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DEATH AND
REVOLUTION:
A REAPPRAISAL
OF IDENTITY THEORY

KEN O'BRIEN

The thrust ofthis discussion isthat Erich Fromm's contributions to
the corpus ofthe Frankfurt School's critical theory should be reap
praised in amore positive light. This task can only be accomp ishca
with athorough re-examination ofhis essays between the period ..«
to 1937. as well as a theoretical assessment ofhis ideas since tna
period. Our task is to probe the essays ofthe early period. We win
show that when his work is viewed in the context ofcritical theory,
especially in relation to the still largely imprecise non-identity prim
pie,' Fromm's contributions are vital. The charge that Fromm s»ur
is revisionist in content and methodology is premature and exag
gerated. Nevertheless, this charge has inhibited acontinuous cntu
review of Fromm's contribution, and it has been taken up ana
peated by more recent reviewers of the work of the Frankfurt Scm* _
Fromm's "populist" and liberal democratic ideas have been in
widely disseminated while his more serious theoretical work ren
largely unexplored. To this extent such one-sided critique has n« ^
that the dialectical reworking ofthe substance ofMarx and In.
produce critical theory and negative psychoanalysis reniam*
ished and sketchy. Critical theory and negative 1*y*<?.nnl>,;,fuMll„
itsnon-identity principle isonly one side of the reworks °
and Freud. The other is the convergence ofthe latter two ™MK*
gies to produce aconvergent theory along more convention
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The convergent methodology and the non-identity principle are dis
tinct but not separate.They are linked by a critique of establishment
social science inherent in both positions.1 Fromm stressed the specific
task ofa convergent theory and epistemology. This task is the critique
ofFreud's legacy or the dissection and critique of the most advanced
forms of bourgeois morality. In both Marx and the critical theorists
the task of criticism rests on the critique of reification.

Fromm's early work satisfied Horkheimer's criterion (for critical
theory) of criticism of establishment social science. Alfred Schmidt
observedin his Introduction that Horkheimer's influential stamp on
critical theory was his assertion that an alternative higher form of
scientific practice would involve the elimination of rigid specialized
disciplines with their fashionable relativisms and substitution of the
central theoretical problem—the exploration of the "connection be
tween economic life, individual psychic development and narrower
cultural changes."1 The questionwhether Horkheimer'sspecification
isentirely compatible andsynonymous withcritical theoryandnega
tivepsychoanalysis as thesearepresently understood cannot be pur
suedhere,even though it is vital to a definite attribution of Fromm's
work among the ranks of the Frankfurt School.

The question to be answered by a thorough re-examination of
Fromm's early essays is: Precisely what does subsumption of Freud's
•nctapsychology under Marx's epistemology mean? The answer to
this challenges a fundamental principle ofthenon-identity postulate.'
>he non-identity postulate does not entirely escape an important
criticism. Thiscriticism isthat thereal utilization of"critical reposito-
"«s" in Marx and Freud does not rest on a treatment of their docu
ments as if their structures of ideas were two uninterrupted "dis
courses." Numerous works have argued that the ideas of Marxand
rrcud are characterized bycritical interruptions, and that their frag
ments of methodologies are more vital than their practical sounding
conclusions.'

Pforam's work an integration of Marx and Freud,
*• attackon the accepted reasons for convergence?

jomm's early German essays (1929-1937) arc major studies in the
of p ,r* ofcrit'cal theory. His single most vital thrust is his rejection

feud's mctatheory asambiguous towards bourgeois tolerance. But

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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106 KEN O'BRIEN

more than this Fromm rejected programmatic attempts to integrate
Marx and Freud on the metatheoretical level. The first argument had
to do with Fromm's rejection of the purported abstractions of man,
and of society. The secondhad to do with Fromm's specific critique
of Freud's bourgeois conceptionof moralityand tolerance. His com
ments on the first ground bear quotation in full:

Theapplication of psychoanalysis to sociology mustbecareful to avoid
the mistakeof wishing to givepsychoanalytic answerswhereeconomic,
tfwhn"**1 and political factsgive the realand adequate explanation for
sociologia1' facts. On theotherhand,the psychoanalyst mustpointout
that the object of sociology-society consists in realityof individual peo
ple . . . These people do not have some kind of "Individualseele,"

and EinngiMfof this a separate "Massenseele".... There are no
two suchsoulswithinman, but onlyone, in whichthe samemechanisms
and laws are valid whether man appears as an individual, or forms a
society, a class, a community or what have you.'

The most succinct comment which illustrates both Fromm's theo
retical and practicalattitudes to Freudian psychoanalysis in the pe
riod of Fromm's developmentunder discussion runs as follows:

Thepsychoanalytic situation is another expression of bourgeois-liberal
tolerance. Here one human beingis supposed to express to another those
thoughts and impulses which stand in the sharpest contrast to social
taboos, and this other is not supposed to be startled and angry, nor to
adopt a moralizing posture, but to remain objective and friendly, in
short to abstain fromevery critical attitude.This view is onlyconceiv
ablewithinthe termsof the general tolerance which hasdeveloped in
increasing measure in the urban bourgeoisie....Thetolerance of the
psychoanalyst also hasthetwoaspects mentioned above: on theother
hand, he shares withevery othermember of thisclass the respect for
fundamental social taboos andexperiences thesame antipathy towards
theperson who breaks them Freud's writings offer acertain insight
intotherespect forthesocial taboos of theBourgeoisie which is hidden
behind this tolerance. . . . Certainly Freud took a critical position on
bourgeois sexual morality. He was also brave enough to prove that
sexual impulses alsoplay a rolewhere other"ideal"motives hadbeen
seen before, and even where the acceptance of sexual motives was actu
ally sacrilegious, as in the infant. . . . But even where criticism of
bourgeois sexual morality is the issue, in the work entitled "Cultural
sexualmorality,"it emerges that his positionis critical,but in no way
principallydifferentfrom that of his class.'
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The analytical form aswell asthe developing substantive critique
of the twoforegoing statements have tendedto mouldFromm's ear
lier and later theoretical stance topsychoanalysis and tothe ideologi
cal objectives of critical theory. This theoretical stance is neither
reductionist (upto 1941) nor supportive ofa theoretical strategy for
translating psychoanalytic problems into sociological forms. Equally
the stance isnot revisionist in the sense ofemphasizing some ideas of
Freud over others.

Fromm's work was anattempt tointersect and soenrich the pro
grammatic task oftheintegration oftheory andpraxis assumed bythe
Institut Fur Sozialforschung long before hecompleted his work onthe
partial unification ofMarx andFreud—which earned him thepara
doxical status offame inNorth America and estrangement from his
earlier colleagues ofthe Institut. An examination ofhis essay "Psy
choanalyse und Sociologie" indicates that Fromm did not perceive the
task ofthe Frankfurt Psychoanalytic Institute asone ofsimply pro
viding mediating concepts between individual and society which
would somehow reconcile Marx and Freud andtherefore theory and
praxis. Had this been the sole task for Fromm he would have simply
transposed a pared psychoanalytic theory ofman's spiritual make up
toa materialist theory ofsocial formations, and in this the family
would have become the determinate mediating concept inareconciled
theory and praxis.

The consequences ofsuch a theoretical strategy would have been
anoversocialized conception of man andsociety in all of Fromm's
subsequent work rather than the concerns with historical evil and
death that we see there. Fromm's posture within the Frankfurt Psy
choanalytic Institute and his theoretical problematic can therefore be
characterized inthe following terms:

• His struggle with Freud's psychoanalysis and amaterialist theory
Wot a Marxist one) was really anattempted sublation ofconventional
social science specializations.

2. His recognition that the crux ofpsychoanalysis rested on the
'unction attributed to the family in the development ofman's spiritual
apparatus as a necessary but not a sufficient explanation.

3. Consequently, the advance oftheoretical work rested on distinct
analyses in the following areas, among others:

•psychoanalytic contributions to sociological knowledge of the pre-
ex,ent and ways in which the "spiritual makeup of man has

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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108 KEN O'BRIEN

worked as a cause or as a determining factor on the development and
formation ofsociety." Economic and technical factors are other deter-

Questions emerged such as:To what extent changes in the psycho
logical structureof man "—taken as the growth of the ego structure
—and with it the rational control of the instinctive and the natural,
represent a relevant sociological factor." (The elaboration of this task
is takenby Fromm'sdetractors to be the sinequa non of his work as
a whole, but it is not.) To what extent "the family itself is the product
ofa definite form of society, and to what extent a change in the family
itself, brought about by a socialchange,could be an influenceon the
spiritual development of the individual..." Another exampleof this
would be the significance of technological growth (technik) for the
individual psychethrough "an ever increasing satisfactionof desires
or conversely, the ever decreasing need for denials.'"

The inference to be drawn from the foregoing is that Freud's psy
choanalysis merelyopenedup theseissuesfor sociology; the problem
wasto explore them in various ways. What has to be notedis that
Fromm extended his own criticism of Freud's ambivalence to bour
geois tolerance to the level of an infrastructural assumption. The
existence of this ambivalence within orthodox psychoanalysis was
then viewed by Fromm as inhibiting the task of a convergence of
Freudianism and Marxism. Fromm's theoretical task becameat that
point ananalytical attack onthe prevailing reasons for suchaconver
gence.

Inessence Fromm stated that Freud's reality principle also inad
vertently accepted death asa human necessity andthegoal of human
happiness became animpossibility. In Fromm's mindFreud's concep
tionsof death, as represented in aggression, suicide, and discontcn ,
were really sociologized explanations ofevil. Fromm argued in "Die
Gesellschaftliche Bedinglheit Der Psychoanalytischen Thcrapie" (Pj
379) that Freud's entire discussion onsublimation was false. Frcu
chose sexual satisfaction where the choice was between that an
neurosis. Nevertheless, for Freud culture asopposed tosexuality »a
really thenobler and higher road. The inference in Fromm's discus
sion here is not only that Freud was in this sense ethnocentric
although hedoes not specify adequately Freud's ethnocentrism-- u
also that bourgeois culture constitutes a form ofdeath. Implicit in '•
discussion isalsothe notionthat the contextof Freud's dichotomy

• iWft:* Uum^iom
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culture versussexuality is a false one. But for ail this Fromm never
suggests whether Marx's analyses sublate Freud's ownanalyses.'

Fromm's rejection of the Freudian metaphor of death took the
theoretically specific form ofhis attack onthelatter's hypostatization
of"repression" as caused bythe contradiction between sexuality and
culture which even as a general case manifests itself in the psychic
orientation of thenon-neurotic individual. This rejection led Fromm
in another direction as well, and that was toquestion the basic presup
positions about manthenheld by many "establishment social scien
tists." Fromm referred to this time and again in his analysis ofimpo
tence (1937), aswellasinhiscritiques of the worksof RobertBriffault
(1933) and ofBachofen (1934). Here he examined the socio-political
conditions which conditioned accompanying ideological perspectives
on the relationship between theory and action inthe modern age. He
characterized this relationship as follows:

There isan extraordinary discrepancy indemocracies between the ideo
logical notion that the individual member ofsociety controls, in part,
>he entire direction ofsociety and the distance that in fact separates the
"•dividual from political and economic power."1

Anotherdimension ofthe connection between socio-political condi
tions and ideological perspectives isthe reification of"authoritarian
Pnilosophy." The specific form ofthis is the reification ofimpotence
"thestatus ofanational law. While the intensification ofimpotency

"ngs has its expressions in the neurotic cases ofclinical psychoanal
ysis and its counterpart in normal life in the bourgeois character:

t has its roots in the entire social constellation and in the spiritual
iseehch) situation which isdetermined by this."

thc h° observa,i<M> that impotence as an individual experience robs
mcth^T"1 °f coura8e ,0 "act" is antral to Fromm's analyses of
this h-iUld ?he ret"ion be,»een theory and praxis. It is also around
F*udnVa,i0n ,hal Fromm a,,enlPts apartial synthesis of Marx and
Sscifi' i a.,horoiISn analysis of this problem ofconsciousness in its
only ,] "on to ,heory and praxis requires ascientific orientation,
stage N °U u °f Wl"Ch Fr0mm believed could ** <ra«d at this
its «o„irCr eless'we wil1 ,urn our attention toFromm's sketch, and

"gmficance for his early formulations.

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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The conceptionof impotenceas an analogue to
Fromm's critique of non-identity

The helplessness ofthe individual is the fundamental
theme ofauthoritarian philosophy. (E Fromm. 1937)

The foregoing statement isone ofthe central conclusions ofFromm's
essay, "Zum Gcfuhl der Ohmnacht." It isanexpression ofhis ar
gumentation that impotence has a socially generalized form as well
as specific clinical expressions, and that both are dimensions ofpassiv
ity. Both are expressions ofthe inability toact, and the extreme form
ofimpotence isdeath. The malaise ofhis age (the 1930s) and culture
expressed another side ofdeath inits glorification ofmethod without
theory. The practical expression ofthis glorification was a magical
ritualization, a "busyness" incontrastto"activity,"thelatterexpress
ing acombination ofcorrect theory and method. Fromm's emphasis
therefore ison the necessity of"correct theory" asa condition for
action andsocial change. It isa Marxist conclusion arrived atbyapsy
choanalytic route, but one which cannot be disputed today (p. H')-

Fromm's argument attacked orthodox psychoanalysts and other
intellectuals as well. Heattacked theintellectual posture which as
serted that others could not be influenced as a form ofrationalized
neurotic impotence which failed to distinguish between areas of
change within control and areas truly outside control. There is »
subtle hint inFromm's discussion here that tries toestablish an anal
ogy between the concepts of impotence and the insistence on non-
identity. For throughout this essay (translated as "Some Observations
on the Feeling ofImpotence") Fromm suggests that theory docs no
always lead to action while insisting that itis the condition for actum-
The problem, of course, is that his alternative to impotence is anew
awareness; members ofsociety are brought toconsciousness tlirc»l
"long work," and his theoretical analogue to this is the principle^
"reflexivity" which was later attacked by Frankfurt School memnc
Reflexivity did not mean for Fromm what it meant for con'cnipl''J0)
sociologists such as Oouldner (1970) and Robert Friedrichs (I j
For Fromm reflexivity was to be an essential quality of a spa. ^
science, similar to psychoanalysis, which would reflect on the ope ^
powers in bourgeois economy and on bourgeois man. He dew
this intellectual task asthe "penetration offacades todiscover n

TSr^rfl^g^^M#t^#^k'ijyaM¥^''
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causal mechanisms," a task asserted by Marx and Freud as well."
Thetoneof this earlyformulationcannot be interpretedas revision

istbecauseit did not take the formof a levelling of the contradictions
ofbourgeois society. Ratherthisearlyworkrepresents Fromm'shigh
lighting ofspecific social and ideological contradictions into a formu
lation ofa newrelationship between theory and praxis. Laterin this
discussion wewillshowthat Fromm's practical concern waswith the
specific mechanisms through whichthe administrative "techniques"
ofthestateand theGerman school system reinforce the hegemony
ofthepettybourgeois class and ideology, while simultaneous forms
of pedagogy and criminal justice guarantee the submission of the
majority. Furthermore Fromm suggested that the implications of
these "techniques" signify a preoccupation with "busyness" which is
clearly discernible within these administrative andpolitical communi
ties.11 We will restrict our remarks at this point, however, to the
problems of theory and praxis raised by his analogy between impo
tence and non-identity.

One of the mostpolemical issues of Fromm'sintellectual careeris
his extension of Freud's clinical concept of therapy to the socio
political dimension of occidental development. As far as his early
work isconcerned, it isalso one ofthemost misunderstood aspects
ofFromm's work in his attempt to unify theory and praxis. For
Fromm'searly formulation does not constituteapsycho-history in the
tradition oflaterNorth American versions. Rather, it was an exten
sion ofhis critique ofthe intellectual rationalization ofimpotence—
to which we referred earlier in this discussion—to the prevailing
clinical practices ofpsychoanalysis."
. Whcn the critique ofimpotence is promoted to the status ofan
ideological category the clinical component ofrepression can be util-
«ed as a tool for validating assertions about the broad sociological
significance ofimpotence asa consequence ofhistory and socializa-
«n.Simultaneously this strategy allows thecritical theorist toformu-
' e propositions about the relative degree ofimpotence in a given

'My, and ofthecross-cultural components ofimpotence. Theex-
Ihr°"ofsnch aconnection between the ideology ofimpotence and
hj' ln*"l reality of repression was one of Fromm's major tasks in
in .12Vlsion of,he problem of theory and action. The exposition begun
Getrfi"11 Gefunl der Ohnmacht" is continued in another essay "Die

"sc'lschaftlicfce Bedingtheit Der Psychoanalytischen Therapie,"

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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112 KEN O'BRIEN

(193S). What characterizes both impotence and repression leading to
the expression of neurotic symptoms isanxiety in general deriving
from thethreat ofexternal force, thethreat ofsocial isolation, and loss
of self-respect derived from the inability to "put across one's own
wishes." In thecase of theappearance of neurotic symptoms Fromm
suggests that the internalization ofthese "failures" leads to rage and
silence in whichtheindividual requires increasing energy in order to
maintain the suppressed material beneath the deeper layers of the
psyche. It is precisely this ever-expanding repression which makes
Clinical psychoanalysis a much demanded and lucrative enterprise.
What Fromm had tosay about therapeutic practice istherefore vital
to thetask of setting therecord straight about the ways in which
Fromm extended his critique ofFreud's bourgeois tolerance. Itisalso
vital for a partial rebuttal of the allegation that Fromm collapsed
theory into therapy in his psychoanalytic revisionism.

"DieGesellschaftliche Bedingtheit Der Psychoanalytischen Thera
pie" is along and rambling essay in which Fromm is less concerned
with the collapsing of therapy into theory or vice versa and more
concerned with unveiling authoritarian social tendencies in therapy
which tend tobe masked in the theory itself, that is, tendencies which
mask the helplessness ofthe individual as though itwere ametaphysi
cal issue The method of critique inthis 1935 essay isalso different
in many respects from Fromm's essay four years later, "The Socia
Philosophy Of'Will Therapy,'" in which he contrasted Freud's ana
Rank's conceptions oftherapy." While it is clear that in the earlier
essay Fromm argued for aspecifically more humanist therapy he ui
so because of his argument against Freud's emphasis on "°/8an'̂
repression," and the inferences which Freud drew from this for tn
limitations for therapeutic efficacy. Fromm's position on the analyiw-
situation did not resemble that of the "revisionists" such as FerenJ,.
and Rank for the reasons which his critics would have usbelieve,
summarized his views of the analytic situation as follows:

The question of the actual conscious, and, more importantly, oft J
unconscious attitude of the analyst towards the social taboos wno^
protection consists in threats of revenge, which have led to "l"0""'̂ ,'
now tobe uncovered, istherefore ofdecisive importance lo the pn^1
ity oftherapeutic success as well as the duration ofthe analysis-
But how can acritical theory validate the claim that imP°^*^.

unconscious attitudes of censure against the patient's transcen
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of bourgeois social taboos exist within the analytic situation? This is
the question which has to be posed and answered before subjecting
Freud's claims about the limitations of psychoanalysisto the kind of
dialectical somersaults which gave Adorno and his followers the con
cept ofnegative psychoanalysis." The question is internal to the meth
ods of psychoanalytic therapy as far as Fromm's early work is con
cerned,and not ultimately aimed at obliterating theory in the interests
of therapy—asFromm's detractorsarequick to point out. The allega
tion that all so-called revisionism seeks to eradicate the "contradic
tion"(Jacoby's term)or"discrepancy" (Marcuse's term)whichFreud
maintained between theoryandtherapy presumes that that contradic
tionor discrepancy (though the samemeaningscannot be attributed
to these terms) was a positive or dialectical force in Freud's work.
What is not statedby Fromm'scriticsis that he wasconcerned with
articulating the ideological and ideational links between repression,
which wasthe key to uncovering themetatheoretical truthof Freud's
view of cultureandcivilization, and"resistance" and"transference,"
which were therapeutic notions for validating the theory of repres
sion. Theaimof Fromm's 193S essay was to establish thattheactual
useof the concept of "resistance" is an ideational reflection of a
bourgeois ideology of tolerance. Fromm argued this position in an
other form as follows:

He [the patient] comes to analysis, the purpose ofwhich is to liftthe
repressed into consciousness. The anxietywhich originally led to the
repression, is transferred to the analyst. Butthisanxiety strengthens or
"eakens, depending on the personality andbehaviour of the analyst.
In the extreme case where the analyst takes acritical hostile position
towards repressed urges, one can hardly expect atall that the patient
" capable of penetrating the resistance to the repressed. If the patient,
ev«n ifonly dimly and instinctively, feels thattheanalyst has thesame
cn'ical attitude tothe breaking ofsocial taboos as other people he met
•n childhood and later, then the original resistance will not only be
transferred into the actual analytical situation, but will be produced
anew.11

",s clear from Freud's 1915 essay onrepression that thetheory of
cprcssion was not meant to imply that the process of repression is
"•dimensional or complete at some given point, but that the test of

to i ld'ty °^r7reuds propositions was in the clinical observations,
arge extent. The truthvalue in propositions about repression is

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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therefore based on the clinical use of the concept of "resistance."
Fromm established this point by stating that

The resistance is thusa phenomenon occuring necessarily in thecourse
of the analysis. If onewished to avoid it, thiswould mean giving up
making the repressed material conscious. This is indeed attempted by
most non-psychoanalytic psychotherapeutic methods. It is theshorter
way, buttheprice paid isthegiving upofdeep change inthespiritual
structure. The resistance is exactly the mostreliable signal thatoneis
touching repressed material and not merely moving on the spiritual
surface."

The discussion which followed the foregoing remarks canbe inter
preted as Fromm's attempt to probe what can be termed today the
specific class, and indeed racial background, ofFreud's notion ofthe
contradiction between theory and therapy. Fromm was not saying
that Freud's psychoanalytic theory was thoroughly bourgeois orin
deed that Freud was racist Hewas saying, however, thatthespecific
use in therapy which Freud made of the concept of "resistance"
provides some insight into an area of"blindness" which made the
viability of psychoanalytic theory not a theory of civilization as a
whole inall respects, but rather one which has ignored non-Judaic-
Christian civilizations precisely bypretending tospeak for all civiliza
tion. This is an allegation to which critical theory after Freud and
Marx has to respond. Fromm's critics have argued elsewhere that
therapy can be modified on pragmatic grounds, but not inthe interest'
of a humanism which promises liberation for the individual in an
otherwise unfree society, since the real thrust of therapy is that it
"issues into asocial critique and praxis ofliberation." Precisely. Bu
iftherapy is not merely aFreudian afterthought, with no systematic
conceptual or ideational link to one or more elements in the mcta-
theoretical case, then its uniqueness as acritique has tobe penctrat
and developed as well. Otherwise therapy issues into a dangerous
reification and mystification ofdeath and impotence, and theory wit -
out avigorous therapy becomes mere ideological rhetoric. For cxan
pie, aradical academic critic can today develop atheoretically t«' "
ful critique ofracism and advanced capitalism while personally an<
unconsciously contributing to the further life of institutionalized rat j
ism. The variants ofthis example are many, but the real question t
becomes, "What is'revolutionary pessimism' in psychoanalysis, a
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how is it possible?" This is the challengeto Frankfurt School critical
theory. As for Fromm, he put the matter in another form as follows:

We have alreadysaid that Freudascribedrelatively little significance to
the actual behaviour and special character of the analyst. This is the
more remarkable, in that the analytic situation, as created by Freud, is
quite unusualand uniquein our culture and perhaps in general There
is nosituationeven approximatelysimilarin which one human beingnot
only "confesses" to another without holding back. i.e. says everything
to him which he condemns in himself, but in addition, communicates
those fleeting ideas which seem absurdand laughable, and where he
pledges to alsoexpress allthosethingswhichhe doesnot yet know but
which could still occur to him, indeed, where he can honestly communi
cateto the other all the opinionsand feelings he has about him, making
them the objectof dispassionate examination." [Emphasis mine]

We suggested earlierin this discussion that Fromm criticized what
appeared to be Freud's leanings towards bourgeois liberal tolerance.
Now weseethat the forms of thiscritique require elaboration. First
ofall Fromm was notin the first instance revising orthodox therapy
in theinterests of a happy,welladjusted individual monad,or in the
interest oftheprimacy ofsubjectivity. Rather, thecritique oftherapy
wasagainst the particular weaknessesof Freud's use of the inductive
method. Thebasis of Freud's psychoanalytic induction is theanalyst-
patient patternof interaction."Resistance" is therefore an ideational
component of Freud'sinterpretative inductive strategy as he moved
toward hisgeneral inferences about theopposition between sexuality
and culture. "Resistance" istherefore for Fromm adescriptive notion
which in Freud's usage passes into and reinforces the theoretical
Psychoanalytic opposition between sexuality and culture. Fromm's
Point is thatFreud's usage of "resistance" is as though it were itself
a theoretical component of the metatheory of psychoanalysis. As
,uch, hewas commenting ontheJanus-headed nature of"resistance"
•n Freud rather than reducing the theoretical opposition between
sexuality and culture to a new therapeutic format. In short, before
undertaking his own critique of the ideology of tolerance, Fromm
made the observation that inorthodox psychoanalysis itselfaspects of

metatheory wereintentionally passed by Freud into therapy.

P"ly in two points does Freud go beyond the purely technical-medical
'"aPositive sense. Once when hedemanded, if not from the beginning.

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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that the analyst be analysed, so as not only to gain theoretically better
insight into the processes in the unconscious, but also to become con-
scious ofhis own "blind spots" and to be able to control his own affective

The other point in which Freud recognized the problem of theory
passing into therapy had to do with an "objective, unprejudiced,
neutral and forebearing attitude" towards everything the patient
brings up, but in the interests of tolerance. (Extending on Fromm we
can say that tolerance is an ideational component of therapy which
while guaranteeing it, in turn passes into theory.) If psychoanalytic
therapy had a weakness, an anomaly whereby it unconsciously sup
pressed its own representation of the individual's plea for aid, and
self-clarification in the clinical situation, then Fromm's work was to
illustrate that this anomaly ofsuppression had its roots in the ideologi
cal ambivalence of Freud himself, and not in the content of psy
choanalytic theory, in the first instance.This was preciselythe aim of
Fromm's critique, to show that the ideational representation of toler
ance in therapy manifested a clear middle class ideology of impotence.
It was not yet Fromm's aim to revise the theory of repression, or to
signify any priority for individual happiness. In fact, his point is that
what appears to be a theoretical, and therefore intellectually accept
able, contradiction between the concept of repression and the concept
ofresistance in the wider metatheory ofcontradiction between culture
and sexuality is not that at all. In Freud, neurosis had become an
intellectual Ding an Sich, a thing in itself. It had been presented as
a theoretical unity constituted of "resistances" which could be ex
periencedby the analyst in a clinical situation, and at the same time,
its opposite, repression, the intellectual hypothesization of the psy
choanalytic posture. At this stage Fromm was contesting one aspect
of the "thing-in-itself" representation of neurosis, that is,theanalytic
reconstruction, in whichFreud underestimated the problem of toler
ance of the particular analyst, as well as of the psychoanalytic posture.
If the uncovering of resistances is a viable project, then it implies
discovery of knowledge of its real opposite, tolerance, andtherefore
revelation of repression.

How could "neurosis" beareal phenomenon, athing initself, and
. theunityof a dialectical contradiction, a theoretical principle, at the

same time? This is the nub of the issue which the critics of Fromm,

and of all psychoanalytic revisionism, have to answer in their asser

SWJWWwrWW!**^^
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tions that theorthodox positions are part of a social theory which
transcends the society in a revolutionary form. Many of Fromm's
critics have reacted as though the question was an absurd one, but
they have not, nevertheless, come upwith analternative explanation
oftherelationship between tolerance andtheanalytic situation which
would clarify (more thoroughly) than Freud didtheanomalous repre
sentations of neurosis."

Fromm did not viewthe source of this anomaly in the contradic
tion between theory and therapy somuch asin thereal opposition
between Freud's partial attack on tolerance in his theoretical work
while at thesame time stopping short of its penetration in his clini
cal posture. What he detected in the clinical situation was a toler
ance for the patient to verbalize his new-found consciousness, but a
tolerance which stopped short of encouraging him to act out or
upon this consciousness, something characteristic of all nineteenth-
century bourgeois tolerance as it manifested itself in reform move
ments. This isa point thatwas succinctly made about the posture of
science and relativism by Wolff and other writers in A Critique of
fun Tolerance. (1969) and it makes the entirenotion of theoretical
revisionism questionable as far as Freud's work is concerned. The
inference whichcanbe drawn from Fromm'sview of this limitation
isthat it weakened thecritical thrust of the clinical and theoretical
work:

Certainly he[Freud] is tolerant, and certainly he criticized bourgeois
sexual morality because its overly great strictness frequently led to
neurotic illness. Buteven where criticism of bourgeois sexual morality
was theissue, inthe work entitled "Cultural Sexual Morality " it
emerges thathisposition is critical, but in no wayprincipally different
from that of his class.11

Clearly, for Fromm there was avital distinction between theory and
therapy. This distinction which existed inFreud had tobemaintained,
but not in an unadulterated fashion. Fromm argued that therapy was
an incorrect praxis which needlessly extended repression, and there-
wereinforced agenetically external, buthistorical, impotence. Inso-
ar as our interpretation is valid, then, Fromm was adhering to the

canons ofcritical theory established byno lesser figures than Hork-
neimer and Marcuse when they stated:

Even in afuture society, the happiness ofits individuals is no equivalent
tothe destruction ofthose, now. Theory offers nocure (or healing), lo

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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itsadherents, nopsychic condition likeChristianity. Freedom's martyrs
were not seeking the soul's peace: thiswas not their goal.

Andattheend orthis paragraph thereisasuccinct observation as well:
Philosophy which hopes tofind peace intruth has therefore little todo
with Critical Theory."

The inference of the foregoing observation means that the non-
identity formulation has aparadoxical element. Critical theory cannot
beviable without an immanent praxis. Insofar as psychoanalysis is
concerned, therapy isan aspect ofthat praxis (a position that is often
ignored by those who hold to the theory-therapy "contradiction"),
and therefore cannot beindialectical contradiction (in Marx's sense)
with theory. Moreover, one fails tosee how the theoretical articula
tion ofan historical opposition between culture and sexuality, as part
ofcritical theory, can bein real oppositidn to therapy. What one can
perceive is a certain confusion among "Frankfurt School theorists
about the distinctions and differences between dialectical contradiction
and realopposition on this point.

A caveat on therapy:
philanthropy versus misanthropy

In the latter portion ofhis essay on Therapie" Fromm took up what
has since been interpreted as arevisionist support for Ferenczi. Otto
Rank, Alfred Adler, and Jung, among others. In fact Fromm's goas
have little todo with his later wish for ahappy, adjusted subject in
an age of repression, but rather are akind ofDamoclean sword over
the head ofFreud's ideology ofimpotence. Consider the two fo"°*m*
prefatory remarks to Fromm's summary ofthe positions ofGroddec
and Ferenczi in the psychoanalytic movement:

It cannot be denied that the lack ofhumility envokes in the analyst of
the patricentric character-type an often unconscious hostility tows' •
the patient and that this hostility not only makes every therapcun<.
success impossible, but also represents aserious danger for the spintua
health of the patient."

In short, to the extent that an unconscious authoritarianism ie»
behind aconscious outward "tolerance," spiritual ill-health beco

wm*mmm<^&>r.iW4mmi>i«&^}* vbmssEBtassemm&mv&w*-
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an impotent skepticism which could be adopted by the patient
through no independent fault of his own. One of Fromm's goals was
a greater insight into the patricentric-authoritarianism of orthodox
analysts. He believed that a study of the conflicts within the psy
choanalytic movement provides the best sociological data, though
indirect, for validating such insight. This second indirect strategy has
been adopted by a number of recent critics of Freud. But Fromm
made his own position clear in the following statement:

Together with the way we have taken, i.e., directly gaming a certain
insight into Freud's attitude towards the patient from his own state
ments, there is an indirect way, too, namely by the study of the partly
strengthened conflicts within the analytic movement between Freud
and his innermost circle on the one hand and the "opposition" ana
lysts on the other."

There are important and still partly unanswered questions as to
why Freudand some of his colleagues in his inner circle resisted so
ruthlessly the therapeutic revisions of Groddeck and Ferenczi. We
cannothope to examine most of the questions for these conflicts here.
Butwewillsummarize the mostsignificant suggestions forwarded by
Fromm insofar as theybear on the debate aboutthe identitytheory
versus the supposed non-identity principle in Freud's work.

Firstly, Fromm suggests thatanalysts asarule have thesame social
interests as other members of their social stratum. Equally, the ana
lyst's understanding ofhisown drive structure, aswell as that of his
Patient's, hasits limits in"his social interests, andin the feelings and
insights which are conditioned bythese interests." Thus while Freud's
attitude was in"contradiction" (thetermisFromm's) withhistheory
itwas logical in relation to hissocial interests. Ferenczi's therapeutic
Perspective whichadvocated the analysis of the analystas a prerequi
site was of limited value because this attitude was in contradiction to
the basic structure of hisclass. What iseven more significant, how
ever, is thathe wasnot aware of thiscontradiction. Fromm put this
somewhat dialectical critique of Freud and Ferenczi as follows:

Freud's personality and the peculiarity of his theory are intheend to
begrasped m>t from individual, but from general social circumstances.
Also the fact that a personality like Ferenczi was defeated inthe fight
makes good sense. Freud's attitude issociologically seen, thelogical one.

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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Ferenczi was an outsider, incontradiction tothe basic structure ofhis
class, and he was not aware ofhis own contradiction."
Secondly, Fromm suggests that Ferenczi's opposition toFreud was

one ofprinciple, aphilanthropic versus adeeply misanthropic atti
tude, and that this was an insufficient basis for opposing Freud.
Fromm implies that, to the extent that Ferenczi did not see that the
specific social character oftaboos is conditioned by the necessity of
the internalization ofthe exterior force over the majority ofsociety,
he failed tosee the links between the patient's moral conflicts which
are not really moral, the bourgeois-authoritarian character ofFreud,
and the illusionsof analysis.

The effectiveness ofanalysis however rests now precisely on inhibitions
being removed which stand in the way ofaperson following his inter
ests. On the average analysis ofthe analyst will thus in no way lead to
the removal of the bourgeois-character-structure, but rather to its
strengthening. And this especially when in Freud's sense the analysis
sets up moral taboos and anxieties about breaking them as being biologi
cally conditioned andnatural." -
In short Fromm's contention isthat both Freud and revisionists

such asFerenczi were limited on the question of what constitutes
effective therapy. His perspective on the therapists was that neither
theoretical insight into the cause ofpatient anxiety nor analysis ofthe
prospective analysts are fully adequate alternatives. As far as the
patient is concerned analytical provision of insight to the patient
about his individual childhood anxieties is insufficient because tne
family is only the "psychological agent" of society, and does not
provide insight into real and effective motives ofrepression.

Given the foregoing, then, what constitutes effective analysis/ Ine
answer is simple: "the unconditional affirmation ofthe patient sngn
to happiness." Since the peculiarity of bourgeois moral proscriptions
rests on its tabooistic character the analyst must have no illusion
about proving the concrete circumstances about the biological n<x .
sity ofrigid and abstract morality, or the specific cause ofthis or ti
moral anxiety in apatient, or even earthly wisdom about limiting
patient's claim to happiness.

It [the effective atlitude to analysis] is rather to be seen as am^**-"
hunt ofcertain people "under the conditions oftheir origin and oyi *
out." Without evaluation there isno theory ofreality atall. but setii s
values does not need tobe tied tothe ideals ofidealistic molality, in

DEATH AND REVOLUTION 121

goal is not the fulfilling of some eternal demands, but the realization of
claims to happiness in their different historical forms."

Clearly then insofar as this statement can be said to represent an
acceptance of some form of identity principle this does not have the
same meaning for Fromm and the Frankfurt Institut members if they
rejecthis formulations. For Fromm viewedmorality's tabooisticchar
acter as a function of bourgeois capitalism in theory and praxis. This
condition has to be exploded in therapy if psychoanalysis constitutes
partof a unique response to bourgeois society.What the patient fears
in therapy is that the analyst judges him as a person. The patient
knows, and according to Fromm accepts, that certain of his actions
will be judged by the analyst.

Thus, as faras Fromm was concerned, to rejectthe possible refor
mulation of therapeutic praxiswas in realityto affirmthe externality
ofurban-bourgeois-tolerance inaction whatever oneespoused in the
ory. Fromm then provided for therapy a specific role which he ar
ticulated in the latterportion of his essayon "Therapie"(1935). This
roleemergedfrom a questionwhich was only clarified fully in "Zum
Gefuhl Der Onnmacht" (1937), i.e., what is the function of psy
choanalytic theory and therapy in unmasking the feeling of impo
tence? As he suggested in "Sozialpsychologischer Teil" (1936), the
value of a simultaneous focus on therelationship between the struc
tureof authority andits conscious manifestation of impotence in the
individual superego is that such a focus reveals the mechanism
whereby force is transformed into an internal momentum. Therapy
for Fromm provides one of the bases for a"Lebens praxis."

It was specifically in thecontext of thisconsideration that Fromm
focused on the role ofthe family, and rejected Freud's claim that the
superego is solely the heirof theOedipus complex, the inheritor of a
racial past.* Weturn now toanother dimension of Fromm's critique
ofimpotence as it specially manifests itself insocialization processes
and in reformist movements.

Fromm's critique ofbourgeois reform movements

In an earlier part ofthis discussion we suggested that Fromm's early
critique did not constitute a levelling of theconscious, intra-subjec-

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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tivity or the unconscious and their relationship to objective material
conditions. Rather, he was attempting toget ahandle on the specific
conditions under which these operate inbourgeois industrial society.
In this section we will summarize three essays, none ofwhich were
published in the Frankfurt Institute's journal, in which he set out his
ideas in some detail. Between 1930 and 1931, at about the time he
joined the Frankfurt Psychoanalytic Institute, his focus ofempirical
concern was the administrative, ideational, and psychological repres
sion ofthe contemporary community as this was mediated through
education, criminal justice systems, and enlightened reformism. It
was within this context that Fromm atfirst appeared toselect Marxist
sociology combined with Freudian drive theory as aunique method
of complete understanding."

There is no hint in these essays of Fromm's movement towards
identity theory. At the same time, however, he did not spell out in
greater detail the concept ofan alternative "Lebenspraxis alluded to
inhis "Socialpsychologischer Teil." What he did was assert particu
larly in "Der Staat Als Erzieher" ("The State As Educator ) that
mere criticism ofthe administrative and psychological techniques oi
the State's juridical and educative functions and principles wnicn
train man into afather-fearing child will not change those principles
orfunctions." The impression given inthe review ofBernfeld swore
is that if the students' and workers' movements could coalesce io
control the "administrative community" this would be the signal tor
radical social change. But what is this concept of "administrative
community," and how is itconnected to Fromm's critique ofimpo
tence andtolerance? e„»,in„ofThe concept of"administrative community" was atypification ch
the specific spheres of activity, within the educational system and "ic
courts, whose functions were co-optation ofpetty bourgeois students
and thereby protection ofbourgeois interests in the case ofthe forme •
and reinforcement ofsubmissiveness, and deflection and renunc^non
ofdrives of the masses, in the case ofthe latter. Both mthe Bernte.
review and in 'The State As Educator" Fromm argued that I
"educational functions" ofthese institutions were less '•"P0™"'
the ruling classes in modern society than the functions ofronton, K
patriarchial authority in its developed form. He therefore argu.011 ^
radical criticism of the pedagogics of the school (Schulheim mt
Bernfeld review was anew type ofboarding school) and oi tne ju.
system were not vital tasks.
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Frommwassaying morethansimplythat the functions of boarding
schooland criminaljusticereallyexist behind the rationalized objec
tives that are presented. For example,in an essay "On The Psychol
ogy Of the Criminal And The PunishingSociety," publishedin the
"conservative"journal Imago, he suggestedthat the "masses" do not
havean awareness of "justice" insofar as the criminal justicesystem
isconcerned.They do not have an "inherited lawful moral view." The
masses transfer the father-fear from early childhood to the ruling
classes, thestateandthereby thecriminal justice system (p.247). This
maintains social stability, and through repetition makes force un
necessary. The rulingclassesare therefore presentedto the masses as
fatherthrough the criminal justice system.

The foregoing argument has, for readers who have interpreted
Fromm solely from hislater post-Frankfurt writings, a kindof intel
lectualdeja vu. But this is deceptive In the earliercontext Fromm is
less concerned with theoretical generalizations of the sort for which
hehas been much criticized in later writings. In these earlier writings
the analysisis more Marcusean—inthe tradition of sections of Eros
And Civilization. In the epoch of advanced industrial capitalism
Fromm argued that criminal justice, evenin the courtroom, is con
cerned with renunciation of drive-satisfying tendencies, and not with
fighting crime and rehabilitation (p. 249). Psychoanalytic insight
therefore has little practical value as areformist ideology. He argued
that one must remain sceptical. The only positive role delineated for
theory was not"judgment" but a"diagnostic" role which would show
the operation ofcombined unconscious factors (such as the satisfac
tion of narcissistic needs partly mediated through theego) and eco
nomic factors.

Towards a conclusion

mi summary it can be argued that while the intellectual context of
Fromm isdifferent ineach ofthese three essays discussed above, what
they have in common with the writings ofthe Frankfurt period is the
rejection ofthedivision between notions of"healthy" and "neurotic."

romm made it clear that sublimation is dependent on education
which is in turn an economic problem which changes, together with

anging cultural and social situations. This general idea provided
one ofthe major bases for Fromm's first use ofMarx and Freud. This
general conclusion is not based on Fromm's later explanation in

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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Beyond The Chains of Illusion (1962), which has heretofore been
interpreted as a definitive autobiographical statement. Rather our
conclusion is based on contextual analyses of the author's earlier
statements. Fromm, that is to say, used a combination of Marx and
Freud that has not been so far classified as Frankfurt School theory
and yet is not clear non-identity or identity oriented in terms of
ideology. A re-evaluation ofFromm's early work could provide much
needed clarificationto salient problems in Frankfurt School critical
theory which would suggest that the present non-identity versus iden
tity status of that theory should be re-examined.

From the standpoint ofcontemporary social theory the single most
important thrust of Fromm's early work was the suggestion, perhaps
caution, that death and revolution were not incompatible. His critique
of impotence is the source of this critique. We have developed this
theme at a number ofpoints. We have tried to establish that Fromm's
convergence of Marx and Freud—while it may have led to a later
accomodation to social democracy—was not primarily identity the
ory in its early formulation. In' attacking Freud at central points
Fromm questionedthe psychoanalytic notionsof praxis(therapy)and
action (as possibility) as well. This was Fromm's attack on the am
biguities of Freud's attitudes to bourgeois morality.

In suggesting that Freud's workresonated acertain awareness and
yet unconsciousness of bourgeois morality Fromm was de facto at
tacking one of the major platforms of the non-identity postulate in
critical theory. At the same time we have asserted that Fromm was
by no means doing so exclusively in the interestsof a subjectivist,
conformist theory and therapy. This position has been ignored by
Marcuse, Martin Jay, and Russell Jacoby but fordifferent reasons in
eachcase. Critical theory unnecessarily narrowed its focus to particu
lar interpretations of Occidental civilization in its uncritical assess
ment of Freud's contributions of theoryand therapy.This insight can
be derived from Fromm's detailed argument that Freud's scepticism
toward therapy had less todowith his theoretical perspectives and
more to do with anauthoritarian praxis in hispersonality and in his
ideology. We also argued that the general outlines of such an ap
proach resonate in the works of other critical theorists.

So why isFromm's work scape-goated asrevisionism? A thorough
answer to this question would take us well beyond the scope of the
present discussion, and intothe workof the laterFromm. All wecan
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suggest is that the identity and non-identity postulates are not mutu-
fl eXC'3e P0?"01"- What we «• suS«est is that Fromm in his
essay on Therapie" criticized the positions ofthe major revisionists
auctii as Ferenczi by suggesting that they attempted to revise therapy
on theoretical grounds without understanding that Freud's position
was in keeping with that ofhis class. This cleared the way for
Si? ?*" eVe" th°U8h ****** inferred' "• *• ""'on that"fteoretical critique" can be radical in any sense. Fromm was no
Marxist But he was attacking aform ofactivity that is acceptable in
advanced industrial societies.

NOTES

W^Ttei^S!r,Zl.'!!!.I?n^e,,,i,y principle w»W be the following:mS»«fl.^Pfc' dcv,?°l"!d * T""*"Adomo«d W.lter Benjamin. thtt Read's

^^^'^^^^^^^^^^^

•QuuL^T- "'.*"*• """ Inaorical revotattan ran ,* ,yno«ymous with the

•aAatTmL* A^fl?*?"1*«*«»» ofcrilieal theory reus on the refusal to
Fo7Bir^ '̂;Mar,1,Inin,l,e",;h«eol0W ofknowledge.

•New Yor™Lkullw£ «i ' If £.' -: Mar,in ,,y> «*«*•' Imagination

*^Z2i££2£2 **S? p™,ion! •-• *>«—«"«*• th..*«*'». wte£T£J^V""'" ™1UI1™ oflhe "»• «"va-ced forms ofindustrial
^"•"prett^iS,™ •^u* ? ? a."*"""" «*ich is . necessary prerequisite
«"<' "Woric^rfom.Tf- 0to8"?1 f0™"1'""". ™the one hand, and his empirical

3 Cf. Alfnrfs.1. eonslilute ourmajor focus.
*? Michdl£tt£EE5%?*%*J*Z**m*m* pp. 29-31 See4- "*!., p. i™ **'**' °/7*"W» (London: Tavistock. 1970). pp. 373-375.

Ep'̂ hS r^1''' ^.^^^™»««» (London: T.»i,,«k. 1972).
"•«•«, Om/Y.!^' flal°**h» «« F™* An Essa, on Inurpmaiion (New""a.. Yab IWwy Pre*, 1970). pp. 3-19. 59-74; MminNicoUuu, "Fta

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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Unknown Marx." Hem LeftReview. 48, March—April. 1968. pp.41-60.
6."Psychoanalyse und Soxiologie." Zeitschriftfir Psyckoanalyiixke Paedagogtk. 3,

(1929), pp. 268-270, p. 268.
7. "DieO^sellschaftlicheBedingtheitderPsychoanalytischenThenmie, Zetaamfl

fir Sosialfbrschung. 4. (1935). Heft 3. pp.365-397. 374-375.
8.AH quotations are taken from Fromm, op. cit., "Psychoanalyse und Soziologie,

(1929). ,_
9. The tenor of Fromm'scritiqueof tolerancehasimportantsimilarities in the work

of other Institute members. It is theuseFromm makes of it which isdifferent from

10."Zum Gefuhl der Ohmnacht," Zeitschriftfir Sozial/brschung, 6. (1937), pp.
95-119, quotation from p. 114.

11. Ibid, p. 110.
12. SeeS. Freud, An Outline ofPsychoanalysis (New York: W. W. Norton. 1949).

pp. 35-39. Here, however. Freud goes beyond the archaeological posture ofpsychoa
nalysis andsuggests that themaintenance ofinternal resistances isthe 'sine qua non
ofnormality." anotion which allows Fromm toinfer the significance ofimpotence in
mental life, asageneral category. Parenthetically, this genetic nature and archaeologi
cal posture ofthe"depth psychology" (Freud's term for the metatheory ofpsychoanal
ysis) ofpsychoanalysis was not asserted as being disjunctive with normal, empirical,
cumulativescience (in Kuan's sense). Rather, Freudsaw it as pan of the "saenoftc
Weltanschauung." See S. Freud, Sew Introductory Lectures on Psychoanalysis (New
York: W. W. Norton. 1933). Lecture XXXV,"TheQuestion ofaWeltanschauung."
pp. 158-182; see alio "Some Elementary Lessons In Psychoanalysis," (1938) inGeneral
Psychological Theory, cd. P. Rieff (New York: Collier. 1963), pp. 218-224. Itshould
be noted thatin thisconnection the relation between theory andtherapy is notatall
analogous totheprogrammatic relation between theory and praxis inMan. There are
many references and allusions in the writings of Mare and Engela toaconcept of
"methodological penetration" of the forms of society to thecore of socio-economic
relations which conceal the real meanings behind the presented forms. See amongst
Others the much quoted second edition preface ofCapital. 1873. Vol. I.Moscow, 1961,
Foreign Languages Publishing House, pp. 197-202: F. Engels, Anli-Duhring. Part Two
(Chicago: Charles H. Kerr, 1935), pp. 148-159. The meaning ofmethodological pene
tration ishowever clearly established as far as a study of Mare isconcerned inthe
foreword toGmndrisse: Foundations ofthe Critique ofPolitical Economy (rough draft)
(London: Penguin Books, 1973). pp. 35-37.

13.Cf. E Fromm. "Die Schulgemeinde Und Ihre Funktion Im KlaasenkampJ.
ZeltsehrfftfurPsychoanalylische Paedagogik. 4. (1930), pp. 116-117. (Tr.. "Reve" of
Bernfeld's The School Community and ItsFunction intheClass-Struggle," "\."Z"'
Psychologic Des Verbrechers Und Der Strafcnden Gesellschaft," Imago. 17, •'"'J;
pp. 221-251. Fromm's synthesis of"busyness" and its explanation in impotence ana
non-identity isnot entirely unambiguous. For more onthe existing situations, what has
tobe probed isthe disintegration ofthe old conservatism; the failure ofbourgeon
partisan politicians to consolidate the "new German middle classes" and the estab
lished middle classes into a"Staatsvolk" (due lotheinflexibility oftheexisting party
system); and finally the internal and external enses ofcapitalism which destroyed"'
traditional ideological visions of identity. For more onthis see Larry E. Jones. •
Dying Middle Weimar Germany and the Fragmentation ofBourgeois Politics, y -
tnl European History. 1. March 1972. pp. 23-54: for in-depth analysis offascisms
internal ideological strategic use ofimpotence, see Ernst Nolle. Three FacesofFascism,
Part4, Ch. 5 (Mentor Books,New AmericanLibrary, 1965).
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14. Cf. Russell Jacoby. Social Amnesia: A Critique of Conformist Psychology From
Adler loLaing (Boston: Beacon Press, 1975). Here Jacoby putsforward the mistaken
view—taken overfrom Mareuse—that thereis a critical tension between theoryand
therapy in psychoanalysis which isanalogous lothetension between theory andpraxis
in Marxism (p. 37). Jacoby compounds the error with his major point thai "The
revolutionary edgeof psychoanalysis istherefusal to accept social andindividual values
abstracted from the concrete struggle of men and women against themselves and
nature" (p. 37). Seealsothe important summary of the Marx-Freud controversy, and
lac insightful comment on the Frankfurt School and Mareuse versus Fromm and
revisionist polemic in"WhenDogma Bites Dogma: OrTheDifficult Marriage of Mare
and Freud," Times Literary Supplement January 8. 1971, pp. 25-27; M.Jay, op.cit.
1973, p. 109.

•5- Cf.E Fromm, "TheSocial Philosophy of'WillTherapy,'" Psychiatry. 2:2,1939.
PP- 229-237. Itshould benoted enpassant that ourinterpretation leads totheviewpoint
lasttothispoint (1939) Fromm hadnotyetassimilated Rank'susage ofthetheoretical
metaphors of life and death fears intohisown theoretic andtherapeutic perspectives.
The assimilation ofsuch metaphors which undoubtedly came later isultimately central
•o anexplanation ofanxiety, guilt, and,therefore, themeanings of neuroses as"clinical
Problems." Forin Rank'sandthe later Fromm's perspectives theexistence of lifeand
death fears isanexistential dichotomy which inturn determines historical contradic
tions suchas passivity and impotence. For more on this aspect of Fromm. see K.
« Brien, The Humanist Perspective in Social Science, unpublished PhD. dissertation,
Smon Fraser University, 1972, pp. 50-85 and p. 104. The most recent exploration of
Otto Rank's critique of technique and"busyness" asderivatives oflifeanddeath fears,
and thenegative implications ofthis for psychotherapy, isErnest Becker's 7»eDenial
V Death (1974), and Escape From Evil (1975) (New York: Free Press).

16. E Fromm. "Die Gesellschaft Bedingtheit der Psychoanalytischen Therapie,"
auscnrlfifur Sadalfbrschung. (tr. "The Social Background ofPsychoanalytic Ther-
•Py ).4,(1935). Heft 3. pp.365-379.
tnl'a' R' ,acoby- OD- «*•• PP- 121-128. See also H. Mareuse. Eros ami Civilisation
Boston: Beacon Press, 1955). pp.224-226. It is ironic thatboththesomersaults and

ihL*OC- bl!triol,ic»—<he allegations that Fromm isrevisionist and therefore pre-
"jeoretical and bourgeois—are carried out by left writers under the aegis ofwhat are
wmously pages ofmulti-national, corporate, capitalist publishing media.

»• E Fromm, op. cil, (1935), p. 369.
!» Ibid., p.366.
» 'Wd.. p. 37tt
2«- Ihid.. p.371.

Auv™3' Sl frend' "Neurosis and Psychosis." (1924). in General Psychological Theory:
li.mrf°" ™W***ftr (New York: Collier, 1963). See also H. Marcuse's explana-

™« neurosis asrebellion oftheIdinEnsand Civilisation (Boston: Beacon Press,

24 Mfnmm- OP- <*- P- 37S-
Sm,nte.' "orkhdn>w and H. Mareuse, "Philosophic und Kritische," Zeitschrifl fir^•Ifirschung, VL 3(1937). pp. 625-647. p. 631.
'"Hie ori -0nll,,' °P'cit" p'385'''should ** m"dthat ,hMe" on ""Ponant footnote
dear ih , h '"" *'lheend °*,his second statement quoted. Here Fromm makes it
•hixe diff raco8n'Ks a distinction between theworks of Groddeck and Ferenczi
'"na, mZi i*T W'lh Freud """** m ,he dnsnaw. and the works ofAdler. Rank,
school,™ Ihilu Wh° g*VC °P dec"™e faam °f*» ">«"y "> favour of their own

O'brien, K., 1976: Death and Revolution. A Reappraisal of Identity Theory, In: J. O'Neill (Ed.), On Critical Theory, Seabury (A Continuum Book) 1976, pp. 104-128.
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26. Ibid.
27. Ibid., p. 394.
28. Ibid.
5Q IhuL b. 395
30i RetE Fromm. "Soziatpsychologischer Teil." in Studien Uber Autontat and

Familie. Schriften Des Institut fttr Sonalfonchung (Paris. 1936), pp. "-»»•*•
cannot explore inthis discussion athorough examination of 'Authority and the Fam-
Oy " Suffice ittosay that Fromm's project atthis time was based onthe thesis thatine
fiunily under bmirgeois capitalism has become the "agent" ofexternal physical,force,
die latter being an insufficient but necessary basis for authority in class society./The
timer ego istherefore contradictory, expressing aconscious need for loveiof external
authority, and unconscious fear ofthat authority. This tatter isamore reliable basis
for society. This isavital essay insofar as itrepresents his Srsl attempt todemythologize
personality formation in class society, bytaking the concepts ofmasochism and sado-
busochisra out ofthe previously exclusive realm ofclinical psychoanalysis; and placing
tbMiwMun the realm ofsociety. Itis the much criticized "sociologizatton" ofpsychoa
nalysis. Another problem which cannot be fully explored here, again for reasons «
brevity, isFromm's exploration ofthe problem ofimpotence via the anthropological
basesofinatrifineaUty and matricentrism. While this writer does not deny that Fromm
touiht aconvergence between ethnology and social psychology theory, itwas une only
to the extent that he developed a dialectical materialist analysis of the genesis a
matriarchal and contemporary patricentrie structures. Ititinthis connectionN.l» taat
Fromm's work pursued the ontological rather than the methodoUigical status ofMare s
concept of"Nature." This synthesized materialist coaception ofhistory (which is only
oniaspect of his work) led in more recent writings both to asearch for *« tuMoncal
bases cfhwquaUty. and evil, aconception ofman's possibilities which has been crro
chxd elsewhere. Our point isthat it isamistake toview his writings out orconte«.
For more on this see E. Fromm. "Die Sozialpsychologische fedeutung der Mutter-
rechtstheorie." Zdtsehrift firSasialforschung. in. 1934. pp. 196-227. «*led »W Ma»
EoTuteaWParis. Librairie Felix Alcan. 1970 (1935), (tr.. "The Theory ofMother
Right and Its Relevance for Social Psychology.") in 7»e Crisis o/ft^^'^?iT"
York: Holt. Rinehart. Winston, 1970), pp. 84-109; "Robert Bnffaull's Werk uber das
Mwterrecht," in Zeitschrfft fir Sozialfbrschung. 2. 3(1933). pp. 382-387. For one of
the clearest analyses ofthe specific weaknesses or Fromm's later utopianism ini relalCT
tohis use ofethnographic data, see Alfred Schmidt 77.. Concept ofNature in Marx.
(tr. by Ben Fowkes) (London: New Left Editions. 1971). esp. PM"-1"' ,,,,31.Cf.EFromra,op.cil. I930and l931;alsoFrommsreviewofSiegfnedB«i«e».
"Die Sehulgemeinde und Ihre Funktion im Klassenkampf." (1918), in Zeuschnftfu
Psychoanalyse Paedogogik. 4. (1930). pp. 116-117 See «peciallythe«"»'£"
graph ofthis review. My interpretation ofthis aspect of rromm swork differs son.
what from Martin Jay's. His chapter. "The Integration ofPsychoanalysis, has tcno
tosupplement the general impression ofother* that Fromm's so-called ^rer8"T
Marx and Freud stemmed from acombinalioo of religiosity, naturalism, and »
graphic interpretation of Marxism. My own interpretation is that this is c«s.bly ala
formulation. But the three essays under examination indicate a different tocu.
Fromm's early concern with Marx and Freud. See M. Jay, op. cit.. pp. aw*.

32.E Fromm, "DerStaat Als Erzieher," op. cit., p. 9.

BEYOND IDENTITY

THEORY
PAUL PICCONE

One of the ironies of critical theory in the 1970s is that, although
practicallydefunct in Germany, its birthplace, it is alive and well in
theEnglish-speaking world.1 This isallthe morestrikingsinceduring
theirAmericanexile the "founding fathers" were so skepticalabout
the possibility of their work ever taking root in America that they
rarely wrote in English, and their journal, the Zeitschrfftfur Sozialfor-
schung. continued to appear in German almost up to the time when
it ceased publication in 1941. What is evenmore ironicis that, while
critical theory is catching on in North America and England witha
whole new literature developing inthewake of thetranslation ofmost
ofcritical theory's classical textsintoEnglish, in Germany it is pre-
ctsely the American social science rejected by the newconverts that
increasingly reignssupreme Obviously,the grass is alwaysgreeneron
'he other side. Yet, it would bea mistake to seek an explanation of
this phenomenon merely m terms of shifting intellectual fads: more
'•uostantial politicaland socio-economic conditions account for this
Xen>ingly abnormal state of affairs. An investigation of its historical
roots, moreover, willthrow considerable lighton the verycharacter
°> critical theory now practically in its third generation of theoreti
cians.

The question concerning thedifferences inthedevelopment ofpo
litical consciousness and Marxist theory in Europe and in the New

"rid is, ofcourse, still very much an open one. Whatever thereasons
r"icse historical differences, however, theycertainly have nothing
<«> with America being "sobarren of theoreticians that it is under

129
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