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Tithoc: H Bgpedioon g kpitikng g 10eoroyiog g Bempnticd Tpdpfinua. To
‘Kovovioloyiko’ mapadetrypo tov Kaph Movydip kot to
avtmapoadeiypata tov Epuc @éykelv kot Mog Xoprydep

[Tepiinym

H epyaoia eot14lel 6TOV TPOTO, KOTA TOV OToiov Ttpooeyyiletal n “1d0eoroyia’ —Evag
amd TOVG TAEOV EMILOYOVG OPOLG GTO TAAIGLO TNG KOWVMVIKNG KOl TOALTIKNG Oewpiog —
070 TAOIG1O TPLDV, OAPOPETIKAOV UETAED TOVG, BEPNTIKOV GYNUATOV. ZVYKEKPLEVQ,
OVTIKEIIEVO TNG STPIPNG Elvan 1 avacuvOEST Kot 1 KPLTIKNY avTumapofoin], amd
Ho, ™G ‘Kowveviorloyiog g yvoong’ tov Kapi Mavydw [Karl Mannheim], n omoia.
OLVIOTE [0l ‘KOWVOVIOAOYIKT) TPOGEYYION TOV 1OE0AOYIKOD POVOUEVOD KO, OlTd TNV
GAAn, ™G ‘Bewpiog Tng cvveidnong’ tov ‘Epik @éykelwv [Eric Voegelin] ko tng
‘kprtikng Oewpiog’ tov Maé Xopkydipep [Max Horkheimer], Oswpieg, ot omoieg
AUPAOTEPEG, GUVIGTOVV ‘UETAPVOIKES” TPoceyYioelg avtov. Ot embetikol
TPOGIOPIGHOTL TOV MG AV® TPOGEYYIGEMV OVOPEPOVTAL GTOV TOTO BE®PNTIKNG
BepeMmonc, KaTd TPAOTOV, TNG KPITIKNG TOL OLATUTTAOVOLV EVOVTL TNG 1OE0A0YI0G —lLE
opifovta evALapEPOVTOC TNV KOWVmVia Kol TNV 16Topio - Kal, KaTd S€HTEPOV, TOV
TPOTEWVOUEVOL TPOTOL VTTEPPacT TNG. O1 dVo awtol avarvtikol AEoveg dlatTpéyovv
a6 KooV 1o, VIO EETACT] EPUNVELTIKA TAOIG1LOL, YEYOVOGS TO OO0 EMITPEMEL TNV
YOVIUT aVTUTOPOPOAT] TOVG. KOOGS TNG O TPIPNS Elvar 1 KATAOEEN TOV AVOAVTIKOV
SLVATOTNTOV Kol TEPLOPIGUAV TOV KAOE VO amd Ta mapomdve Bempntikd TAaiota,
G TPOG TNV KPLTIKN TOVG EVOVTL TNG 10€0A0YING, OTT®G, £Tiong, 1 ovAdEIlT TV
TOoVOV GLUBOADY TOVG GTNV GOYYPOVT GLLTNGN, GTNV OTToilaV KLPLaPYOVV Ol
‘0VOETEPES’, “AMO-KPITIKOTOMUEVES” TPOGEYYIGELS.

Title: The foundation of the critique of ideology as a theoretical problem.
The 'sociological’ paradigm of Karl Mannheim and the counter-
paradigms of Eric Voegelin and Max Horkheimer

Summary
The dissertation focuses on the way in which 'ideology’ - one of the most contentious

terms in social and political theory - is approached in the context of three different
theoretical schemes. Specifically, the object of the study is the reconstruction and



critical comparison of, on the one hand, Karl Mannheim's 'sociology of knowledge',
which constitutes a 'sociological’ approach to the ideological phenomenon and, on the
other hand, Eric Voegelin's ‘theory of consciousness' and Max Horkheimer's ‘critical
theory' - theories which both constitute 'metaphysical’ approaches to it. The adjectival
complements of the aforementioned approaches refer to the place of theoretical
foundation, firstly, of the critique they formulate against ideology - with society and
history as the horizon of interest - and, secondly, of the proposed way of overcoming
it. These two analytical strands run jointly through the interpretative frameworks
under consideration, which allows for a fruitful comparison. The aim of the
dissertation is to demonstrate the analytical possibilities and limitations of each of the
above theoretical frameworks, in terms of their critique of ideology, as well as to
highlight their possible contributions to the contemporary debate in which 'neutral’,
'de-criticalized' approaches dominate.



