo R AR 908 4 & Yok ANt BE
AaTare] fBEe Dehld Zeago) AREH ojzdle AT
Holeke ZRolE ol A4 94 bssht et Fol e
EEEER BT RER I R ERETR ISP JARee)
270) B A ohd R Ade] WF el Ak WolA 27 A}
AQ7are) R AEelE Uy wae A ol Bk
teol o HSE FAFS € F Uk IE o3 HHo|Be 9z
e wel 1 FAle] W] AXME T o] et

4) M. Horkheimer, “Vorwort - zu Heft 1/2 des I Jahrgang der Zeitschrift fiir
Sozialforschung(1932)”, GS. 3, Frankfurt am Main, 1988, 32%.

5) A. Séllner(1976), 333%:.

6) W. BonP, Die Einiibung des Tatsachenblicks - Zur Struktur und Verdnderung
empirischer Sozialforschung, Frankfurt am Main, 1982, 154-221% = A
Sollner(1976), 335-339% =%,

7) W. BonB, “Kritische Theorie als empirische Wissenschaft”, Soziale Welt, Jg. 34,
1983, 75%.
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Yoy} AFFoPa YAHoE A4 JEE & & gtk ol
B FRIEE T 2ol N,

i

FaIstolne] glo] Fopdakm AZZolo] ulgh AlASl O]F

ZA(H#k#R)(die doppelte Frontstellung) A8 A83] 0]6]]6}1:]—:

2] Fe ofmel tid A3 olalih off@rke ARl A

. ey 32 38felue] 7] Hlgo]@ el glel—1 {}94 a
F4E Tl & wlrAstE el tig Hejzte] Ytk

Pae o old Y Ba glo] Ausichy

i‘i-ﬂrlor

>

o A s2agolrle Torg WA AeHoz s =
wH olgoat e Bug AAsEE #94 4379 3959
AlEs st vl ofd FHE FAYAE A3 A5HeR 5]%01
Aok o F4RT 1eld BLe 1= AL AAH & A
48] 4214 wesg, e 8 vl B9d Eaidelsl v
2} AlolZ olezE B4 Q0N ThRolol FTkm Gl AFF
oh. FAAQ] 283 dE sE23stelre 1 D“‘H X*Zl Zﬂx—i 238t
Xel—19201dthe] AABA T, e She
BT BES} ARBFR AteloA 1 E—E*é% ix »1\3} mis] *}"e‘%

8) M. Horkheimer, “Traditionelle und kritische Theorie(1937)”, Frankfurt am Main,
1988, GS.4, 206%:.

9) A. Schmidt, Zur Idee der Kritischen Theorie, Miinchen, 1974, 66%:.

10) M. Horkheimer, “Die gegenwirtige Lage der Sozialphilosophie und die Aufgabe
eines Instituts fiir Sozialforschung”, GS.3, Frankfurt am Main, 1988, 32%.
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AA 33 vlolnt2 Fslare] Egol tigk 1 FAe] SHEH ko]
E Ptk FAR digh v 1 & Zoldta B 5 S Ao
o o =% FgEG f7]dl gk 23 (Bemerkung iiber Wissenschaft
und Kriesey o4 Z233tolu]E L FAe] HXALEA $)7]d] t-&351A]
Sate FaFoby gie] 53 12 duiglel A4 Alole] HYE
H]ﬂﬂ NNE2 2 A Xake A% fle shEe] el dlsl @A

=wstal ok 223 @S = It 420 e ABlEAlY]
Oﬂ 271 AR A e e SAE Roka, IAS <SR
ol tigh 2F et ool vdHo R IAD ANIA g sy
A 2 “FHH ouiE FAg Ao R WYk S AR3H 979}
#AsA s2aslelHe A Al SHEe] A4S tdFEe
olF splA 1 &9E %i‘ﬂ—‘ixﬂﬁ F3le] FtenE HFsAzI

o 3E 2¥ 7R MBIES FEYA glol wEAA Fefpln)
°J°ﬂ Sol 9 B9 PN FRAAE SAT ARAA E @
of BEA FREY Zzade PIAY Rolt oJgd wAE

a

So] 7BAY AEQATA ] ﬂ#ﬂﬂl A3, rlzasFeld] hg o

%7} gage) SEAA doln BEHO R GolA HYrke Hol
=9 spio] A2 vl ¥ %hg 7 B3,

11) M. Horkheimer, “Bemerkungen iiber Wissenschaft und Krise”, GS.3, Frankfurt
am Main, 1988, 42%:.

12) M. Horkheimer, “Die gegenwirtige Lage der Sozialphilosophie und die Aufgabe
eines Istituts fiir Sozialforschung”, GS.3, Frankfurt am Main, 1988, 29%.

13) 2& A, 25%.

14) B2agfolvie] Alast oo UH) A wetos mRaFRE AT
A7) A Fad 97 AT ven gtk
7] AR w43 ALBAA thE A7/ES(F. Pollock)} he]ol(G. Meyer)
ApREF] Z7127} Hol2 AFYo]THF. Neumann)Z} 7123|510]#(0. Kirchheimer)
Apgelol] gt AR AE] 82 A A7/ E(E. Fromm)
Tl gA ZHolM e Sof ¥ et/ 2 (Th. W. Adomo)9}t HloFRI(W.
Benjamin)

AR 9 S APIALE Aok A, Marcuse)
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oA AF EFY FERY ZEaW Y FAE ok=2H %
7] Blgo]2o A W gk ofg} 1 o] HA o] e gl
1937:d s 233folwe] o 29 HFo|EF  H|Fo]E(Traditionelle
und kritische Theorie)’& 7'@H|Z|Ql 7}XE AUt} Z233lone 1
QoA AFol8s vdshs 7kl BlHolEe] ZREAS vt 2o
28t Stk AAE HiFe]EE FolRT HWA 5Y IR uish
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S22k APAAY] T AsAPE AR =uiA sioF o=
ojch. Ljgh ofm|E ARH x| 29 #HE|A FFo|RY EEE
%A st §54 Sl A 7IEHE 7HAA AT Aol
ofd o] & 7lFsterl, ohd7b she LR sEIdjelnE o
AFol2e FEFZE I o] A9 FF} BAEFIE
2 BAd gl Aot glo] Fdsithehe BEA Za Slth oY
S AlZollA s HgolZe] HAE AT Qo] “ojd UAFT A
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15) M. Horkheimer, “Traditionelle und kritische Theorie(1937)”, Frankfurt am Main,
1988, GS.4, 188% ol3} =

16) 22 A, 215%.

17) 22 A, 216%.
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71 93 e =AML Juke Zleg =edth sEastelre 1
Apalo] A wdlde] o]&4 BA] HAie V&S v Po] T
A gtk <IAEHRJ] oldNde] FEEFH E(der materialistische

Inhalt des idealistischen Begriffes der vernunft)”18)2] |+-/4.

ol FY—ES TS FEEH WS R & 9A BE
Ho2 2 ol G o AL 2 oIF Al T uigele
o ag dusta Gk TAE A7) 9 ovu welg 4
4% AU AL ooz wad HEE At Aoz YHom
249 199 258 A Ao e 49 gk 10 7 s
£ dozye ol2a A%l 1 ANE Erlshe %@ A4 FE
Uehdth B8 MRl $YL o) flols stk 159 Fs
B,

YAlel digt s233sto|we] Hrhe olFA HAE J=E WA
A7 Qiek oAl e AR FHe R sadsteln e YA
ke 2 A HlReAte] T84S UAZRE TATE HelA
ST g23stolus UAZE dFske Al7AE] A, vk A
TAAte] AAE FAHOZ Hs] viAPD HEHARI HRHgLle
AxEta Frgith e AEE HEide FE =E YAlY kA
(transvaluation of value) 9] Aol FFAIZ|HA, UAE tS3} 2ol
o] W7} 3tk

[o

YAlE foigk Rl ois] “@solAr|ite viahirls At
(will kritisiert, nicht angebetet sein)’@}al T3}, 1 FAL FA 3
EE e HEEE golrkly)

2L =M zEIstolvle EF YAZF FdFold At Pab

18) 22 A
19) M. Horkheimer, “Zum Problem der Wahrheit(1935)”, Frankfurt am Main, 1988,
GS.3, 319%.
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ofgte A& T & M ERINTIEA YRS AT} Foldste g
AEE <A gA7] olF dehd A BRI HRRE”, dgn
A% F2Fol AFA TFeA, “FFoZRES] Ao} «(HITH)
A-s 57208 APd7ketaL Az

o] AHeIA s2astolue]l YA oJsle UAY] ‘EHe] ARE
5ol Fi AT =Y H48E FEAve He wol WrletwEA,
9] “7kAY] AX(Umwertung)oll et A7 «Agloll= B3,
AR AR 7157E AR S de codnaAe) Relge A%
< gEgth

YAle] =87 Agsho] F(Schuld)ghe 99 Fa A3 S <33
(Schulden)gk= 53] B2ZQ N o2 RE TEshdA, Eafeh 152
S7kRe Wd s AAAe} AFAPe BACA BAYTE A T2
Astol Al FHE = e Aslgka sk YAl o] AF
ZoAle] FHE T8 <Al dF] AuiEel FePdiths AN
2 a9 o] AlRIALEY] “BAWAE B3l AAE AdozHE °ow
&3 Aot FLI A4S RolFa gloka FE ok
a2y Hgde] ojgeg AASE & de T 9¥y U1
AABEA] Fg olfi7t Tl AFolEde] IARAE FASA E
A} fARsHAl a2 astels o] YAl digh Brhe 34 tEo]
A ks FAld Wit s2astelrs YAIZE AlEle] gk B4,
ARBE tieR & Higd] Tt AMS AA7IARITh TR
o] A1719] sagstolme] YA olsfe YA Hdte] FaFo} Wt

A N ox ol o

20) 2 3, 33%,

21) M. Horkheimer, “Zum Rationalismusstreit in der gegenwirtigen Philosophie(1934)”,
GS. Bd.3, Frankfurt am Main, 1988, 213%:

22) F. Nietzsche, Jenseits von Gut und Bése/Zur Genealogie der Moral, Stuttgart:
Kroner, 1976, 204Z(Z % YA, Mdoke] Au-wHe] AR, A48, 34d 9,
2002, 405%).

23) M. Horkheimer, “Zum Rationalismusstreit in der gegenwirtigen Philosophie(1934)”,
GS. Bd.J3, Frankfurt am Main, 1988, 212%:
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238 4 9l 924 IE 9L & = fEEoE HAT AL
Qi e e “frEEolEE §o” ool “AAAA FA4e]
£ vz 19 2Ed Aol Futke o3le “Alush 434 9
A Awmvehe ogplg FARt 2@ gulz s2asjels
slo) wlzaszeld FEARe 0Fe Wie A= ohiAw, Aol
A 2 ase olm 548 Zvom nase] gt Aol ohe, wA)
“OERzon Fee0 JuE fAdF Gk TR o) A
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sl

24) M. Horkheimer, “Zum Problem der Wahrheit(1935)”, Frankfurt am Main, 1988,
GS.3, 323%.

25) M. Horkheimer, “Materialismus und Metaphysik(1933)”, GS. Bd.3. Frankfurt am
Main, 1988, 76%.

26) H. Hesse, Vernunft und Selbstbehauptung - Kritische Theorie als Kritik der
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o

[>

4y o

UAlE Uguzelhs Ade Uy usieln wetdos
BT Gl o TAL Al Y B I 4 WA, &
& (ola ZWomy) A% FUY + gt 202 Lddn Utk

a3 AAZ sEaslelre YAl ‘=Y A yehd Yi<
AR A FEA AT 2 AN e Wi ofslzt «gA] FAE A
olsi(FIEel ol ejdr, F iR “HIFeFFo29F ifolzt
T SiAETE o e {7 HFEFIE S FEAA AR
AFA7)7] Btk <A B5E3 3EAQ A4S FaA L8]
“AR1e olalE RBAsR=29 Fsletal gk

IJP T B8l ZEIsto]He opAH (K. Jaspers)e] YAlol o
gk HIEA Aol whdisbaA YAl S5dth 2 1936\d ofxw2vt
S\l “Nietzsche. Einfiihrung in das Verstindnis seines Philosophierens’
o gk A Fajo] SelA opauxe] YA ojdfe g «Ruld tid
o] §lo]r, 1A ©eek “A&iont Fgnia I 18AY o

neuzeitlichen Rationaltit, Frankfurt am Main, 1984, 34%:

27) M. Horkheimer, “Egoismus und Freiheitsbewegung(1936)”, Frankfurt am Main,
1988, GS.4, 75%.

28) M. Horkheimer, “Zum Rationalismusstreit in der gegenwirtigen Philosophie(1934)”,
GS. Bd.J3, Frankfurt am Main, 1988, 203%:.

29) 2o 3,

30) M. Horkheimer, “Bemerkungen zu Jaspers' Nietzsche(1937)”, GS. Bd.4, Frankfurt
am Main, 1988, 227%.
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Eo] Bkt gle Aolth39)

31) 2e A, 23%
32) 2 A, 235%,
33) 2 A, 230%
34) 2e A, 235%,
35) m=astolme] @A ool Az Al7le YA tFd 34H Azt a7t
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G. Raulet, “Kritik der Vernunft und kritischer Gebrauch des Pessimismus”, Schmidt,
A. und Altwicker, N (hrsg.), Max Horkheimer heute: Werk und Wirkung, Frankfurt
am Main, 1986. 36-37% =

M. Horkheimer, “Autoritdrer Staat(1940/1942)", GS. Bd.5, Frankfurt am Main,
1987, 297%.
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Gesellschafistheorie und Positivismus, Frankfurt am Main, 1969, 69-127% =

40) M. Horkheimer, Dialektik der Aufkldrung(1944/1969), GS. Bd.5. Frankfurt am Main,
1987FHA R sEasfolrohE, AT WY, WHE o ¥t A4
A, 2001, 32,
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41) M. lay, Dialektische Phantasie, Frankfurt am Main, 1985, 303%:.

42) M. Horkheimer, Zur Kritik der instrumentellen Vernunfi(1947/1967), Bd.6. Frankfurt
am Main, 1991, 166%:.

43) 2 A, 131%,
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44) R. Wiggershaus, Die Frankfurter Schule - Geschichte, Theoretische Entwicklung,
Politische Bedeutung, Miinchen, 1988, 373%:.

45) K. Brose, Sklavenmoral - Niezsches Sozialphilosophie, Bonn, 1990, 177% 3.
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(Max Horkheimer)E 41 0.2,, "ZHEAT, #1247, 2009, 129-155% =,

47) Kant, Kritik der reinen Vernunfi, Kants Werke, Akademie-Ausgabe, Bd.III, 435f.
7)== M. Horkheimer(1944), Dialektik der Aufkldrung, GS. Bd.5. Frankfurt
am Main, 1987, 104% #Q1&-

48) M. Horkheimer, Dialektik der Aufklirung(1944/1969), GS. Bd.5. Frankfurt am
Main, 1987, 22%.
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49) Hoffmeister, J.(hrsg.), Worterbuch, der philosophischen Begriffe, Hamburg, 1955,
385-386%/506% =

50) M. Horkheimer, Dialektik der Aufkldrung(1944/1969), GS. Bd.5. Frankfurt am
Main, 1987, 33% ©]3} F=.
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52) & A, 84%,

53) 2 A
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Foler, F It TS| Fahe “dojo] FEFrolgtal HeJgth F. Nietzsche,
Jenseits von Gut und Bése/Zur Genealogie der Moral, Stuttgart:Kroner, 1976,
273. (=R YA, doe) AW =9 AR, A, A8 9, 2002, 378%).
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55) M. Horkheimer, Dialektik der Aufkldrung(1944/1969), GS. Bd.5. Frankfurt am
Main, 1987, 33% o]3} 3= 38%.

56) 22 A, 81%.

57) & A, 91%.

58) 2 A,

59) 22 A, 84%.
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60) 2 A, 51%,

61) 2 A, 45%,

62) & A, 21%.

63) F. Nietzsche, Jenseits von Gut und Bése/Zur Genealogie der Moral, Stuttgart:
Kréner, 1976, 274-275%(=r2: UA|, THote] A - mHe] Aw,, A4, 2
8 9, 2002, 380%).
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66) P.HoBfeld, “Max Horkheimers Wandel vom atheistischen Marxisten zum Transzendenz
ahnenden Nichtmarxiten”, Theologie und Glaube, 63.Jg.,1973, H.1, 50%.

67) H. W. Nortersheuser, Max Horkheimer - Sehnsucht nach Wahrheit und Gerechtigkeit,
Freiburg, 1977, 288-315%. K. Kremer, “Kritische Theorie und Theologie in der
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Nietzsche’s Philosophy in the Development of
the Critical Theory of Frankfurt School

- Focusing on the Interpretation of Max Horkheimer -

Seok—hwan Jun

The problematic concept of the ‘Kritik’ in the critical theory of
Frankfurt school is currently arisen from its functional perspectives. The
problem mostly comes from two ways. One is from the defender who
identifies it with the expansion of the category of the ‘Kritik.” The
other is from the extreme pessimist who regards it as the dissolution of
the ‘Kritik,” and who denies the critical theory itself.

This is, in a sense, not the present problem of the critical theory, rather
it is a problem being existed since long. It dues to the philosophy of Max
Horkheimer who is one of the members of the earlier critical theory. All
this problem is caused from Horkheimer’s critical theory which has an
acute tension against the ‘traditional theory’ and does not enough hold an
intentionally obvious tension with the thoughtful axis of the traditional
theory as well.

The content and category of the ‘Kritik® concept of the critical
theory show the unique modes of change since Horkheimer’s earlier
philosophy. Thus the change even ironically allows different
interpretation to each other. Nietzschean philosophical meaning might be
understood with this irony, and the portrait of Nietzsche that
Horkheimer understands overlaps in different characteristics. That is,
Nietzsche has the two characters of an ironist and an idol-destroyer at
the same time. In other words, Nietzsche, for Horkheimer, has an

ironical meaning that upsurges a conflicting emotion. This irony works
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a basic norm when we judge Horkheimer’s interpretation of Nietzsche.

And further, In this article I bring Horkheimer’s various approaches

of Nietzsche and so want to understand his ideas of ‘the foundation of

the critical reason’ and ‘the self-criticism of the reason.’
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