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First published Tue Mar 8, 2005 Critical Theory has a narrow and a broad meaning in philosophy and in the history of the social sciences. ¢AAACritical Theory¢AAA in the narrow sense designates several generations of German philosophers and social theorists in the Western European Marxist tradition known as the Frankfurt School. According to
these theorists, a ¢AAAcritical¢AAA theory may be distinguished from a ¢AAAtraditional¢AAA theory according to a specific practical purpose: a theory is critical to the extent that it seeks human ¢AAAeman01pat10n from slavery¢AAA, acts as a ¢AAAliberating ¢AA!A influence¢AAA, and works ¢AAAto create a world which satisfies the needs and
powers of¢AAA human beings (Horkheimer 1972b [1992, 246]). Because such theories aim to explain and transform all the circumstances that enslave human beings, many ¢AAAcritical theories¢AAA in the broader sense have been developed. They have emerged in connection with the many social movements that identify varied dimensions of the
domination of human beings in modern societies. In both the broad and the narrow senses, however, a critical theory provides the descriptive and normative bases for social inquiry aimed at decreasing domination and increasing freedom in all their forms. Critical Theory in the narrow sense has had many different aspects and quite distinct historical
phases that cross several generations, from the effective start of the Institute for Social Research in the years 1929¢AAA1930, which saw the arrival of the Frankfurt School philosophers and an inaugural lecture by Horkheimer, to the present. Its distinctiveness as a philosophical approach that extends to ethics, political philosophy, and the
philosophy of history is most apparent when considered in light of the history of the philosophy of the social sciences. Critical Theorists have long sought to distinguish their aims, methods, theories, and forms of explanation from standard in in both the natural and the social sciences. Instead, they have claimed that social inquiry ought to combine
rather than separate the poles of philosophy and the social sciences: explanation and understanding, structure and agency, regularity and normativity. Such an approach, Critical Theorists argue, permits their enterprise to be practical in a distinctively moral (rather than instrumental) sense. They do not merely seek to provide the means to achieve
some independent goal, but rather (as in Horkheimer¢AAAs famous definition mentioned above) seek ¢AAAhuman emancipation¢AAA in circumstances of domination and oppression. This normative task cannot be accomplished apart from the interplay between philosophy and social science through interdisciplinary empirical social research
(Horkheimer 1993). While Critical Theory is often thought of narrowly as referring to the Frankfurt School that begins with Horkheimer and Adorno and stretches to Marcuse and Habermas, any philosophical approach with similar practical aims could be called a ¢AAAcritical theory,¢AAA including feminism, critical race theory, and some forms of
post-colonial criticism. In the following, Critical Theory when capitalized refers only to the Frankfurt School. All other uses of the term are meant in the broader sense and thus not capitalized. When used in the singular, ¢AAAa critical theory¢AAA is not capitalized, even when the theory is developed by members of the Frankfurt School in the context
of their overall project of Critical Theory. It follows from Horkheimer¢AAAs definition that a critical theory is adequate only if it meets three criteria: it must be explanatory, practical, and normative, all at the same time. That is, it must explain what is wrong with current social reality, identify the actors to change it, and provide both clear norms for
criticism and achievable practical goals for social transformation. Any truly critical theory of society, as sotnemugra sol ©Arallorrased ,eugis euq ol nE .senoisnet ed adagalp jAtse acitArc aAroeT al ,n3Aicagitsevni ed amrof anu y osoicibma nat ocif3Asolif otceyorp nu ed esrarepse edeup omoC .sarodazilabolg y satsilarulp ,sajelpmoc sedadeicos ne alaer
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theory that surrounds its global philosophical project. First, I explode its base base orientation or metaphilosophy. In their efforts to combine empirical social research and the philosophical argumentation, the critical theory today presents a viable alternative for social and political philosophy. Second, it will consider its fundamental normative theory:
its relationship with its transformation of a Kantian ethics of autonomy in a conception of freedom and justice in which democracy and democratic ideals play a role Central (Horkheimer 1993, 22; Horkheimer 1972b [1992, 203]). As a member of the second generation of theoretical theory, Habermas in particular has developed this dimension of the
normative policy theory in a competitor to raw constructivism, which tries to carry our pretended intuitions to a reflective balance. In the third section, he will consider the empirical orientation of him in the prhectic social theory and the practical social research that aims to promote democratic norms. A fundamental tension arises between a
comprehensive social theory that provides a theoretical basis for social criticism and a more pluralistic and practical orientation that does not see any particular theory or methodology as a distinctive of the critical theory as such. In this way, unresolved tension between the empirical and normative aspects of the project of a theoretics oriented to the
realization of human freedom is manifested in each of its main contributions to philosophy informed by social science. As of the last, I examine the contribution of the critical theory of the discussions on globalization, in which the potential transformation of the democratic ideals and institutions is at stake. The best way to demonstrate how chronic
theory offers a distinctive philosophical approach is to locate it historically in German idealism and its consequences. For Marx and his generation, Hegel was the last one in the great tradition of Philosophical capable of giving us a safe knowledge of humanity and history on their own. The question question Hegelians and Marx was then somehow to
overcome Hegelian ¢AAAtheoretical¢AAA philosophy, and Marx argues that it can do so only by making philosophy ¢AAApractical,¢AAA in the sense of changing practices by which societies realize their ideals. Once reason was thoroughly socialized and made historical, historicist skepticism emerged at the same time, attempting to relativize
philosophical claims about norms and reason to historically and culturally variable forms of life. Critical Theory developed a nonskeptical version of this conception, linking philosophy closely to the human and social sciences. In so doing, it can link empirical and interpretive social science to normative claims of truth, morality and justice, traditionally
the purview of philosophy. While it defends the emphasis on normativity and universalist ambitions found in the philosophical tradition, it does so within the context of particular sorts of empirical social research, with which it has to cooperate if it is to understand such normative claims within the current historical context. After presenting the two
main versions of this conception of philosophy, I turn to an illuminating example of how this cooperative relation between philosophy and the social sciences works from the point of view of the main figures in Critical Theory who sought to develop it: the critique of ideology, a form of criticism which if generalized threatens to undermine the critical
stance itself as one more ideology. Even if Critical Theorists are united in a common philosophical project, this example shows the large differences between the first and second generation concerning the normative justification of social criticism. In the modern era, philosophy defines its distinctive role in relation to the sciences. While for Locke
philosophy was a mere ¢AAAunderlaborer,¢AAA for Kant it had a loftier status. As Rorty and others have put it, transcendental philosophy has two Roles: First, as the Court of Reason, the Court of Final Appeal before which the disciplines are found and must be justified and, secondly, as the rule of the normative questions left out of the naturalistic
investigation. In the light of this ability to judge the results of the sciences, philosophy can also organize knowledge, assigning to each of them its proper sphere and scope. The Kantian solution denies the need for direct cooperation with the sciences on issues related to the norm, as these were determined independently through the transcendental
analysis of the universal conditions and necessary for reason in their theoretical and practical employment. The echoes of the subsequent post-hegelian criticisms of the transcendental kantian philosophy are found in the early work of Horkheimer and Marcuse. In fact, Horkheimer criticizes "traditional theory" in the light of the rejection of his
representative vision of knowledge and its non-historic theme. Echoing Marx in German ideology, Horkheimer insists that for a critical theory the world and subjectivity in all its forms have developed with the life processes of society (Horkheimer 1972b [1992, 245]). Like certain naturalists today, he argued that "materialism requires the unification of
philosophy and science, thus denying any substantive distinction between science and philosophy (Horkheimer 1993, 34). As Horkheimer understood the task of critical theory, philosophical problems are conserved to assume a role in defining problems for research, and philosophical reflection retains a privileged role in organizing the results of
empirical research in a unified whole. This understanding of the relationship of philosophy and science remains largely kantian. Even while rejecting the role ofAs a transcendental judge, they support its normative role, to the extent that it still has the ability to organize the statements of the empirical forms of knowledge Knowledge Assign to each
one a role in the regulatory company of reflection on historically and socially contextualized reason. This unstable mixture of naturalism with a philosophical orientation regulatory reported much of the social science of Frankfurt in the 1930s. According to this conception of materialism, the critical theory could work with a theoretical division of the
work in which The normative position of philosophy could criticize the incarnations of reason and morality according to their internal criteria. At least for modern societies, it was possible a company of ce unmanent critics (v © ase, for example, Horkheimer 1993, 39). However, Horkheimer and Marcuse saw the scientific and relativistic position of the
emerging sociology of knowledge, particularly that of Karl Mannheim, in opposition precisely to that of the chrotics theory. As Marcuse says, a € ceThe sociology that only is interested in the dependent and limited nature of consciousness has nothing to do with the truth. Although the ostile in many ways has falsified the inter -s and the objective of
any critical theory (Marcuse 1969 152). Unlike the simple shameless, a € a € cea theoretical theory is concerned with preventing the truth of the truth that past knowledge has worked to achieve €. Given the orientation of the critical theory of human emancipation, it seeks to contextualize the philosophical claims to truth and moral universality
without reducing them to social and historical conditions. Horkheimer formulates this scientific fallacy that informed much of the sociological relativism informed of its time in this way: a € ceWhat all our thoughts, true or false, depend on conditions that can change in any way affects the validity of science. It is not clear because of the condition of
thought of thought must affect the truth of a judgment, why shouldn't I be so as the error perception? (Horkheimer 1993, 141). The main claim here is that Caduism is different fromsuggesting that it is possible to distinguish between the truth and the context of the justification of the statements to the truth. Before a sociological naturalism that
relativizes the statements to truth and justice they are necessary for social criticism, the challenge could be responded by the triggical truth without losing its regulations (Horkheimer 1993, 6; McCarthy, in McCarthy and today 1994, 10) . In fact, it is the relativism that depends on an implarable and ahistical way of detachment and impartiality,
especially expressed in its methodological commitments with the a4 € ce empathy and reverential description. The skepticism offered by historicism and the sociology of knowledge is in the last merely theoretical instance, the skepticism of an observer who takes the unchanged vision from nothing. Once the scatico has to take the practical position, the
alternatives to such a doubt of paper become inevitable. In fact, the critic must identify fair whose practical posture better reveals these possibilities as agents for the social transformation of current circumstances. As it is in the following section, Frankfurt School often applied the ideological critics to liberal individualism, with its contextual
limitations that lead to reductionist and pernicious interpretations of democratic ideals. Despite the strength of these antirelativist and anti -Postic arguments, two problems arise in the statements made by Horkheimer and Marcuse to sub -written some conception a € ceempphaphica € of truth or justice. First, philosophy is responsible for organizing
social research and providing its practical objectives even in the absence of justification of its superior capacities. A more modest and thorough approach would be more appropriate and defensible. Second, the source of this trust seems to be practical, that .solrazilaer .solrazilaer ed natart y aAfosolif al ed sovitamron sodinetnoc sotse namot sahcul
sayuc serodamrofsnart setnega solleuga a etnemetnenamni rirbucsed nebed once this practical possibility no longer seems feasible, then this approach would either be purely philosophical or it would turn against the potentialities of the present. Indeed, during the rise of fascism in the Second World War and the commodified culture afterwards, the
Frankfurt School became skeptical of the possibility of agency, as the subjective conditions for social transformation were on their view undermined. It is clear that in Dialectic of Enlightenment Horkheimer and Adorno abandoned this interdisciplinary materialist approach with its emphasis on cooperation with the social sciences (1982, xi). Adorno
and Horkheimer did not to deny the achievements of the Enlightenment, but rather wanted to show that it had ¢AAAself-destructive tendencies,¢AAA that its specific social, cultural and conceptual forms realized in modern Europe ¢AAAcontained its own possibility of a reversal that is universally apparent today¢AAA (Adorno and Horkheimer 1982,
xiii). Since Adorno and Horkheimer planned to offer a positive way out of the dialectic of Enlightenment at the time they wrote these words, this reversal is by no means inevitable. Even if their specific historical story of the emergence of Enlightenment reason out of myth is no longer so convincing, it is not enough to say with Habermas that The
Dialectic of Enlightenment did not ¢AAAdo justice to the rational content of cultural modernity¢AAA (Habermas 1987, 103). For the positive task of avoiding the reversal of Enlightenment, reconstructing the rational content of modernity is not enough, since the issue is not to affirm its universalism, but its self-critical and emancipatory capacity. If the
issue is the self-correcting capacity of the Enlightenment, two questions emerge: how is it undermined? Where do we locate the exercise of this capacity? This is the ¢(AAAEnlightenment problem,¢AAA the solution to which is twofold: to reconstruct those human capacities that have taht syaw ni ytivitamron nwo sti setirwrednu osla tub tsivitaleritna
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lufsseccus fo snoitdnoc lamborof is therefore especially suited to the ways in which meanings are used to reproduce power even under explicit rules of equality and freedom. This is not to say that explicit rules are unimportant: they make it possible for overt forms of coercion and power to be constrained, the illegitimacy of which requires no appeal to
norms implicit in practices. Democratic norms of freedom can be made explicit in various rights, including civil rights of participation and free expression. Such norms are often violated explicitly in exercises of power for various ends, such as wealth, security, or cultural survival. Besides these explicit rights, such coercion also violates the
communicative freedom expressed in ignoring the need to pass decisions through the taking of yes/no attitudes by participants in communication. Habermas calls such speech that is not dependent on these conditions of communicative rationality ¢AAAdistorted communication.¢AAA For example, powerful economic groups have historically been able
to attain their agency goals without explicitly excluding topics from democratic discussion but by implied threats and other nondeliberative means (Przworski and Wallerstein 1988, 12¢AAA29; Bohman 1997, 338¢AAA339). Threats of declining investments block redistributive schemes, so that credible threats circumvent the need to convince others of
the reasons for such policies or to put some issue under democratic control. Similarly, biases in agenda setting within organizations and institutions limit scope of deliberation and restrict political communication by defining those topics that can be successfully become the subject of public agreement (Bohman 1990). In this way, it is easy to see how
such a reconstructive approach connects directly to social scientific analyses of the consistency of democratic norms with actual political behavior. This theory of ideology as distorted communication opens up the possibility of a Relationship of theoretical and practical knowledge that Habermas has suggested so far. His approach uses formal
pragmics philosally to reflect on the norms and practices that are already explained in justifications in various types of argument or second order communication. This reflection is of genuine practical importance in the performance of explicit rules that govern discursive communication (such as argumentation rules), which in turn can be used in
order to design and reform deliberative and discursive institutions (Habermas 1996, 230). It is easily overlooked that such rules are only part of the story; They make explanatory and institutionalized norms that are already operational in the correct use of language. Such implicit norms of well -formed and communicative expressions are not identical
to the explanatory rules of argumentation. These statements about the rules raise two difficulties. First, there is a possible registration of the rules, that is, that the explanatory rules require more rules to apply them, and so successively. Second, this approach cannot capture how often the rules are only implemented in the practices instead of
expressing themselves (Brandom 1994, 18 "30" 30). Here, Habermas, with petit when seeing the central function of Explicit norms such as the creation of a comers that can serve as a basis for institutionalizing the norms, a space in which the content of the norms and concepts can be presented for rational reflection and revision (Pettit 1992,
Habermas 1990). Explicit such implicit norms is, therefore, the main task of the interpretive social scientist and is a potential source of social criticism; it is then the task of the participant-critical in the democratic public sphere to change them. There is a more role more possible for the socially informed social chronic. We have seen in the case of
ideological discourse, the reconstructive sciences "also explain the deviation cases and through this indirect authority acquire a odaisamed otaler nu ne odasab ratse edeup ,aicarcomed al ed orutuf led acreca sorto y rebeW ed 001g3A101cos omsicitpecse la ednopser samron y sohceh ertne n3Aicaler al ed otaler lat neib iS .ovitamron odinetnoc us
raredisnocer a nagilbo son y laedi aicarcomed al ed n3Aicazilaer al natimil euq selaicos saicnatsnucric y sohceh sol ne adaseretni jAtse n©Aibmat acitArc aAroet aL :socig3Aloedi etnemarem on ratluser nedeup n3Aicazilaer lat ed setimAl soL .dadlaugi e datrebil ed selaedi ed n3Aicazilaer al arap ragul le omoc sacitjArcomed senoicutitsni sal noc
laidromirp n3Aicapucoerp al a ,lat omoc anamuh n3Alcaplcname al ed acitArc laicos n3Aicagitsevni al ed ovitejbo le adalsart otceyorp etsE .selautca selarebil sacitcjArp sal a avitanretla anu se euq aicarcomed al ed adamrofni etnemacifAtneic laicos n3Aicpecnoc anu rallorrased y etnemanelp sjAm alaer aicarcomeda al ed avitamron n3Aicpecnoc anu
ralucitra etimrep el ocitcjArp otneimiconoc led lanoicar n3Aiccurtsnocer al ne selaicos saicneic sal y aAfosolif al ertne n3Aicarepooc al ed samrebaH ed n3Aicpecnoc aL. .selautca sotxetnoc ne samron selat erbos naAtca euq setnega sol ed dadilibaiv al erbos ocitcjArp omsicitpecse nu ne reac arap ol*As ,miehnnaM ed le omoc ,otneimiconoc led sa-
Agoloicos sal ed omsivitaler le norative n3Aicareneg aremirp ed socir3Aet sol euq evutsoS .etnemacitcjArp sodivomorp res nedeup y odallorrased nah es euq sol ne sotxetnoc sol ranimaxe nereiuq opmeit omsim la euq sartneim ,aicitsuj al o dadrev al omoc sacif3Asolif senoicpecnoc sal ed dadivitamron al renetnam nereiuq ,ragul remirp ne :opmeit
omsim la etnemlaicnetop sataredised sod noc rilpmuc natnetni socitArc socir®Aet soL .aAgoloedi al ed acitArc al ed soledom setnerefid sus ne adicreje res edeup acitArc dadivitamron al euq ne samrof sal odartsuli e trufknarF ed aleucsE al ed senoicareneg sabma ed socitArc socir®Aet ed aAfosolifatem al ed savitnitsid nos euq senoicamrifa oditucsid eh
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that produced a narrative of objective historical processes, on a large scale and in the long term of reification. if these facts and trends are true, then the idea of a “true reality” is a plausible critical category. However, this concept is not adequate for democratic theory due to lack of clarity regarding the underlying positive political ideal of critical
theory. Finally, in response to these normative flaws, hemas seeks to develop an intermediate level of analysis and a new normative conception in the historical analysis of the appearance of the “public sphere” (6ffentlichkeit). as it shows its most recent and more developed normative theory of democracy based on macrosociological social facts about
modern societies, hemas offers a modest and liberal democratic ideal based on the public use of reason within the empirical limitations of modern complexity and differentiation. This social theory can make it difficult for him to maintain some aspects of radical democracy as an expressive and rational ideal that the first generation critical theorists



saw as a genuine alternative to liberalism. 2.1 Criticism of liberalism to the dialectics of ilotration except the passages on “real democracy” as the achievement of a rational society, many of the writings of the Frankfurt school on democracy are concerned about developing a criticism of the liberal ideology that recalls “The Jewish question”.
horkheimer puts his criticism of bourgeois negative freedom in these terms: “The limited freedom of the bourgeois individual puts in the perfect legal form”as abstract, detached and ahist6; whatever freedom and autonomy actors actors They are better understood as a € ce definitive people whose freedom is exercised in relation to others and in
historically specific societies. The freedom of real individuals can only be considered holly, & € celn the network resulting from relations with social totality and nature. Like all good ideology, then this criticism of liberalism is immanent, using liberal norms and values against their historical realization in specific institutions. However, this ideological
critics recognized that liberalism was still, as Marcuse said, a "rationalist theory of society." Whatever its successor, the new form would have to pass the normative evidence that fascism and other emerging anti -liberalism forms do not do: this new unit a € They perform within & © La € (Marcuse 1968, 7). Using Hegelian terminology, the critical
theorets came to consider advanced capitalist societies as a a € eeTotalitya €, in which the close integration of states and markets threatened to eliminate the space for freedom. While the emergence of fascism is possible evidence of this fact, it is also an obvious case in which the dependence of the internal criticism of liberalism is no longer
adequate. The change in Frankfurt school to such external forms of critics from 1940 is not limited to the fascist state. With the development of capitalism in its monopoly form, the liberal heritage loses its rational potential as the political sphere increasingly functionalized to the market and its reified social relations. In this way, the criticism of
liberalism moves away from the normative foundations of current democratic practices to the ways in which the objective conditions of reification undermine the psychological and cultural of democratic change and opposition. Such society is now now I mean, I don't know. socir3Atsih socram selat ed otir©Am le aes euq areiuglauC .aacitAloporcima a-
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otni nosaer evitcejbo fo Enilced eht yb detsuahxe ton taht Ytilanoitar Fo Noitpecnoc Evitantla said dedeen saw tahw .seitilissop lanoittsni Gnidulcni ,Sruoser laceroeht dna lacitcarp It brings categories of meaning and agency back to the critical social theory, both absent in the macro-social and deep psychological approaches that were favored in the
period after war. This brings in sight the potential democratic, since democracy only makes sense within specific forms of interaction and association, from the public forum to several political institutions. In fact, the first and perhaps durable work of Habermas, the structural transformation of the public sphere (Habermas 1989/1961), trace the
historical emergence of new forms of public interaction from the last sphere of the family, until the houses of cafa © the halls and finally to the parliamentary debates. Although it is linked in last instance with a narration of its decline through the market and the administrative state, the number of such interaction and the chronic and equal potential
of being part of a public whose members are directed between the same as the same To have a non -ideological number, even a € ceUtdpicoa € (Habermas 1989, 88). Secondly, Habermas also develops an alternative sociology of modernity, in which social differentiation and pluralization are not characteristic of pathological but positive but positive
but positive but positive but positively positively positively characteristic (Habermas 1982, 1986). In fact, the positive conception of complexity allows analyzing the ways in which modern societies and their functional differentiation open democratic forms of self -organization regardless of some possible expressively integrated totality. This ideal of an
expressive totality and conscious self -control over the production of social life conditions is replaced by advertising and mutual recognition within viable discursive institutions. This © isna in the normative potential of modernity does not mean that modern political forms such as the State does not criticized. In legitimation crisis (1969), for example,
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Ycarcomed 4€4€4€TMA€A€TMs yrretnoc .imelanoitar dna ycarcomed Neewteb Noitaler Eht Fo Tnuocca Regral a FO TXEDNOC sstrc sadictnoc eht saditnoc noitatsetnoc rof ecaps a pu nepo seicnednet sisirc esehT .noitcurtsed latnemnorivne dna ,htworg cimonoce ,tnemyolpmenu fo smelborp larutcurts evlos ot elbanu dna AAA¢neddir sisircAAA¢ si
etats eht taht osla tub ,ycarcomed fo ecnacifingis dna epocs Eht eht later it is clear that it is meant to provide a principled basis by which to assess the quality of agreements reached discursively. One philosophical purpose of such a procedural conception of rationality is to refute value skeptics, who reduce politics to what Weber called the struggle
between ¢AAAgods and demons¢AAA (Weber 1949). Its purpose in social theory is to provide the basis for an account of cultural rationalization and learning in modernity. In normative theory proper, Habermas has from the start been suspicious of attempts to apply this fundamentally epistemological criterion of rationality directly to the structure of
political institutions. As early as Theory and Practice (1966), Habermas distanced himself from Rousseau¢AAAs claim that the general will can only be achieved in a direct, republican form of democracy. By failing to see that the ideal agreement of the social contract specifies only a certain procedural and reflexive level of justification, Rousseau
confused ¢AAAthe introduction of a new principle of legitimacy with proposals for institutionalizing just rule¢AAA (Habermas 1979, 186). Indeed democratic principles need not be applied everywhere in the same way (Habermas 1973, 32¢AAA40). Instead, the realization of such norms has to take into account various social facts, including facts of
pluralism and complexity (Habermas 1996, 474). For Habermas, no normative conception of democracy or law could be developed independently of a descriptively adequate model of contemporary society, lest it become a mere ought. Without this empirical and descriptive component, democratic norms become merely empty ideals and not the
reconstruction of the rationality inherent in actual practices. I shall return to the problematic relation of social facts to democratic ideals in the next section in discussing Habermas¢AAAs account of the philosophy of critical social science. Another way in which this point about Legitimacy can be done is to distinguish the various uses to which
practical reason can be put in various forms of discourse. Contrary to the account of the legitimacy offered in the crisis of legitimation, Habermas explicitly abandons the analogy between the justification of moral norms and the making of democratic decisions. Moral speeches are clearly restricted to justice issues that can be resolved impartially
through a universalization procedure (Habermas 1990, 43ff). The moral point of view abstains from the particular identities of individuals, including their political identities, and encompasses an ideally universal public of all humanity. Although policy and law include moral concerns in their area of implementation, such as basic human rights issues,
the scope of justification of such practices may be limited to the specific community of associate citizens and may therefore resort to culturally specific values shared by participants. There are at least three aspects of the practical reason relevant to democratic deliberation: the pragmatic, ethical and moral uses of reason are used with different
objects (workshops, the interpretation of common values and the just resolution of conflicts) and therefore also different forms of validity (Habermas 1993, 1-18). Because of this variety, democratic discourses are often mixed and complex, often including various asymmetries of knowledge and information. Democratic deliberation is therefore not a
special case of moral judgment with all its idealizing assumptions, but a complex discursive network with various types of argumentation, negotiation and commitment (Habermas 1996, 286). What regulates its use is a principle at a different level: the public use of the practical reason is self-referential and recursive toThe conditions of your own
employment. Given the social situation of modern large -scale and pluralistic societies, distinctively democratic democratic democratic The a € cemedy of law, so that the results of deliberation are expressed by law. Habermas expresses the relevant differences between the uses of prostctic reason in morality and political as subprinciples of the same
principle of discursive justification, which he calls a € ced.a € D. simply name a discursive procedure: a € ceSon these action rules if all affected people may agree as participants in rational discourse (Habermas 1996, 107). The moral principle a € ceua € specifies that the argumentation rule for moral discourse is universable (Habermas 1990, 654 €
“66). The specific principle of democracy establishes that & € a ce cels. these laws can claim legitimacy that can fulfill the agreement of all citizens in a discursive procedure of legislation that is legally constituted (Habermas 1996, 110). He affirms that this principle is at a different level of the moral principle, to the extent that its objective is
fundamentally to establish a discursive procedure for the formulation of legitimate laws and it is a very much agreement to agree much more than Bil. However, even this democratic principle can still be too demanding, to the extent that it requires the agreement of all citizens (contractually) as a legitimacy criterion. Habermas admits that in the case
of cultural values it is not necessary to expect such agreement, and even introduces the commitment as a possible discursive result of democratic procedures. A way to truly weaken the principle would be to replace cooperation by consensus and the result of the procedure: & € cea law would be legitor Resulta € (Bohman 1996, 89). In this way, what is
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aicneulfni recreje nedeup ,ocilb?Ap led sorbmeim isauc ;selaicos sosecorp sol nalortnoc on ocilb2Ap led sorbmeim sol ,riced sE .)8 olutApac ,6991 samrebaH( lanoicutitsni dadijelpmoc asatsitartnoca onis ararretsad se on how the scope and effectiveness of public deliberation can be enhanced. In these various functions, functions, They are participating
in the democratic public sphere. One of the main continuous legacies of the theoretical theory has been to see that democracy is a € ceThe unfinished project of modernity (Habermas 1986, XI) and its subsequent realization and transformation a true objective even in complex and globalizing societies. For this, a different nocin would be raised,
perhaps more reflexive of the critical social research, in which democracy is not only subject to study, but is understood as a form of social research. Theoretical theory should change its conception of what makes it practical and democratic. In the next two sections, it will discuss two aspects of this transformed conception of the chronic theory. First,
I turn to the role of social theory in this story most of the critical social research. Contrary to its origins in Marxian technical realism, an argument that methodological and theoretical pluralism is the best form of practical social science aimed at human emancipation. Secondly, this conception illustrates in developing the sketches of a theory of
globalization, in which democracy and nomination are its objectives. This theory also has a normative side, which is the investigation of democracy itself outside its family social container. In this sense, he tries not to show limitations but also open possibilities. The critical theorets have not only been able to assume the challenge of such new social
circumstances, but also reformulate democratic ideals in a novel way. First step to the understanding of the philosophy of social science that would help in this reluctance of critical theory as a critical social research as a practical and normative company. 3. CRITICAL THEORY, PRAGMICAL EPISTEMOLOGY AND SOCIAL SCIENCES Such a practical
account of social research has in common with pragmatism, old and new (Bohman 1999a, 1999b). As with pragmatism, pragmatism,The theory gradually came to reject the demand for a scientific or objective basis of criticism based on a great theory. This demand proved difficult to match with the demands of social criticism aimed at particular
audiences at particular times with their own demands and needs different from liberation or emancipation. The first step was to remove the critical social scientist from seeking a unique unifying theory to employ many theories in diverse historical situations. Rather, it is better to start with the agents' own pretheoretical knowledge and self-
understanding. The question of critical social research is not only how to relate the pretheoretical and theoretical knowledge of the social world, but also how to move between different irreducible perspectives. The second step is to demonstrate that such a practical alternative not only provides the basis for solid social criticism, but also best explains
and uses the pluralism inherent in various methods and theories of social research. While it is far from clear that all critical theorists are understood in this way, most agree that only a practical form of critical research can cope with the epistemic and normative challenges of social criticism and thus provide an adequate philosophical basis that meets
the objectives of a critical theory. 3.1 Critics, observers and participants: Two forms of critical theory The philosophical problem that arises in critical social research is to identify precisely the characteristics of their theories, methods and norms that are sufficient to subscribe social criticism. A closer examination of the paradigmatic works of the
whole tradition of Marx's Capital (1871) to the Studies of Authority and Family of the School of Frankfurt (1939) and the Theory of Community Action of Habermas (1982) reveals no distinctive form of explanation orSpecial methodology that offers the necessary and sufficient conditions for communicative action (1982) (1982) query. Buest, the best
works use a variety of all and explanation styles and are often interdisciplinary in their mode of research. What gives them their common orientation and does all the works of critical social sciences? There are two general responses to the question of what defines these distinctive characteristics of the critical social research: one practice and the
other theoretical. This last one states that the critical social research must use a distinctive theory that unifies such diverse approaches and explanations. From this point of view, the critical theory constitutes a comprehensive social theory that will unify the social sciences and subscribe the superiority of the critic. The first generation of the theory of
the Frankfurt School sought such a vain theory before withdrawing the statements of the social sciences as fundamental for its program at the end of the day of 1940 (Wiggershaus 1994). On the contrary, according to the practical approach, the theory are distinguished by the form of policy in which they can be embedded and the mism of verification
that implies this policy. But to affirm that the social science is better unified practical and political instead of theoretical or epister, it is not simply to reduce it to democratic polytics. It becomes the research mode that participants can adopt in their social relations with the others. The last approach has been developed by Habermas and is now
favored by critical theorets. Before resorting to such a practical interpretation of critical social research, it is first necessary to consider why the theoretical approach was favored for so long and by so many critical theorets. First, it has long been sustained that only a comprehensive social theory could unify the critical social sciences and, therefore,
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audience. So, conceived, social criticism is then a two-stage issue: first, researchers independently discover the best explanation using the available integral theory; then, second, they communicate persuasively critical consequences to participants who may have false beliefs about so practices. Starting with the historical materialism of Marx, it has
been considered that large-scale macro-sociological and historical theories are the most appropriate explanatory basis for critical social sciences. However, one problem is that integrity does not guarantee an explanatory power. In fact, there are many large-scale theories, each with its own distinctive social phenomena and examples that guide an
attempt to unify. a second problem is that a thorough examination of the standard critical explanations, such as ideology theory, shows that they generally attract a variety of different social theories (bohman 1999b). the real use of the critical explanations of hemories confirms it. its criticism of modern societies becomes the explanation of the
relationship between two very different theoretical terms: a micro-theory of rationality based on communicative coordination and a macro-theory of systemic integration of modern societies into mechanisms such as the market (havermas 1987). the idea of a comprehensive theory not only presupposes that there is a preferred mode of critical
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comprehensive interpretation of the present situation. They do not rely on the criteria of a theory of rationality often appealed to in the Kantian approach, but still seem to justify particular moral claims, such as claims concerning justice and injustice. Habermas wants to straddle the divide between the Kantian and the Hegelian approaches in his
social theory of modernity. Why not see Habermas¢AAAs theory of rationality as providing both a theoretical and practical basis for Critical Theory? Certainly, this is how Habermas sees the purpose of such a theory (Habermas 1984, chapter 1). Yet even if this theory of rationality has to be understood in this way, it would still have to avoid what
Rorty calls ¢AAAthe ambiguity of rationality, (AAA between its statuses as ¢AAAa cognitive faculty and a moral virtue.¢AAA For this reason, Rorty keeps them distinct. ¢AAAThe epistemological notion of rationality concerns our relation to something nonhuman, whereas the moral notion concerns our relations to our fellow human beings¢AAA (Rorty
1996, 74). In a way similar to recent arguments in Putnam, Habermas now more strongly distinguishes between claims to truth and the context of justification in which they are made, even as he also wants to reject moral realism. The problem for the practical conception of critical social inquiry is then to escape the horns of a dilemma: it should be
neither purely epistemic and thus overly cognitivist, nor purely moralistic. Neither provides sufficient critical purchase. In the case of the observer, there is too much distance, so much so that it is hard to see how the theory can motivate criticism; in the case of the pure participant perspective, there is too little distance to motivate or justify any
criticism at all. It is also the same general theoretical and methodological dilemma that characterizes the debates between and unnaturalistic approaches. While the former sees terms such as rationality and explanans to explain phenomena such as norms, the latter argues that the normative terms are not as reducible and therefore appears both in
explanans and in explanandum. The best practical account here reconciles Rorty's ambiguity by putting the epistemological component in the social world, in our various cognitive perspectives towards him that include the normative perspectives of others. The ambiguity is then the practical problem of adopting different views, something that the
reflective participants in self-criticism practices must already be able to do under their competence. Social research as practical knowledge This change to the “perspective topic” is already implicit in the reflexivity of practical forms of critical theory. Instead of seeking the universal and necessary characteristics of social scientific knowledge, the
Critical Theory has focused on social relations between researchers and other actors in the social sciences. Such relationships can be epistemically specified in terms of the perspective taken by the inquirer on the actors contained in their explanations or interpretations. In this way, the two dominant and opposite approaches to social science adopt
very different perspectives. On the one hand, naturalism gives priority to the perspective of third person or explanatory; on the other hand, the antireductionism of social interpretive science defends the priority of the first and second person understanding and, therefore, of an essential methodological dualism. Critical theory since Horkheimer has
tried to offer an alternative to both views. Habermas and other critical theorists rightly call technocracy any social research that only develops opt1ma1 problem-solving strategies to theof purely third -person knowledge of the impersonal consequences of all available action courses. available. seuqofnE .ocitcjArp otneimiconoc ed amrof anu ed sjAm
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,oreinegni le erbos acitAlop al ne laicos ocifAtneic led lepap le aAraledom ocitcjArp otneimiconoc led n3Aicpecnoc atsE .)b7291 yeweD ;3791 ,1791 samrebaH( seralimis sacitArc necerfo yeweD a daeM ed and hermeneutics see the relationship of the subject and object of research as force social scientist to take either the third-person or first-person
perspective. However, critical social science necessarily requires complex perspective taking and the coordination of various points of view, minimally that of social scientists with the subjects under study. The ¢AAAsecond-person perspective¢AAA differs from both third-person observer and the first- -person participant perspectives in its specific form
of practical knowledge. It employs the know-how of a participant in dialogue or communication (Bohman 2000). This perspective provides the alternative to opposing perspectives especially when our first-person knowledge or third-person theories get it wrong. When faced with interpreting others¢AAA behavior we quickly run into the limits of first-
person knowledge simpliciter. Third-person accounts face the same ¢AAAgerrymandering problem¢AAA as made clear in the private language argument (Brandom 1994, 28ff). Neither the interpreter¢AAAs nor the observer¢AAAs perspectives are sufficient to specify these opaque intentional contexts for others. For social scientists as well as
participants in practices more generally, the adjudication of such conflicts requires mutual perspective taking, which is its own mode of practical reasoning. Theories of many different sorts locate interpretation as a practice, that is, in acts and processes of ongoing communication. Communication is seen from this perspective as the exercise of a
distinctive form of practical rationality. A critical theory of communicative action offers its own distinctive definition of rationality, one that is epistemic, practical, and intersubjective. For Habermas, for example, rationality consists not so much in the possession of particular knowledge, but rather in ¢AAAhow speaking and acting subjects acquire and
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intermediary of this type "is completely dialogical, giving the investigation and the same position agent. if in fact all cooperative social activities "involve a moment of research" (putnam 1994, 174), then they also need a moment of self-reflection on the assumptions of such research itself. is this type of reflection which requires a distinctively practical
form of critical perspective. If critical social research is an investigation based on cooperative practices as such, it requires practical research a reflective step further. the inquirer does not take this step alone, but with the public to whom the inquirer addresses. as in the distinction of kuhn between normal and revolutionary science, critical reflection
of the second order considers whether the framework for cooperation itself should be changed or not, therefore, if new terms of cooperation are necessary to solve problems. Several perspectives for research are appropriate in different critical situations. if it is to identify all problems with cooperative research practices, it must be able to occupy and
take into account a variety of perspectives. Only then will it enable public reflection among free and equal participants. such problems have arisen, for example, in research practices around AIDS treatment. the continual spread of the epidemic and the lack of effective treatments caused a crisis in the expert authority, a "existing problem situation" in
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proposals whose critical purchase is not moral and epistemic independence, but rather practical and public testing according to the criteria of interpretative adequacy. This means that it is not the theoretical or interpretative framework that is decisive, but the practical ability to use such frameworks to cross various perspectives in social criticism. In
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strategies. Marx¢AAAs historical social theory permitted him to relate functional explanations of the instability of profit-maximizing capitalism to the first-person experiences of workers. In detailed historical analyses, feminist and ethnomethodological studies of the history of science have been able to show the contingency of normative practices
(Epstein 1996; Longino 1990). They have also adopted various interpretive stances. Feminists have shown how supposedly neutral or impartial norms have built-in biases that limit their putatively universal character with respect to race, gender, and disability (Mills 1997; Minnow 1990, Young 2002). In all these cases, claims to scientific objectivity or
moral neutrality are exposed by showing how they fail to pass the test of public verification by showing how the contours of their experiences do not fit the self-understanding of institutional standards of justice (Mills 1997; Mansbridge 1991). Such criticism requires holding both one¢AAAs own experience and the normative self-understanding of the
tradition or institution together at the same time, in order to expose bias or cognitive dissonance. It uses expressions of vivid first-person experiences to bring about cross-perspectival insights in actors who could not otherwise see the limits of their cognitive and communicative activities. In these cases, why is it so important to cross perspectives?
Here the second-person perspective has a special and self-reflexive status for criticism. Consider the act of crossing from the first-person plural or ¢AAAwe perspective¢AAA to the second-person perspective in two reflexive practices: science and democracy. In the case of science the community of experts operates according to the norm of objectivity,
the purpose of which is to guide scientific inquiry and justify its claims to communal epistemic authority. The biases inherent in these operative have been unmasked in several critical science studies and many social movements. For Longino, such criticism suggests the need for a better rule of objectivity, "measures against the cognitive needs of a
genuinely democratic community" (Longin 1990, 236). This connection can be quite direct, as when empirical studies show that the existing forms of participation are highly correlated with high status and income, that lower-income citizens and the state were often unwilling to participate in a public forum for fear of public humiliation (Verba, et al.
1995, Mansbridge 1991, Kelly 2000). Adopting the second-person perspective of those who cannot effectively participate not simply unmask egalitarian or meritocratic claims about political participation, but also suggests why critical research should seek new forums and public expression modes (Young 2002, Bohman 1996). The practical alternative
offers a solution to this problem by taking critical social theory in the direction of a pragmatic reinterpretation of the verification of critical research that converts seemingly intractable epistemic problems into the practical ones. The role of critical social science is to provide methods to explain the type of self-examination necessary for the continuous
regulation of social life. This practical regulation includes the government standards of critical social sciences itself. Here, the relationship of theory with practice is different from that of the original pragmatics: rather than simply clarifying the relationship of the media and purposes for decisions on particular subjects, these social sciences require
reflection on institutionalized practices and their norms of cooperation. Reflective practices cannot remain like this without asocial critical, and critical social research can only be tested in such practices. A possible epistic improvement is the transformation of the social relations of power and authority in of democratic accountability among equal
politicians (Bohman 1999a; Epstein 1996). Appropriate and critical social research is the basis for a better understanding of social sciences as a distinctive form of practical knowledge in modern societies. Their ability to initiate criticism not only makes them the democratic moment in modern research practices; that is, socials are democratic to the
extent that they are sufficiently reflective and can start a debate on the social basis of research within a variety of institutional contexts. Policy criticism is not only based on the moral and cognitive distance created by linking and crossing different perspectives; it also has a practical objective. It seeks to broaden every normative perspective in the
dialogical reflection and thus make humans more aware of the circumstances that restrict their freedom and inhibit the full public use of their knowledge. One of these outgoing circumstances is the long-term historical process of globalization. What is a distinctly critical theory of globalization that points to a form of practical knowledge? How could
that theory contribute to the desires and struggles of the age, now that such problematic situations are transnational and even global? What policy rules can critics appeal, if not those immanent in liberalism? While in the next section I will certainly talk about critical theorists, I will also try to do a critical social research that combines normative and
empirical perspectives with the objective of making bigger and perhaps new forms of democracy where they do not currently exist. 4. A Critical theory of Globalization: Democratic Research, Transnational Critical Theory While the Standard theories of Globalization refer to large macrosociological processesThe social fact of globalization is not
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new institutional possibilities and new forms of advertising (Bohman 2003). To prove these possibilities, this theory must be done to the same most open and multiperspective practice; It must become a global theory. It is in this context that we can press the issues of the normative suitability of the democratic ideal inherited from modern liberalism. In
fact, many critical theorets that defend a conception & € ceCosmopolitan of democracy have a surprisingly being of a surprisingly being of how democracy is better organized discursively and deliberately. For this reason, they have not asked if these practices can sustain a sufficiently si*lida and cooperative investigation in the new world
circumstances of political interdependence. 4.1 Social data, normative ideals and multiperspective theory What can this novel kind of prhectic social science and critical be concerned about social facts? A social scientific praxeology understands the facts in relation to the human agency instead of independent of it. Pragmatic social science is not
limited to developing an ideal in convincing normative arguments, but also with its realability and viability. In this sense, any political ideal must take into account the general social facts if feasible; But it should also be able to respond to a series of social facts that found escostic challenges that suggest that circumstances make such ideal impossible.
With respect to democracy, these facts include, experience and division of work, cultural pluralism and conflict, complexity and social differentiation, and globalization and the growing social interdependence, to name a few. In cases where the a € celeks question the very institutional basis of modern policy integration, normative practice research
should try to expand the scope of political possibilities instead of simply accepting the facts as setting the numbers of the policy once and for all. For this reason, social science is practical to the measure measured It is able to demonstrate how political ideals that have informed these institutions in question are not possible, but also feasible in the
current conditions or the modification of these conditions. As I have been discussing, the ideal in question for pragmatism and the recent critical social theory inspired by pragmatism is a robust and deliberative form of self-region a € theoretical theory of human emancipation and freedom of domination. The realability question has to do with various
limitations. On the one hand, democracy requires voluntary limitations in action, such as commitments on basic rights and constitutional combination of political power. Social facts, on the other hand, are non -voluntary limitations, or within our problem, limitations that condition the scope of the application of democratic principles. Taken in a
practical social theory aimed at suggesting actions that may realize the ideal of democracy in modern society, social facts no longer work simply as limitations. For Rawls, a € eeThe fact of pluralism (or the diversity of moral doctrines in modern societies) is only a permanent characteristic of modern society that is directly relevant to the political order,
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Esnes Lacigol by Hcus Era Stcafaoea€a ¢ :Yllacitcarp stcaf este ot ot ,sigggus yewed in ,si sammelid eviamron-laciripme otni tleborp gnin fi neve be determined in a critical and experimental way in democracy as a mode of practical research (Dewey 1927b, 281). The question is not only one of current political feasibility, but also of possibility, since we
want to remain committed in some broad sense for the democratic principles of self-region, even if it is not the set of possibilities provided by the institutions current. How do we identify such fundamentally disturbing facts? I address the discussion of a specific social fact, the "fact of globalization" and I interpret not as a uniform and aggregative
process, but as a problematic situation that is experienced from different and even contradictory in different places and from the different locations and from a variety of perspectives, and it was evaluated differently with respect to different normative ideals of democracy. Since this is a relatively recent and unstable debate, through this example we
can see the theory of creation. 4.2 The fact of globalization and the possibility of democracy for some critical theorets, the relatively "new" fact of globalization allows a direct inference to the need for new and more cosmopolitas forms of democracy and citizenship. Whatever the specific form that they suppose in future institutions, the usual
arguments for political cosmopolitism are relatively simple despite the fact that the social scientific animals used in them are highly complex and empirically differentiated in their physical statements. In discussions on globalization theory, the fact of global interdependence refers to the extending, intensity and unprecedented speed of social
interactions through the borders, which covers various dimensions of human behavior from the Commercial and cultural exchange Migration (Held, et al 1999). The inference of these acts of interdependence is that the existing forms of democracy within the nation-state must be transformed and that the institutions must establish that they solve
problems than that that National Commonies (celebrated 1995, 98 "101). Therefore, globalization is considered to decisions. Therefore, globalization is taken as a restriction to democracy as is carried out in existing liberal representative systems. Deweyan's alternative is to see that the facts "have been determined in their double function as obsses
and as resources , as problems that also consider the conditions that make possible the transformation of the situation (Dewey 1938, 399 "" 400). The "Mere fact" of the broader interaction scale is, therefore, inadequate by the only one and does not capture what role it can play globalization as a problematic situation for the emergence of new
possibilities Democri Ticas. A pragmatic interpretation of social facts in this way encourages us to see globalization like Janus's face, as an obside and as a resource for the realization of democratic ideals. This type of theory sees that globalization is not a unitary but very well as a multidimensional process. Even the "complex interdependence" nocion
can be deceived to the extent that the telos of an increasingly integrated world or a political culture or community are made more and more homogenous (Keohane 2000, 117 ). A pragmatic analysis is better attended by a concept as "interconnexi" instead of interdependence to the extent that interdependence suggests convergence and levels the
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does not mean that globalization in its current form is permanently or unalterable if we want to perform democratic ideals. In fact, the way in which globalization will continue and under the legitimate normative limitations become the appropriate questions for democratic policy, since citizens and the public interact vigorously with the institutions
that make globalization a social fact a social fact deeply entrenched and temporarily stable. However, rooted, the social fact of globalization remains open to democratic reconstruction, if there is a creative reinterpretation of democracy. In the following section, I examine the recent debates among critical themes about the importance of European
union as a model for a true transformation of democracy. 5. The emerging ideal of a multiperspective democracy: the European union the analysis has so far resulted to an ideal sys Both pragmatism and theoretical theory (Bohman 2004). Given the unequal and potentially contradictory consequences of globalization, it seems clear that current
democratic institutions cannot respond to all dimensions of domination and subordination that are possible considering the magnitude and intensity of the interconnected. What are the alternatives? It is not only about exercising an institutional imagination within widely understood democratic norms and ideals. The necessary practical knowledge to
promote the democratization of unequal and jerchamic social relations requires an empirical analysis of current transformations and their embedded possibilities. The democratic ideal of autonomy leads David Held and n3Ainu n3Ainu ed eicepse anu necudorp euq lanoicanretni ohcered led setnegreme sarutcurtse sal razitafne a of collective decisions.
Others seek ways to reform representation structures of current international institutions (Pogge 1997, Habermas 2001). The others seek the emergence of several institutions in the European Union (EU) to discuss the tendency towards international constitutionalism or supranational deliberation. According to the type of plurality of the perspectives
supported by a pragmatist philosophy of social sciences, a historical story of the appearance of individual and multiple institutions would be. In Gerald Ruggie's magistral abynus on the development of a global order of the state-state, it shows that the modern sovereign state and the social empowerment of citizens emerged within it was the epistic
that the Perspective of a single point in the painting, the cartography, the cartography, the mapping, or theptics. "The concept of sovereignty simply represented the doctrinal counterpart of the application of the perspective of a single point to the organization of the political space" (Ruggie, 2000, 186). Challenge sovereignty would lead to new
political possibilities, including re -articulation of international political space in a new way that cannot be anticipated in the dominant theory of international relations. Focusing on the changes in the authority of the states and the development of the European union, Ruggie sees the "US as the first multipurpostpective policy that arises in the modern
era" and, therefore, the emergence of a new political form . The concept of "the multiperspective form" seems to offer "a lens through which to see other possible cases of international transformation today" (Ruggie 2000, 196). Such an account is also applied to the theory of practical knowledge that could inform the reflection on the possibilities of
democracy in an era of unequal globalization. If the policy authority now promotes globalization is to respond to democratic will, the institutions in which such ar> >> P> 22> 22 20 22 02 20 02
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public may act indirectly and self-referentially by forming a new public with which the institutions must interact. This interaction initiates a process of democratic renewal in which publics organise and are organised by new emerging institutions with a different alternative set of political possibilities. Of course, this is a difficult process: ¢AAAto form
itself the public has to break existing political forms; this is hard to do because these forms are themselves the regular means for instituting political change¢AAA (Dewey 1927b, 255). This sort of innovative process describes the emergence of those transnational publics that are indirectly affected by the new sorts of authoritative institutions brought
about by managing ¢AAAderegulation¢AAA and globalization. This account of democratic learning and innovation seems not to be limited by the scope of the institutions, even as the potential for domination also increases under current arrangements. What sort of public sphere could play such a normative role? In differentiated modern societies (that
is, societies divided into multiple economic and social spheres such as markets, a state, civil society and so on), one role of the distinctive communication that goes on in the public sphere is to raise topics or express concerns that cut across social spheres: it not only circulates information about the state and the economy, but it also establishes a
forum for criticism in which the boundaries of these spheres are crossed, primarily in citizen¢AAAs demands for mutual accountability. But the other side of this generalization is a requirement for communication that crosses social domains: such a generalization is necessary precisely because the public sphere has become less socially and culturally
homogeneous and more internally differentiated than its early modern form (Habermas 1989). Instead of appealing to an Common norm of "advertising" or a set of culturally specific communication practices, a cosmopolitan public sphere is created when at least two culturally rooted public spheres begin to overlap and intertwine, such as when
translations and conferences create a public cosmopolitan sphere In several academic disciplines. Instead of trusting the intrudic characteristics of the environment to expand communicative interaction, the networks that have a global scope become publicly with the development and expansion of transnational civil society. The creation of such civil
society is a slow and different process that requires the highly reflexive forms of communication and crossing of the numbers and typical responsibility of the public spheres developed. Based on their common knowledge of advertising violations, its members will develop the capacities of public reason to cross and negotiate peers and differences
between people, groups and cultures. In such patblicos of the crossing of numbers, the speed, the scale and the intensity of the communicative interaction provided by networks such as the Internet provides a positive and enabling condition for democratic deliberation and, therefore, creates a potential space for democracy cosmopolitan. Such
development barely requires that the public sphere be "integrated with the correspondence media systems that occupy the same social space as on which the economic and political decision will have an impact" (Garnham 1995, 265). But if the way to do it is through broken networks (as the Internet) instead of the media, then we cannot expect the
global public sphere to no longer exhibit characteristics of the form of the national public sphere. Good, it will be a public of pablicos, of broken networks integrated into a variety of institutions instead of a Unified National P42 Bumn. The emergence of the transnational public spheres is informative for the practical practical objectives .noitarebiled
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Jaggar, 2004). Even when informed by democratic aims, this form of politics cannot capture the complex interrelationships of civil society, the state and the market, especially given the background of inequalities and asymmetries that operate in processes of globalization. Apart from powerful corporate actors in civil society, NGOs from economically
advantaged regions possess significant resources to influence and shape the formation of civil society in other contexts. A critical theory of such activity asks about the possibility of a strong connection between their powers in civil society with market forces (Silliman 1998). Besides the spontaneous emergence of publics out of transnational
associations, it is also possible to make use of self-consciously constructed publics of relevant stakeholders to act as ¢AAAmini-publics¢AAA that are empowered to deliberate and make decisions (Fung 2003). Here we can include a variety of experiments, from participatory budgets to citizen boards and juries that have a variety of decision-making
powers. Properly empowered and self-consciously constructed, mini-publics offer a strategy to get beyond the dilemma of insider consultation and outsider contestation that is a structural feature of civil society activity in currently existing international institutions. Since self-consciously created minipublics seek to include all relevant stakeholders,
they do not rely on representation as the mode of communicating interests, or even the inclusion of well-organized actors as a way of achieving effective implementation. Instead they open up a directly deliberative process within the institution that includes as many perspectives as possible and can be repeated when necessary. The minipublic is then
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dimensions instead of a single location for the public authority and power. Without a single location of public power, a unified public sphere becomes an impediment to democracy instead of a qualifying condition for mass participation in decisions in a single place of authority. The problem for an experimental institutional design of democracy directly
deliberative is to create precisely the appropriate feedback relationship between the disaggregated pages and said process of decision -making. Leccion for a theoretical theory of globalization is to see the extension of political space and redistribution of political power not only as a restriction similar to complexity but also as an open field of
opportunities for innovative, distributive and multiperspective forms of advertising advertising and democracy. A theoretical theory of globalization is a practical theory or praxeolically oriented that sees the "fact of globalization" in relation to the objective of performing the norms of human emancipation and democracy. The central and open
questions open for a social science practically oriented are the following: What available forms of praxis can promote the transformations that could lead to new forms of democracy? What type of practical knowledge is needed to do this possible and how could this knowledge stabilize in institutionalized forms of democratic research? What are the
possibilities and opportunities for democracy at a higher level of aggregation that globalization makes possible? How could the public sphere be carried out worldwide? The argument here suggests that such research and institutions must be more than the understanding of democracy of a single perspective that dominate life ne ne samron razilaer ed
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these same democratic ideals and practices in the interest of emancipation. By strengthening new social facts, agents transform ideals themselves and their institutional form. This critical and practical orientation gives rise to three different questions about critical social research. First, does Critical Theory suggest a distinctive form of social
research? Secondly, what kind of knowledge does this research offer to provide information on social circumstances and justify the social criticism of current ideals and institutions? Finally, what kind of verification does critical research require? In the light of the answers to these questions about practical, democratic and multi-spective
interpretation defended here, it is likely that the Critical Theory is no longer a unique approach. Methodologically, it becomes more pluralistic. Politically, it loses its capital letters as the goals and struggles of the era of globalization become more diverse and do not automatically connect with the commitment to any particular holistic social theory.
Given their own democratic objectives, it would be difficult to justify any other interpretation. In a period in which philosophy cooperates with empirical sciences and disciplines, the Critical Theory offers an approach to clearly normative issues that cooperate with social sciences in a non-reductive manner. Its scope is to research the normative
dimension of social activity, in particular how actors use their practical knowledge and policy attitudes from complex perspectives in various contexts. It should also consider that social events are problematic situations from the point of view of diverse agents. This type of policy expertise is therefore reflective and finds its position in policy
firmsCourse and autotransformed, such as democracy that are equally reflective in practice. Discussing democracy democracy I mean, I'd like to see you.
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