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Kari Palonen

MAX WEBER AS A TEXT

To my surprise, 1 found that 1 had given this paper a tide “Max 
Weber as a text”. I cannot exactly remember why I did so. But let 

me start to think about it with some demarcations related to the 
Weber Studies, vvith some difficulties and experiences in the Weber 
interpretations by classifying the arts of textuality. Then I will say a 
few words on Weber as a classic in political theory. In the Addendum 
I wiil illustrate the textual genres with examples from Webers work.

By deaiing with Max Weber as a text, I do not  mean that Max- 
Weber-the-person did not exist. I am by no means a structuralist or 
a discourse analyst who demes the existence of the individual.

There is obviously a kind oi textbook-Max-Weber. He is a “Ger- 
man sociologist, 1864-1920” or a legend present in the innumer- 
able memorial narratives from that time (cf. esp. the Special Weber 
volume of K ö lner  Ze itsch r i f t  f u r  Sozio log ie  u n d  Soz ia lpsycholog ie  of 
1963). Surely Max Weber \vas a fascinating personality, and this is 
part ot his reputation as a classic. My point is that this kind oi pre- 
liminary view on Weber’s “life and work”, whether a raw texlbook 
variant or a richer and more anecdotic biographical variant, rather 
prevents than promotes a close and attentive reading of the texts 
vvritten by him. In a problematizing reading oi his text we more or 
less need to forget our received view on Max-Weber-the-figure in 
order to find there sotnething different.
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Closely related to the previous point is that the earlier readings of 
Max W ebers  texts not only contribute  to the figure of W eber but 
also to the construction of the texts themselves. So different the forms 
of Weber-reception are, as dem onstrated  by Sven Eliaeson (1982 and 
further publications) and others, that I th ink their com m on effect is 
rather to  simplify than to diversify the horizons of reading Weber. 
N ot only the figure of W eber but also the texts themselves have 
being canonized in a ra ther questionable manner.

The next step outside the Weber-of-the-reception is the Weber- 
of-the-context. An im portan t move in the W eber scholarship in the 
eighties and nineties is to remove Max Weber from the received con- 
text of the 20th  century  Anglo-American academic sociology and to 
p u t  h im  back to his “con tem porary  contexts”, in plural, of course -  
otherwise he w ould  not have been Max W eber (cf. esp. Mommsen 
&  O sterham m el [eds] 1986). So im portant this contextualization is 
that it seems to lose its heuristic value, w hen  com parisons are mul- 
tiplied and Weber again appears as only one of the turn-of-the-cen- 
tury “G erm an m andarins”. This sort of contextualization comes sur- 
prisingly close to the view on Weber held by his contemporaries, 
who, according to my opinion, hardly had the patience to read his 
texts in detail. They found  it difficult to unders tand  that he perhaps 
was not only one of them  but also som eth ing  else. A new move 
towards contextualization can, in the worst cases, lead to a reading 
of Weber, in which his footnotes and allusions to the persons or 
formulas of the contemporaries appear as the main point.

By this 1 do not deny that a contextualizing reading of Weber has 
also obvious advantages besides removing som eth ing  of the ex-post- 
w isdom s in the reception literature. This presupposes that the co n 
texts thematized and the aspects of Weber-the-text as vvell as of VVeber- 
the-person are specified to be sufficiently one-sided or perspectivistic, 
in the sense of the Nietzschean-Weberian theory of knowledge. For 
example I am waiting with great interest for my friend Wolf-Dieter 
N arr’s yet unpublished writings on “Max Weber und der Wilhelm- 
in ism us”, trying to understand  the both  sides in the title w ith  the 
other. There surely are typically W ilhelm inian  traits in the figure 
and even in the thought of Max W eber and the typical phenom ena 
of the erä can be well unders tood  through analyzing its presence in 
such an untypical figure as Max Weber. But the question  in which
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respect Weber, exactly, was a Wilhelminian, remains to be discussed 
through, above ali, close and perspectivistic readings of his text.

The key point in my claim to east a fresh look to Webers texts can 
be formulated in the thesis that he is deceiving simple readers, by 
intention or not. His texts otten are both seemingly familiar and 
seemingly modest in relation to the contemporaries -  a paradigm is 
the introductory paragraph of So z io log isch e  G r u n d b e g r i f f e  (WuG, 1). 
Both contemporary and present-day readers of Weber tend to clas- 
sify VVebers writings too easily in an anachromstic manner, with 
categories which would not have been acceptable to Weber himself. 
Paradigmatic examples of obviously ntisleading readings of Weber 
are especially mediated by translations, vvhich appear to be, or at 
least have been until the very last ones, systematically erroneous 
(Breiner 1996, xv, for example has made translations of his own). 
However, the German concepts often have also connotations, which 
make the reader link them to some familiar views, although Webers 
interpretations of them have an entirely different point.

One of the obvious case is A u s le s e ,  vvhich was read by numerous 
VVeber-scholars as a sign that he was a Social Darvvinist. It is only 
recently that, due to the vvork of Wilhelm Hennis (1987), Catherine 
Colliot-Thelene (1990) and others, the Freiburg inaugural lecture 
D e r  N a t i o n a h t a a t  u n d  d ie  V o lk s w ir t s c h a f t s p o l i t i k  (1895) has been 
distanciated from this connection. The point is that in order to char- 
acterize some of the aspects of the chances of becoming, for exam
ple, professional politicians, Max Weber borrovvs a term made popular 
by the contemporary Darvvinists, but in the context of his anti-natu- 
ralistic thinking the concept gains a different significance. How dif
ferent it was and how important the difference was, remains, of 
course, an open question to be ansvvered by detailed Studies. The 
Weberian figure of unintended consequences does not only concern 
the reception but also the chances and their limits in this sort of 
borrovving.

Another example is the formula on the lirst page of Polit ik  als  
Beruf:  “Was verstehen wir unter Politik”? (MWS Edition, 35). My 
point here is not his ansvver to it but the formulation of the question. 
Who are the “we” in Weber’s formula? Is it the actual audience, the 
contemporary German politicians, journalists and academic schol- 
ars vvriting on politics or who? In the text, Weber shortly refers to
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some common usages, makes a demarcation concerning them and 
ihen starts to reinterpret the concept. Through the singularity of the 
interpretation he moves himself gradually from an inclusive to an 
exclusive “we” (cl. Wilson 1990) and finally it hecomes clear that 
Weber is using p l u r a l i s  m a j e s t a t i s :  “We, Max Weber...”.

Max Weber had an highly individual style of thinking. Both the 
creation or modification oi new verbal forms and the reinterpreta- 
tion of the meanings of the concepts used by others and borrowed 
by Weber himself are distinctive leatures oi his writing. Il you have 
learnt both the present-day and Weber’s day’s conventional mean
ings of some concepts, you cannot be sure that you understand 
Weber’s usage of the same concepts, even il there appear to be noth- 
ing specific in them. The more important a concept was for Weber, 
the more you can be sure that he reinterpreted it for his own pur- 
poses and in order to make it suit to his own linguistic profile.

This is not due to some stylistic brilliance. It becomes obvious 
when one of Weber’s Central philosophical commitments is taken 
into account. Max Weber was, above ali, a n o m i n a l i s t ,  who, so to say, 
wanted to purge the whole language of his contemporaries. Ideal- 
ists, naturalists, empiricists etc., ali oi them appeared to Weber to 
have in common a tacit assumption that the “things really are” so ot
so, even if their interpretations were opposed to each other. Weber’s 
whole world-view is opposed to this sort oi naive realism or essen- 
tialism concerning the concepts and their usage. This did not only 
or even mainly mean a Kantian critique oi d a s  D i n g  a n  s i ch ,  although 
he sometimes quotes Rickerts Neo-Kantian views and understands 
W ir k l i c h k e i t  as an analytical borderline concept, to which he relers 
not as something knowable but, on the contrary, as sometliing inex- 
haustible by any sort of conceptualizations (cl. esp. R o s c h e r  u n d  K n i e s ,  
15, 35).

More important is the Nietzschean consequence that Weber draws 
from this situation. Instead oi imagining that it is possible to “ap- 
proach the reality” or to detect to it some analogous but coherent 
descriptions, or resigning to the skeptical idea of the unknowability 
of W ir k l i c h k e i t ,  Weber adopts, lollowing Nietzsche, a p e r s p e c t i v i s t i c  
viewon the conceptualizations. They are partial, one-sided and tem- 
poral constructions concerning some aspects oi W i i k l i c h k e i t .  The 
constructions are formed in order to be replaced by others one day
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or another, and they are ali the time competing w ith  each other 
w ithout a common measure or a given criterion. The first th ing to 
understand about concepts is that they cannot be taken “ from the 
reality” but that they are constructions of the interpreters, who make 
use of them according to their heuristic value. (For the problematic 
cl. esp. Objektivität).

lt is from this viewpoint of a constructionist nominalism that Weber 
always wants to start afresh, while at the same time making use of 
the vocabularies created by others. He probably underestimated the 
situation, bearing in m ind how radically he reinterprets the con
cepts by the very move of borrovving them and recontextualizing 
them into his own thinking. This holds, lor example, some Marxian 
concepts whtch he uses as ideal-typical constructions and takes away 
e.g. their links to evolutionistic philosophy of history. Still, already 
in the Freiburger Antrittsrede Weber denied that there could be some- 
thing like “economic Weltanschauung” and sees himself more or less 
in opposition to the whole craft, most olten turn ing the same argu- 
ments against the opposed parties in a controversy.

To speak of Max-Weber-as-text reters to an assumption that he 
had formed an inimitable profile ot both th inking and writing, which 
takes him outside ali the academic and other sorts of parties. He 
experienced the World in which he lived as radically contingent, 
both foundationless and w ithout salvation. His whole political, aca
demic and philosophical project is linked to this Entzauberung der 
Welt in the w ider meaning of the concept (to be found especially in 
Wissenschajt als Beruf). This does not mean any resignation or pessi- 
mism but serves as a starting point both for action and for the analy- 
sis oi those religious and quasi-religious projects in which the ad- 
herents believed to some foundations or Solutions. He was not wor- 
ried about the lack oi order but about the tendencies to return to the 
kincl ot m onolithic orders which he had encountered in ancient cul- 
tures (cl. Agrarverhciltnisse).

This is, according to my perspectivistic interpretation, also a rea- 
son for treating Webers writings, to a certain extent, as a single lext. 
This reading emphasizes the opposition of Weber to his contempo- 
raries, predecessors and later thinkers. The single Max-Weber-the- 
text was, however, continuously moving into different and unex- 
pected directions and lt had ali the time unintended consequences,
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which p u t  limits to its coherence. Max-Weber-the-text has a history 
of its ow n. We could  even use an anachronistic m etaphor  and speak 
of Max-W e b e r - t h e - h y p e r t e x t .  This also corresponds to the fragmen- 
tary character  of his writings and actualizes the problems of edition 
of his b o th  published and unpub lished  writings, which are promi- 
nent in controversies between Weberologists.

Dimensions of textuality

I will n o t  go into the details of the ceuvre  of Max Weber and its 
history. The constructive part of this essay, rather, consists in the use 
of some elementary categories borrowed from linguistic and literary 
theory. The point of using them is to make Max-Weber-the-text more 
readable and  to dem onstra te  some specific difficulties in reading 
Weber.

1 assum e  that everyone has heard  two slogans, context and 
intertextuality. 1 will bring them  into a simple bu t  more systematic 
schema of references, either explicit or implicit, which could be used 
in reading any text, at least any hypertext like Max-Weber-the-text.

I w ant to distinguish between four dim ensions of textuality:

intratextuality
intertextuality
cotextuality
contextuality

In tra tex tua li ty  co n c e rn s  single texts, like P o l i t ik  a ls  B e r u f ,  and 
emphasizes both the internal links and the internal oppositions betveeen 
its parts o r  different narrative levels. Max Weber was not an author 
w ho triecl to solve one problem at a time and then move to next ones. 
On the contrary, he was involved ali the time in several controversies 
and problematics seemingly unconnected to each other. My impression 
is that any major texts were used by him as an occasion to treat at least 
one problematic from a new angle and to put il in relation to others 
and to the controversies around them. In this sense, Webers writings 
remain in m ost cases difficult to read: the readers are not told vvhen he 
moves from one level or one problematic to other.
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For exaniple, Parlamcnt und Regierung im neugeordneten Deutschland 
is at the same time a pamphlet on German politics at the final phase 
oi World War l and a treatise on political theory in the age of an 
ovenvhelming tendency towards bureaucratization. Weber certainly 
used both the fragmentary theorizing as a rneans to h is interpreta- 
tion of the German situation and the German situation as a test case 
for the fate of modern politics in general. He, however, never expli- 
cated how he moved between these levels of interest. A look at the 
original newspaper articles in comparison to the book refers to an 
increase of theoretical reflections. Maybe Weber himself realized that 
he was doing something more than a war-time pamphlet when he 
published the articles in the book form.

So, I have shifted the discussion to the problems ot intertextuality, 
a concept 1 am using here in a narrow sense oi a relation between the 
different Weberian texts. A problem oi Weber-the-text is thus the 
internal reference to his ovvn earlier writings. The title Polit ik als 

Bern) does not only refer to his colleague and fellow-editor of the 
Archiv fu r  Sozialvvissenschaft und Sozialpoli tik  Werner Sombart (1907) 
and his in-married-uncle and early mentor in politics, Hermann 
Baumgarten (1866). The laet that both of them used the formula 
was doubtlessly known by Weber. Above ali, the title refers to his 
lamous own treatment, in Die protestantische Ethik, of Luther’s dupli- 
cation of the concept oi Beruf (NWB Edition, 34-51), visible in the 
title oi the translation of Lassmann and Speirs: The Profession and 
Vocation of Politics.

I have also found some astonishing similarities in the formula- 
tions concerning the puritan in the Antik r i t iken  and the politician in 
Politik als Beruf (cl. Palonen 1995). Still, here we have to note not 
only the similarities but also to reflect upon the differences both in 
the formulation and in the meaning of the stogans. The above inen- 
tioned problems of both the internal coherence and the historical 
character of Max-Weber-the-text are problems ot in tertextua lity 
vvithin the hypertext.

Textum means in Latin a tissue which has been kn it together. Cotext 
and context refer to that what has been kn it together w ith  the text 
but which, in a sense, are not in the text but around it. I said once, 
in Tekstistä polit i ikkaan, that context is the im plic it part of the text 
(Palonen 1.988). Now l want to distinguish, partly follovving Dietrich
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Busse’s T e x t in te rp re ta t io n  (1991), between cotext and context as two 
different dimensions implied by the text. In this sense neither cotext 
nor context refers to the ‘social background of the author’, nor there 
are some given conventions about which cotext and context should 
be discussed. VVhat is a cotext and a context is determined by if and 
how they are used in the text. The author decides which references 
and allusions s/he makes in the text, which s/he leaves implicit and 
which s/he disregards, even il they are judged by others as obliga- 
tory.

By cotext I speak of the references to other texts, vvhether explicit 
quotations or implicit allusions known to the insiders. “Texts” here 
can also be mere slogans, like W a h lv e r w a n d t s c h a f l ,  the title of a novel 
by Goethe used by Weber in D ie p ro te s ta n t i s c h e  E t h i k , but also longer 
narratives paraphrased and reinterpreted by Weber or the contem- 
porary works against which Weber polemizes. Allusions to Goethe, 
the Bible etc. were obvious to the B i ld u n g s b u r g e r tu m  of early 20th 
century Germany, but they are no longer obligatory readings to po- 
litical theorists of the late 20th century. A problem which 1 mysell, 
reading intensely Max-Weber-the-text, have faced, how far 1 also 
have to read the co-texts to which he refers explicitly or implicitly. 
Until now I have not experienced a greater need to read Gustav 
Schmoller, Rudolf Stammler or even Goethe or the Bible to under- 
stand Weber, but well to read Nietzsche, to some extent Heinrich 
Rickert, and maybe 1 should siili start readingauthors such asJ.S.Mill 
or James Bryce as co-texts to Weber.

By contexts 1 refer here to the problematics of the time or of a 
long-term debate which are thematized in the text. These prob
lematics were those of the contemporaries, but more or less radi- 
cally revised by Weber. M a x  W eb ers  F ra g es te l lu n g en ,  to borrow a for
mula of Wilhelm Hennis but, unlike hiin, to put it into plural, are 
modilications of the questions which serve to him as contexts. To 
ignore the problematics oi the contemporaries is to miss the con
texts of Weber s questions, to ignore h is problem shifts in relation to 
them is to miss the text. Weber’s A n t i k r i t i k e n  (published in the vol- 
ume D ie p ro te s ta n t i s c h e  E th ik  II), by vvhich he ansvvered the polemics 
against Die p ro te s ta n t i s c h e  E th ik  are perhaps the best manifestation of 
how astonished Weber was over the fact that the readers could not 
go into his singularized problematics but read his texts as if he vvould
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have spoken of the Protestant ethic “in the normal sense of the word”, 
as demanded by a critic (A n tik r itisch es ..., PE II, 176). In addition, 
Webers numerous polemics against thinkers such as Eduard Meyer, 
Stammler, Lujo Brentano (in GAW) are less answers to their specitic 
problems than media to Weber himself and his audience to link 
them to Webers own problernatics and to give a new nuance to them.

If we start reading an example of Max-Weber-the-text, we should 
thus relate it to the tour levels ot textuality presented here. Their 
internal relalions depend, of course, on the actual research prob
lems. When our concern is understanding a historical point, like 
Webers problem shift, the contextual level may be the best starting 
point, in analyzing the relations to the contemporaries the cotext is 
perhaps the most important, in Studies of the whole Weberian ceuvre  
and its history, intertextuality becomes a main problem, while the 
explicitation of a single text requires a keen attention to intratextuality.

If the problem is taken as given, this classification helps to expli- 
cate the primary types of reading. Especially in writing academic 
theses, you can also adapt the problematic to the question which 
kind of work you are willing, interested and competent to do. 
Intratextuality is something for those interested in a close reading 
needed in studying poetry and philosophy, intertextuality cannot 
dispense with an interest in textual biography and problems of edi
tion, cotextuality is more closely related to the intellectual history of 
the period and country, while contextuality presupposes a compe- 
tence of dealing with the interpretations and assessments of the ‘even- 
tuaP history of the period and the culture in question and with the 
ways in which the events were conceptualized. If you want to be a 
specialist on Weber, you have to be more or less an expert on ali oi 
the lields, and the real problem often is how not to leave Max-We- 
ber-the-text in the shadovv oi your newly-created specialization in 
the fields presupposed in order to read Weber properly.

With a Weberian perspectivistic view of knowledge, it is also easy 
to say that you can have a ‘true and complete interpretation’ of his 
work -  it is better not even try to give a ‘total view’. To some extern, 
you can say that some interpretations are erroneous: you can dem- 
onstrate this by criticizing the translation used by the author, by 
showing some only recently published letters of Weber or by cor- 
recting some errors in dating Weber’s work. Expressed in the
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Koselleckian (1988) terms: correclions are possible at the level of 
F ortschreibung , but when you move to the U m schreibung  of history, it 
is your own imagination in sketching the perspective, in finding a 
strategy of reading or interpreting a single passage in a YVeber-text, 
which gives a new profile. Despite the huge ‘Weber industry’ -  or 
perhaps because of it -  anyone studying Weber has still good chances 
of saying something new about his work. My experience has been 
that to do so is not even especially difficult, if you do not worry 
about the other commentators but start to read Weber with your 
own ideas.

Max Weber as a classic

Max Weber serves here as an example of a classical political theorist, 
whose work I happen to be familiar with. To a great extent ali 1 have 
said, especially concerning the degrees of textuality, suits to any 
classical thinker, especially to the European ones in the 19th and 
20th century. In certain respects the case oi Max Weber is however, 
a special one, which makes a knowledge oi his work both more 
difficult and perhaps more important than that of others, say Carl 
Schmitt or Karl Mannheim.

1 just want to stress two points here. The first point is that he was 
a kind of “decathlonist o fhum an  Sciences”, not to be understood by 
the classifications of a later and more specialized university systems 
and, above ali, a figure of a past time who cannot be imitated any 
more. Do not strive for becoming a Max Weber of the 21 st century! 
Read him as a person who had a range and profile of readings, inter- 
ests and experiences no longer available to anyone.

The second point is, once again, Weber’s militant nominalism, 
which made it difficult if not impossible to rely on the conceptual 
categories of others. Whether this aspect oi his work can be fol- 
lowed and even radicalized or not , is an open quesdon. I myself try 
to do so in certain respects, especially in trying to dispense with 
such misleading collective concepts as die G esellscha jt (Cl. Palonen 
1998). Perhaps the most important Weber-inspired research pro- 
gramme oi today is to be seen in the work of Quentin Skinner -  not 
recognised among the YVeberologists, oi course -  who has been able
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to combine the Weberian approach vvith some aspect of the Austinian 
speech act theory and classical rhetoric. (cf. Palonen 1997)

My main point here is, however, that when reading Weber, you 
cannot overestimate the significance of his norninalism. F.ven in oc- 
casional writings, in which the commitment to the vocabulary of the 
contemporaries is a rhetorical strategy to persuade some Special au- 
dience, you can detect some nuances which make clear how Weber 
distanciated himself from the customary meanings. Denaturaliza- 
tion, desubstantialization, decollectivization as purifying moves as 
well as the temporalization ot concepts into horizons of action, ex- 
pressible by opposite ideal typical alternatives, are some of the main 
Strategies in Max-Weber-the-text. They are ali related historically to 
a shift towards both an appraisal and a conceptualization oi contin- 
gency in terms of Chancen. This historical singularity 1 have called 
the Weberian moment in the history of political thought (cf. Palonen 
1998).

Addendum : A classification of Weber-texts

With this list 1 want to distinguish between different sorts oi texts 
written by Max Weber. The point of the list is to relativize the content 
of the text to the specific rhetorical audiences and stylistic demands 
oi each sort of text. The problem in Weber scholarship has sometimes 
been the non-distinction between different sorts oi texts, at other 
times they have been distinguished too neatly, as if Max Weber himself 
would have had a tuli command a linguistic theory oi Textsorten. In 
this sense, my classification serves rather pragmatic purposes of 
Weber scholars than an attempt to contribute to the theory ot 
Textsorten.

As a decathlonist ot human Sciences who also was more or less 
involved in the political lile of his time, Weber vvrote ali kinds of 
texts. The classification here takes into consideration at first, the 
distinction betvveen publications and private texts, and, secondly, 
the degree of theoretical ambitions. With these categories in mind, l 
arrive to follovving classifications ot Weber’s work:

50



M a x  W eb er  a s  a  T e x t

1) Monographs
According to a legend, Weber wrote after his dissertation (Z u r Ge- 
schichte der Handelsgesellschaften im M itte la lte r, 1889, contained in 
GASW), the habilitation thesis (D ie römische Agrargeschichte, 1891, 
published in MWG and MWS 1/2) and the monumental Die Lage 
der Landarbeiter im ostelbischen Deutschland (now in MW G 1/3) no 
monographs. Even if  this is more or less true in the sense of a separate 
publication, writings like Die protestantische Eth ik  (cf. the differences 
between the original and revised version of this study see the NWB- 
Edition), Die Stadt (included in WuG), Das antihe Judentum  (=GARS 
l i i )  etc., can well be read as separate monographs, maybe even Die  

Rechtssoziologie (included in WuG)

2) Program m atic w ritings
To this category belong the Freiburg inaugural lecture D er N a tiona l-  

staat... (besides GPS now also in MVVGE1/4), the methodological 
articles Die ‘O b jektiv itä t’ and D erS inn  der ‘W ertfre ihe it’... (included in 
GAW) as well as Wissenschaft als Beruf and P olitik  als Beruf (now 
together in  MWG and MWS 1/17).

3) Lexical xvritings
The lexical form is visible in real lexical articles, although the most 
important of them, the th ird  edition of Agrarverhältn isse im A lte rtum , 

rather seems like a monograph (published in GASW). The lexical 
character is also obvious in the style of the most parts of W irtschaft 
und Gesellschaft, although the older parts are rather like background 
research to this volume

4) Polemical ‘jo u rn a lism ’
Weber characterized himself his two huge articles on Russia 1906, 
Z u r Lage der burgerlichen D em okratie  and Rufslands ubergang znm  

Scheinkonstitutionalismus (now included in MWG and MWS 1/10) as 
journalism, although they contain important pieces oi his political 
theory. Even more importantly, his journalism  contains the war-time 
writings, although the most important of them, XVahlrecht und Demo
kra tie  as well as (the book version of) Parlam ent und Regierung are 
also explicitly related to political theory (both included now in MWG 
and MWS 1/15).
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5) Methodological polemics
Most of the essays published in Wissenschaftslehre consist ot methodo
logical polemics against earlier or contemporary authors, such as 
Meyer, Stammler or Brentano. Webers style was that he usually 
sketched his own th ink ing  better through polemic than through 
declarations of principles, although this does not make it easy to 
discern his own points in the texts.

6) Popularizing w ritings
Especially in the 1890’s Weber held public lectures and wrote popular 
articles, ot which Die Börse (inclucled GASS) is probably the most 
im portant -  it was based on a series, published in Z e itsch rijt j u r  das 

gesamte Handelsrecht, of huge comments on the w ork ot a committee 
intending to reform the German stock market. They are rather 
technical and the political point comes up in the two popular articles.

7) Research project plans
As a protessor, Weber was a kind of project leacler to Studies on the 
East Elbian peasants, later he took a more active role in the sketching 
of the project Die Psychophysik der industrie llen A rbe it (now published 
in MWG 1/12) as well as in planning an enquete on the German 
press (published by W ilhelm  Hennis in Jahrbuch Politisches Denken 

1995/1996).

8) ‘Opinion statements’
Some of Weber’s most controversial formulations are due to his state
ments m Verein fu rS o z ia lpo litik  and Deutsche Gesellschaft fY r  Soziologie 
(included in GASS). To this or to journalism  we can also include his 
polemics on the Lehrfreiheit in the universities around 1908-1912 
(published so far only in English in M inerva  1973)

9) Review s

As the editor oi the A rchiv f u r  Soziahvissenschaft und S oz ia lpo litik  
Weber occasionally wrote revievvs to his own journal, which are 
sometimes interesting, as well as some prefaces, as the one to Blanks 
article on Social Democracy in 1905 (now published in MWG 1/8).
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10) Lee t u rcs
Oi W e b e rs  lec tu res  no t  m u c h  has b e e n  pu b l ish ed .  O n ly  a G rundrifi 
for th e  H e id e lb e rg  lec tu res  on Allgem eine (theoretische) N ational- 
ökonom ie  in 1898, as the p o s th u m o u s  ed i t ion  o f W irtschaftsgeschichte, 
b a sed  on the s tu d e n t  notes.

11) Le t te rs
Earlier only a collection  of Jugendbriefe, editecl by  M arianne  W eber  
d u r in g  the N S-per iod ,  in 1936 ,  a few Politische Briefe, in c lu d ed  in 
the  first b u t  no t  in later ed i t io n s  of G esam m elte politische Schriften  as 
vvell as som e f ragm en ts  of le tters p u b l ish ed  by E d u a rd  B aum garten  
in his  M ax Weber. W erk und Person ( 1 9 6 4 )  have been  available. N ow  
three  le tter v o lu m e s  of  M ax-W eber-G esam tausgabe, c o n c e rn in g  the 
years 1 9 0 6 -1 9 1 2 ,  have b ee n  p u b l is h e d  (M W G  11/5,6,7).

12) Academ ic statem ents
A n im p o r ta n t  source  hard ly  k n o w n  until n o w  co u ld  be W e b er ’s s ta te 
m e n ts  on  d isser ta t ions ,  professorial G utachten  as well  as rem a rk s  to 
faculty, p lans  for new  ac ad e m ic  in s t i tu t ions  etc. Som e of  th e m  have 
b ee n  p u b l is h e d  in the le tters from  1907  a n d  1908  (M W F  11/5).
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