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UMMARY background of world civilisation al War and ın chaos.
This using the torıes and themes of Christianity

IThomas Mann (1875-1955) DY the time he Came rather than facing the God of which they speak. Agalnst
work Joseph and his Brothers Wads$s well-versed In attempts claim him for Christianity, his diagnosis of

the estern sou! In ıfs sickness often implied that onlyphilosophy, ancıent mythology, psychology and theol-
OSY: He Was also keen draw heroicCc figures agalnst the In the art of the writer Was there place of Cure

-< >

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
zeigen. 1)as bedeutete aber eher eine Verwendung der

Als TIThomas Mannn (1875-1955) Joseph un seıne christlichen Geschichten undThemen als eın Begegnung
Brüder arbeiten begann, War er hereits sehr mIt dem ott VOT dem SIiE reden. Im Gegensatz
belesen In Philosophie, Psychologie, Theologie Versuchen, Mann als rısten vereinnahmen, deutet
und der Mythologie des Altertums. Er War daran seıne Diagnose der westliche Seele ın ihrer Krankheit
interessiert, Heldengestalten VOT eınem Hintergrund eher darauf hin, dass Heilung UT In der uns des
eıner Zivilisation Im Kriegszustand und Im a0Ss ichtung gefunden werden kann.

D

RESUME
civilisation mondiale etat de BUCITE el sombrant
dans le chaos. utilise les histoires el 1es themes duLOrsque Thomas Mannn (1875-1955) S  est attele

’histoire de Josep el de SE freres, etaılt verse christianisme, plutöt UUC de considerer le Jeu dont
philosophie, mythologie ancıenne, psychologie elles parlaient. Son diagnostic de 1a maladie de |/  ame
el theologie. manifeste alors DEaAUCOUP d’habilete occidentale conduisait Ouvent Ia conclusion qu'il N Y

de de Ia solgner quE ecrivaımn.DOUT decrire des heros SUrTr Ia toile de tond d’une
. Par l/art de |

Mannn  7  S background the iıdeas which drıve the actıon OTr the plot,
One Call what has een described AS “bıD- the CXTeHN: that TAW parallels with Max Weber

concerning Niıstory 4A5 drıven Dy ideologies 1$ quıtelıcal rationalıty” 1n the work of IThomas Mann.‘
Any such Tren wash together wıth the phı- legitimate.* In thıs Mann Was clearly influenced by

the work of Theodor Fontane 16 nourishedlosophy of Schopenhauer and hıs interpretation hım 1ın the mıd S: an whose influence Callof the world 4S 11 and imagination.“ Mann W as

interested ıIn the outworking of ideas 1ın the ıfe of be SCCI1 AT 1ts zenıth 1n the moral 1rONY of Bud-
denbrooks, whereın the scheinheılıg plety 1n generalhuman characters. He Was NOT fascınated by mind-

9 psychology and the inner dialogues 1in the an the consul’s eed keep aPPCAFaNCcCS CVCN

when bereaved ın partıcular Aattfract Caustic ridiculealnınerTr of SaV, enrYy James-1t 15 almost trulsm
that Mannn W as NOT at hıis when 1t came from Mann’s pCN
basıc characterisatıon. What aT1TETrs Aarc the values, As I1 ukacs observed, EVEEN the stolid IThomas
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Buddenbrook tound SOMIC consolatıon 1in read- ın the LEXT AS sSon of God’,? and the focus 15
Ing Schopenhauer, and Mann seemed then be NVCLY much ON hım Joseph 15 magıclan,
indicating that he agreed wıth such pessim1sm, ‘mighty 11C of God’ wıth healıng AS ell AS5 divina-
that the world itself had be left 1fSs decayı“ COr Y DOWCIS (44,8), but also OINNC wh eeps OUuTt

By the time of The Agıc Mountaıin A, PDIC- of anythıng 4S ordınary AS hghting In the eNSUMNg
sented nth the typical of Naptha an civıl 1n Egypt OWeVver these WEeEIC iın-house
Settembrin1i, ıf the atter’s “the world AS wil1? Jewish works, wrıitten for Jewısh identity, LOO
15 only slightly preferred the former’s °the world strictly ‘theological”, perhaps NOT attempting
4S representation’. Unlike Goethe Mannn had,; 4S all aNSWeTr what beliefs and iıdeas drıve humans
if ON the other siıde of Mount Enlıghtenmen unıversally?” It W d thıs for the unıversal that

drove Mannn augment hıs biblical OUTCECS 101(Parnassus), lıttle time tor moral utoplanısm. hıs
CaAll be clearly SCCIH E VB ıIn the ate work Lotte In only wiıth Old Testament VO1CES, but wıth those
Weiımar which works agalnst much that Goethe from the New Testament, but also trom Ancıent
WOU AasSsert Yet SOTIINNC kınd of optimısm in gyptıan an Sumerıjan mythology.
later Mannn dıd arıse Ouft of thıs despaır during the Hans Küng ArgSuUuCS that Mann Was ill-advised
mıd- 1  S 4S hıs biographers aVe noted 1t 15 the ıIn hıs wholesale buyıng Into the Freudıan notion
ENgASCMECN that from the determiıinatıon of myth, although 1t 1S far from lıkely that Mann
nght evıl where 1T Can be located, an hope for believed 1n the specifically Freudıan ACCOUNT of
the purging of of ME  F personal demons in such things. In fact. Mann Was Naıve 0)8 mMI1sın-
the DTOCCSS. According, Hans Küng, the path tormed believe (as Küng often SCC1I115 when
from Buddenbrooks the later flowering of gen1us he wrIites of religion 4A5 ‘Begegnung mıt dem

eiıligen”) that there MUST be OC original Ur-Ges-1n the Joseph tetralogy W adas Vom bürgerlich-Indi-
viduellen TE Mythisch- Iypischen’, ıIn which chichte of al] NIStOTY, according 1C all reli-
spiritual humanısm, 0)4 at least Al all-forgiving &10NS back COINLMNNOIMN FOOLT usually EevVpt As
humanıty gradually takes ver.® Manfred Dierks observed, Julıus Braun promoted

thıs in hıs Naturgeschichte der 5Sage, 1864 /5,and
4ENOTIEN also made much of the chthoniıc

'Ihe Josepho re-told mythology of ESvpt.. However, there 15 INOTC ın
Wırth the huge undertakıng of amplifying an the IMOTEC guarded thesıis of Jeremias, that there
telling the of Joseph an hıs Brothers, Mannn 1s/was COIMMNMON mıddle-eastern mythological
added the ancıent an honourable tradıtion of world, an the INOTEC reGCEenNni COMISCIISUS tollows this,
the re-written bible In ubilees (as In Phiılo, DPs- N ndeed dıd Mann. IIıstinctiveness arlses from
Philo al The Testament O] JOSe  ) there 15 what religions hbecome they VOW alongsıde ONLE

sanıtısed version of the Joseph StOT V, told 1ın another, and 11C might repIY Küng,
matter-of-fact WAaYV, wıith the brothers clearly ouilty anı others trouDIe: Dy the ghost of "Comparatıve
ofunprovoked wickedness.® Yet Philo 1n De Josepho relig10n’, that ıf there 1S be al y inter-relig10us
attrıbuted the hero’s g00d O00 God?’ favour, harmon1zatıon an synthesı1s thıs l happen only
an thıs INaYy be WdY S Phılo of indıiıcatıng hıs eschatologically: Endze1ıt1s NOT sımply Urzeıt.
challowness In hıs DEe SOMNAS Joseph stands Mann did NOT choose the Joseph sımply
tor moral ambigulty, deviousness and vaınglory, because It provided ItSs OW magıcal and self-con-
“shıftıng back between true and virtue.’” taıned world There 15 OC of the exotic particu-
Indeed Joseph, CC 1ın the hagıographical Jubilees larıty Of Say, Flaubert’s Salanımlbo indeed, A Mann
15 merely supporting player the maın ngures NCC„ that Was how NOLT wrıte of the DPast
of Judah an Levi.® hıs MaYy be because Joseph Nor, AT the other CXWEINC, did he CALC much for
WAaSs arrıed Aseneth, the daughter of the priest Nietzsche’s histor1cısm, but thought that things
of On; 1n the che O€s the alse could be earned ftrom the Dast and 1tSs self-repre-
Zods an Joseph AaDDCAIS LNOTC self-righteous than sentatıon 1n 1fs literature.‘! Ihe humorous 15 all
CVCT an successful enough C rule VCcCrT ZYypt for the LIOTC possible because these AL NOT historical,

VCars Whıle in Jubilees, 1t 1s Jacob’s mournıng time-bound characters. In mythical thinkıng there
for the “dead’ Joseph the 1Oth day of the 7th 1$ NOT such SITONS notion of the distinct CatcgO-
month that 1$ presented AS the LrCason tor the Day rmes of PaSt, present an future, AS Cassırer
of Atonement (Jub >;  ® the other hand, ıIn DUut Ie although Mann Was apparently UNaWare

Joseph Man Aseneth the ers» 15 repeatedly described of thıs work DYy h1s tellow exile . !“ Küng provides
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the helpful insıght that Mann WAasSs keen PresCcht nto sOCIETY, the realm of the political. Joseph AS

Joseph AS NC who bridged the gap between sacred the artist/dreamer 15 able furn hıs deathly Ar
and secular, thus SUggCSL that polıtıcs Was truly ıte hıs book Was the ature Mann’s

favourıte work, ONC 1ın IC Joseph becomesreligio0us.® In Mann, 4S ın Goethe, the iImportance
of MOviINg from the personal the sOclal: OuTt bourgeo1s (as provider he 15 NOT quite
of isolatıon 15 expressed.““ ea] change takes place Franklın Roosevelt) and EVINCES practical ero-
ın Joseph only after the second fall of Joseph 1SM, wıth (UNCONSCIOUS) echoes of Dostoevsky’s

Ivan’s 1X10M: °“Brot kommt ZUETST un annn dasthe house of Petepre (Potiphar) where the belief
that hıs WIN V1ISION of realıty 15 the real ONC 15 Hosannah. *!$ The Messıjah 1s NOT be expected
torced surrender LNOTC psychologically plu- from the heavens Aally such notion 15 ironically
ralıst understandıng: DUut siımply, different people ridiculed ın Joseph — but 18 OIlC trom amMONSSL
Nala things differently. Indeed, Lukäcs had asserted Hochstapler, confidence trickster, CiLX Krull
that Mann sa  Z the eed agalnst IMalıy modern wriıt arge But 1s Joseph portrayed 4A5 ordinary,
writers, Dut subjectivity firmly 1ın 1ts place ungodly? He INAaYy be the anti-Siegfried, but that

The gradual but increasıngly clear transıtıon * O€s NOT ICa he 1s presented ASs antı-hero.
Mann’s IrONY and self-ırony Nto the playful 15 Mann’s Joseph 15 hardly OSsSe
determined Dy COMpONECNEIS. On the 11C Mann therefore O€s NOT much de-mytholo-
hand, the CONSCIOUSNESS of h1s MOST Important AISE d re-mythologise. Joseph and hıs brothers
characters recedes CVET LNOTIC distantly trom an theır world stand for ings What 15 ıte other
objective reality; the other, reality aSserts 1ts than UNCONSCIOUS repetition of primeval models
SUPTFEMAC MT al] kınds of false CONSCIOUSNESS f mMotıves an behavıour? Ihe question: what
CVG} INOTC vigorously. HFor this L[CasOIll Mann’s CXTEHNT Was Mann interested 1n the ngure of Christ
playfulness dissolves objective reality, but A dıistinct ftrom Tammuz-Adonaı? 15 HOT 11C

the CONTLFar Y underlines ItfSs inevıtable an Mann would aVe 4S Typologically there 15
natural triumph. The greater the discrepancy foreshadowıing of Christ ıIn detaıiıls with Joseph
between eing and CONSCIOUSNESS, the ın the pit ırt. eat. hell descent, TC-A!_
Srotesqu«c an degradıng MUST the defeat of although Mann LNOTC comfortable In refer-
subjectivıty bc 15 MNg these “God come’, rather than the INOTC

z 15 thus trag1-COm1C catastrophe and Christian traditional Chriıst come).“0 In alnıYy
‘degradation of the would-be-tragic’. Lukäcs Casc Joseph spends three days an nıghts ın the

continues: ell (called He .) the angels watch VEr the
Modernısm 15 well-versed ın conJuring wıth CMPLY well He he has rısen trom it: he 1S sold tor
eXtremes, but theır trajectory lies between pleces of sılver after Judah kisses hım, although
false CONSCIOUSNESS (unrecognised 4A5 such an 1t 1$ that the essInNg O% Jacob ZUCS On
1tSs specılal ‘reality; subjectivism then 15 the ruling thıs last point there 15 fine example of Mann’s
princıiple for both outlook an method. In sturdy optimısm: human beings AIC blessed NOT

I1 homas Mann, however, the imagıned reality only through theır cursedness but CVCMN 1n theır
Cursing. Joseph’s Fbestessen with the brothers 15oscıllates wiıth the real (objective) FAC and the

latter 15 always VICtOr10uSlé kınd of Herrenmahl that aCcCo took beast’s OO0
1Lukäcs thus concludes that Mann 1S, OL has at be Joseph’s (IV 646) made Joseph consıder the

difference between °thıs 1S I1 Y blood’ an °thıs S19-ASt become Optim1st1c, perhaps OWINg hıs faıth
1n psychology whıch afırmed that human beings nıfles blood’ TIThe sin-bearıng Joseph becomes
could leave behind iıllusion, that history eed ounder of HE  S rel1g10n. IThe words which

longer be estructive. hıs optimısm CaNnnNOT Joseph SCS when revealing himself hıs brothers
1n Egypt ATC those of Chrıst hıs discıples aftersımply be attrıbuted the effects of Calıfornıian

sunshıne the resurrection. In reply Issachar’s doubting
Certainliy the whole thrust of the Joseph 1$ homas-like AS hıs identity, Joseph States

‘Joseph bın ich, überkleidet MmMIt der Herrlichkeitrejection of lonely individualism and the afırma-
t1o0n of the COMMMON human aWaren«ess of hope ın dieser elt Mann’s Christ 15 superhero NOT

the future and the W of love.!/ It 15 clear that but the human eing wh: 1S CONTENT

Joseph 1S NOT IIICTE Bıldungsroman 1t 15 rather al wıth hıs humanity.““ Mann 15 NOT inventing
mythology, he 15 re-presenting OIl  mErzichungsroman which draws the indıvıdual OuTt
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The Religi0us Mann cal cliımate of incıplıent totalıtarıanısm, humanısm
IThe watershed in Mann’s C ATr around 4-6 needed ind solıd ftoundatıion. As wiıth

Goethe’s Faust who 15 really Prospero-figure,(curi10usly coincıdental wıth that alleged be the
ann’s Joseph 15 ONC who has belief ın the futureme of Karl Barth’s Trn CATIHE after complet-

ing The AgıC Mountaın and Wäds the that an 1fs possibilities (Zukunftsglauben). Mann
lıterature 1$ about re-Sayıng reality than himself Was the prophet of thıs eal of future

self-integration. For Joseph shows reconcılıa-indiıng of It talk about. Hıs understand-
ing of Wiederholung, of myth’ 4S repetition of t1on of the divided human being, including the

primal ® Was somethıing far IMOTEC posıtıve chasm between Spirıt and Soul/Nature, wıthout
than Nıetzsche’s ‘“eterna| return’ Aas termless TECAa- losıng anythıng of either Dy SOMNC PTFOÖCCSS of Auf-

hebung.“” Whereas Hans Castorp 1ın The AgıCpitulation (3 varlıat1ons OIl theme, for It MeEeEANT

making-avallable In the PresCcnt best of what Mountaın only OL realıse the diagnOsı1s, the
WEenTt before an would yert COMNC Such motif 15 later creation, Joseph demonstrates the remedy 4S

ell these remedies aTrc be tound In thebe found 1n Lotte IN Weiımar (from coincıden- ancıent tradıtions of wisdom, wıth Christianıtytally OIl the l1ps of Adele Schopenhauer) an ın The
Holy SInner (Der Erwählte) After all, reCEeIVINS AS pıllar of cıvılısatiıon. However, 4S mentioned

above, in that Joseph 1S portrayed exactly aAaSs thethe Nobel Prize he bold enough SaV A kınd of thing Dostoevesky’s Far Inquisıtor WasCatholic believe In the immediacy of God *> looking tor trom hero, Werner Frizen 15 NOTAdmıiıttedly, thıs sounds per1lously close Jung
celebrated *Gnostic’ bon MO  m+ <l do NOT believe WTITON£ ralse the question of whether Joseph 1S

the °antı-Christus’.that God eXIStS. know’, but 1t 1S perhaps Just 288|

exaggeratıon of Protestant theology.
rony 4S Ne ‘8  R meta-principle ften INCAanlls ONC Mann 4N Christ

ends wıth lıttle of posıtıve substance athırm. TIhe Jungıan elements (CAD be SCCI1 oseph-ChristHowever, Dy the end of hıs ife Mann became 15 the Pantokrator tor the CCONOINY of the known
doubter of doubt, and 1ın that SC1I1ISC could be

laımed 4S religi0usly ‘post-modern’.“* Yet Mannn wor. VEL, graC10uSly, he 15 also Hermes-lıike and
COomMMUNICAtTteES rough hıs ATTE the SeCTrETS of the

W as LOO much optimıst 1in human possibilities invısıble God wh 15 beyond time an The
aV been able WCAaTr the ‘postmodernıist’ Christ-myth thus understood, In 1 opposıtesetiquette wıth CONVICtTION. art of hıs lıking for arc integrated relates ell Mann’s VIEW of SCXU-

TEU! Was hıs remedy: the Freudıan clarıfication alıty.“ Throughout the work 1n 1ts OVEe of descrip-of the UNCONSCIOUS ın 1ght of CONSCIOUS, kıind of ti1on mirroring OVEe of lıfe. there 15 the
secularısed “DerspiCculty principle’.  2 25 yveLt there of Fontane’s “feines Gefühl’, tastefulness, but also
WOU be shıft AaWaV ftrom Freud, that of Goethe’s ethicized form of Christianity, and 1T 15
human indıvıiduals ave rther than reud- perhaps NOT wıthout significance that Mann broke
1a7 enlightenment of theiır personal troubles, öfft after the ‘Joseph ın Egypt section wrıte
LNOVC OUuUTt Gr themselves altogether find salva- Lotte ıN Weimar.>*
105  26 We know that In 19536 Mann WAas involved Werner Frizen has noted the echoes of the Pär—
1ın Organısıng the celebrations of Freud’s SOrth sifal legend ıIn thıs YSt part of Joseph, for whom
ırt.  aV when the latter Was “honoured ASs °the the hermaphrodite HMAature of the hrist-type Was

pathfinder humanısm of the future’ Through helpful 1n resolving conflict ın WaYV analogous
reu the human LTaAacCcc could hope find itself that of Adam)’s androgyny ıIn the kabbalah .°
standıng In bolder, IrEET., LLOTC JOyOus, artıst1- In truth, Mann’s androgynous Pharacoh
cally LNOTC MAature relatiıonshi1ip the PDOWCTIS of bıt 1ke Disney character, SOTT of CVCMN CamMpcI
the underworld, the UNCONSCIOUS, the id, than 1$ ere Khan from The Jungle Book Yet the OIlC wh
granted today’s humanıty, 1t struggles iın TCU- has become known through the merely 4S
rot1ic Angst and 1ts aCCOompanyıng hatred’.?7 ‘Potiphar’s wife’, 15 1n Joseph given NaAMcC, NaYy  E

Accordingly, in the OIllC StCPD beyond Freud, [WO Mut an Enı an 1n which her COr-

Jungian influence Was also mediated hım, prin- MeEeNT an COUTASC, worthy of ergil’s Dido, ATC

cC1pally V1a Karl Kerenyl, originatıng ın the early described an nobled precisely for the strength of
1930s?® whıiıle hıs aCCCPLANCE of Freud had become her unashamed desıire. Mann depicts the Omlall AS

qualified SINCE the 107252709 per10d. In the polıti- hunter, and VL also the unıversal soul distracted by
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delity (Chrıst? wh 15 A desirable he AaDPCars would SOON re-wriıte the Gregorius-legend 1n hIis
cold towards her She 15 OIl of the inest creat1ons Der VWa which 15 about the implosion of AL1Yy
of modern lıterature, and brief selection 15 In meaningful 1eW of authority, atholıc OTr rOf-
order, NOT sımply because Mannn iıdentihed wıth ESTAallt Where Helmut Koopmann SCCS5 Oedipal
her** 1L1LOT Just for the sake of lıterary style, but for themes In these works Dy Mann, prefer
the SCISC of the pathos of OVEe whıich lacks the SCC the 1SSUES 4S theological, do wıth relatıng,

“authorıity’ and the eavenly father, Marfftfer howfatherly ordering®° of the God of Israel.
kın grofße Dame, vornehm, überlegen, be Koopmann’s speculatıon about Mann

und kühl anı hıs earthly parent, Ihe direct truth-sound-hochmütig weltgewandt, Ing VO1Ce has been lost and 15 beyond rediscoverYyeingeschlossen bisher ın das Ichgefühl ihres
Gottesdünkels, un u auf einmal dem Du 1n thıs confusing but therefore myster10us world

We CAaNNOTL conclude wıithout makıng SOTMNNCverfallen, einem VO  — ihrem Standpunkt gesehen reference the treatise-like nove]l of Doktor Faus-ausgemacht unwürdigen Du, aber ihm verfallen
bereıits ın solcher cAhWwaCcCNe un bıs olcher LIUS, that work which perhaps showed ftorth the

Auflösung iıhres Herrinnentums, da{fß S$1e CS apocalypse of the German soul, UuSsCc the title of
Hans Urs VOIN Balthasar’s LOUFr through Germanschon kaum och zustande brachte, wenigstens lıterature fromI (noticeably quietdie testzuhalten der Liebesherrin und

der herausfordernden Unternehmerin des Mann.)* Whether the protagonist of the novel 15
MMEANT be Nietzsche OT Heidegger, there 15Gefühls, sondern sich bereits Sklavın wufßte doubt of hıs being gripped Dy philosophical DaS-des Sklaven-Du, da S1C VO ıhm hinwegfloh mıiıt

mürben Knıien, blind, bebend, mıiıt flatternden S10N whiıch 15 for the infinıte. Karl-Josef Kuschel’s
VIEW that there 15 1In Doktor Faustusedanken, flatternde Worte murmelnd, hne trade the S\”M11Cc old lıberal mı1suse of negatıveBedacht auf die Zeiten, die S1e doch mıiıt Bedacht

und Stolz Z Stelldichein mıtgenommen: theology God 15 where he 15 not.+ In fact. ın the
novel God an the devıl ave both een secular-

‘Verloren, verloren,„ sed the point that they dIC iıdentihed the 11C
FEFriedhelm Marx’s COMMENLT, that Mann Was NOT wıth the other.*® Goethe’s AUsSS heaven and hel]l

interesting ıIn painting Christ without contradic- 110 longer eXISET. Mann’s 1IrONYy Was of COUISC, HEOEVET

t10NS, argued agalnst Küng wh: thinks Christ W as merely cynical, but served rather attack fanatı-
L[OO sober an straightforward be anythıng ike cısm 1n all IfSs forms-materılalist, ideological, what-

GVT In thıs the book 15 IMNOTEC about GermanJoseph, an agalnst Frizen; for whom Joseph 15
actually the anti-Christ,*” 15 ell made. ere 15 ( Musıica Romantıicısm s corruption of Christian-
in Joseph re-interpretation of Chrıst AS OLlC wh Ity than Al1Yy dırect theological treatise. There Was,
astonıshes and confuses, but finally 200d AS philosophically speakıng, SOTT of negatıve dialec-
the [11all for t1C Ia lettre.**

The problem 15 that 1t did tend place the

Conclusion: Mannn the wandering artıst, himself£, IThomas Mann at the
CENTITeE of the unıverse—-and when that unıverse 1$

Where Oes all thıs leave Mann theologically, 0)8 4S wıde d5, well, the Unıiverse, and 1tSs g0o0d an
be specific, how did things stand between eviıl AL C mıxed together, It 1S lonely, confus-

the ‘“later’ Mannn and the udeo-Christian Od? Ing, solecistic an self-consciously VaCuUOUS place
For CrMtics of the Hebrew bible such AS bts reside. Lotte ın We1imMmar 1S NOT only Mann’s
an Westermann, for whom the Joseph concluding interpretation of Goethe,* but, ın 1ts
Was about the foundatıons of the monarchy an themes of Aılıal disappointment an tens10N, of the
hierarchy wıthın Israelite, CVCI Jewish SOGICLYV, “* hollowness of the theme of °*the man , of the
Mann’s interpretation (forty-five times AS long as iıllusıon of love, the of longer being fash-
the orıginal 1n Genes!1s) Was sımply ancıful 1onable, of the desıre mediate the truth Q1VINg

the CXTE1N that he sed the hang hıs WaY talk of “treedom)’ 1t 1S autobiographical.
W iıdeas OWeVver the FOCCHT popularıity of Moreover, Mannn Was hıimself Faustian ngure,
psychological an “reader-response’ approaches operatıng between the personalıties of damnatus
has 1055-OVCI between biblical and ht- and rvedemptus, 4S played Out in The Holy SINNer.

studies, an EeESss purıst approach the The prelude the whole Joseph tetralogy 1$
possibilities of meanıng 1n biblical text.>” Mann entitled °“ Descent nto but, d Mannn DUut It
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15 does 10OT designate title, NOT cshould It behimself, Germany ‘has descended into Deil:
and doesn’t o1VE amn for guilt and redemption Christian interpolatıon. But 1t lifts Joseph
through orace. But Mannn thought that he had well OUutTt of the ordınary and SCTS hım In the glow of

the dıivine (Gruen, Heritage, 98, wiıth reterence
05 150.5. 65 1515 16011214 2510

Notes 10 Dierks, Studıen, 246 3 along these lınes, Freud’s
Moses an Monotheism an embarrassmentGolka, “Ihe Bıblıcal Joseph StOorv and Thomas anthropologists an Freudıans alı.Mann’s novel’ In The Leopard’s ots (L& ar 11 See Eckhard Heftrich: Geträumte Taten: über19953); 3-54, VF “Where dıd Mann gCL thıs Thomas Mannn JLE (Frankfurt-a.-M.: Vıttor10princıiple of repetition trom, if he NOT influ- Klostermann, 419 Joseph 1$ humanised DYyenced Dy tradition-history? ccording portrait which does NOT deny hıs bad temper andMantred Dierks, Thomas Mann’s work also 1L1Aar-

the philosophy of Schopenhauer. In thıs his pride
Hamburger, Thomas Manns biblısche erk derthe Joseph novel Ga “wıth human self-hlıberation Joseph-Roman, d1ıe Moses-Erzählung “Das Gesetz”from the confinement mythological predestina- (München: Nymphenburger, 1981), 1/4 wıth ref-

107 Mann uUuSCc5S5 the ın SUC WdY
“rhat basıcally al] beings in the WOT. AT only (0BeE CrGHNtC Ernst Cassırer, Philoso,  E der symbolıschen

Formen das mythische Denken Berlin, 1925
SCS show hOow VO Rad \ın hıs 13 Ibıd., 108 "CThomas Mannn wollte, dass se1In Joseph,“Bıblische Josepherzählung und Josephroman’ ın mıiıt dem doppelten egen VON oben und VO

Gottes Wırken in Israel (Neukirchen-Vluyn, 1974),
285-304| challenged Mann’s mythological inter- n  A des Ge1istes und der Natur ausgeSstatteL,

die verschwärmt-universale Liebesreligion dieses
pretation of work which Was intended PrOMOTLC Pharao die reaktionare Tempelparteı in
secular wısdom an how VO  — Rad’s belief that SUC gesellschaftliche Wırklichkeit, ıne gerechte sozıiale
wısdom 1s .  open the future)” and lınear-historical Ordnung und humane Kultur umsetfzen ollte
rather than past-oriented and ‘cyclical’ CATICA- 1 Kacs, Thomas Mann (S COn Berlın  „ 1957
[ure thıings wıth TOA| Barthian TUS 105

Dierks, Thomas Mann-Studien VII Berlın 15 Ibıd:. VO9
16 T4 ALSee Goldman, Max er an Thomas Mann L/ Kenneth Hughes Mythos UnN Geschichtoptimısmusallına and the hapına OF the self (Berkeley: Uniıv. ın Thomas Manns Joseph-Romanen (Bern-Frank-of Calıfornia Press, Polıtics, TArh an the furt Herbert Lang, 1975); P °Der Weg VO'

Demvaıal: self and ın Max er and Thomas Individuum UuUum Typischen 1St als TE WendungMannn (Berkeleyv: Unıiıv. ot Calıtornıia Press, VOM “Interessanten” ZU ischen in Sch-
As commented on„and atlırmed Dy Krıistiansen legels spezifischem Sınn, VO Naturalismus Sym-1n Unform-Form-Uberform: Thomas Manns Zau- bolismus, Kr  kheit Gesundheıt, Romantık
berberg und Schopenhauers Metaphysık: 1INE Studıie Klassık verschiedenartig ausgelegt worden).

den Beziehungen zwıschen Thomas Manns Roman 18 Joseph, 165857
Der Zauberberg UN Schopenhauers Metaphvysık Gesammelte EVYRE (GW)\(Copehagen: ademı1s forlag, 248f He 20 he Was C  © PaCC, because He the
claıms that Mann chared the Dıonysan VIEW, that D: ın whiıch the WOT. existed, but the WOT.|
only through breaking things Cal  —_ torms NOL the place in 1C he exısted But he lay ın
OMNC Into eiIng epperkorn’s 1S portrayed onds, and God of waltıng upDON the future

im1tatıo DAssıONLS Chrıstt, NOT Dionysıan Joseph, I, ZO/..)
CCSLASV (282.) Schopenhauer mM Nıetzsche'! F Hughes, ythoOS, “Mann damıt iıne 1ijchen

Küng: °dıe artıelle Identität des menschlichen gangsfigur VON den mythischen den hıstorischen
un des göttliıchen Geistes einer TrTundlehren Vertretern der Iradıtion chafen
gemacht‘ (1n Jens Küng, wälte der 22 Hefrtrich, Geträumte Taten, 419, wıth reference
Humanıtät: Ihomas Mann, Herman HESSE, Heın- Joseph, Na 1686 “DDenn einerseılits 1St dıe Sohn un:
rich Böll | München: Pıper, 1222 Brüderschaft mıiıt all dem dazugehörigen
See IC Gruen, Herıitage an Hellenısm the saufwand die Voraussetzung für dıe Glaubwür-
veELNDENLLION of Jewis. tradıtıon (Berkeley-Los Ange- digkeıit der erzählten Geschichte; anderseıts 1St
es-London Unıv Press:; 1998 *R 3 die Absonderung ZWAalr dıe Voraussetzung für die
Ibıd. ÖD: c$ Phılo Maıgr. 8-6 rhöhung, doch raucht der Auserwählte nıcht
It 1S sıgnıfıcant that Isaac and Rebekah remaın alıve den Irıbut eines Aschenbach oder Leverkühn

e7z4änıen So können die Iräume JTaten desD1Vve €essing, CVI and u  a thus cancelling
OUuUt an Y possible invalıdıty of the essing inherited Lebens werden)
from Jacob (see ch 31) 23 ‚
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C A o  Cr Daichter UuUN elıgı0n: Thomas that his Faust-work Was beginning OMllC the
ann-Kafka-TS Elıot (Bern-Frankfurt-N York surface: 11OT would he OSEC the debt Goethe’s
Parıs: Peter Lang, 198%); 52 “Was aber als moderate STANCE Concernıng Christianity of ethıi-
poetisches pie erscheinen kann, musste IThomas cal worth (contrasted wıth Nıietzsche’s VIeW. )
Mann ın seiner religiösen Spätzeılt als Ernst O0M, AÄnxıety, ‘Mann’s SW AWAYV Oom
erscheinen, denn selbst hat behauptet, se1ın 0€© 15 the profoundly IFrONIC denı1al that aV
Glaube SC1 gerade AaUus$s seiner ıronıisch-skeptischen SWETVC 15 NCCCSSATLT Y. Hıs misınterpretation ofGoethe
Grundhaltung AUus seinen Werken und den 15 read precisely hıs parodistic SZECNIUS, hıs
Vorarbeiten iıhnen-erwachsen. Der Weıtfe OW. kınd of loving 1IrONY, Nto hıs precursor.’
WEeIITeE 1St die Religiosität des fast achtzigjährigen 23 Friızen, Zaubertrank der Metaphysık: quellenkrı-
IThomas Mann.’ Harold O0M, The Anxıety of tısche Uberlegungen ımM Umbkreıs der Schopenhauer-
Influence, ‘Mann’s AWAYV om Goethe 15 Rezeption Thomas Manns (Frankfurt-a.-M.:
the profoundly IFONI1C den1al that aV 15 11C:  C Lang,
CSSdl Y. Hıs misinterpretation of Goethe 1$ read Hermann Kurzke, Thomas Mann. Das Leben als
precisely hıs OWIN1 parodistic ZECNIUS, hıs OWN kınd of Kunstwerk: INE Bıographie München: Beck,
oving IrONY, Nto hıs PICCUFSOF 4729

25 35Ibıd., °r findet besonders ın ungs FrEeECUrreNtTL theme ın Kurzke’s 10graphy, and OINC
Schriften die für ihn fruchtbare psychologische with echoes of Nıetzsche’s psychopathology.
Bestätigung der Selbsterschaffung urc die Gele. Frankfurter Ausgabe Gesammelte Werke Joseph
der Einheıit VOIN Schicksal und Charakter, on UuUN SCINE Brüder I88| (Fiıscher  S 440f
eschehen un: achen, jener C.  re welche die Friedhelm MarX, Ich aber SAage Ihnen”: Christus-
Psychoanalyse mMiIt der Prädestinationstheorie fyurationen IM er} Thomas Manns, ran  Ft
unmıittelbar und taszınıerend in erührung setzt. Maın Vıttori1o0 Klostermann, 2002, 154-155
Compare (GW 398 be ran have NOT much ( 193 ‘Josephs Praefiguratio Christibesteht VOT

belief, but also do NOT elieve MUC ın belief allem darin, da{fß se1n Leben (wıe SCar ıldes
in the goodness which Ca  - EXISt without CHeL. and Chrıistus) als Kunstwerk begreift.” He 15 also, ArSUCS
1ın fact be the product of oubt (Cite ın Donald Marx, ON  m who combiınes Christ zıth Hermes-lıke
Prater, Thomas Mann: life |OUP 1995 453.|) character ın whiıch secret wısdom 15 g1ven Phar-

ohs zıth the uUuSCc of the “Ich bın ormula and hıisMann Ollowe: this by Sayıng, ın letter in
Ersnt Steinbach’s artıcle in the Zertschrift FÜr brothers wıth essing in which the “messiahshıp"

Theologıe UN Kırche (“Gottes Mensch Idie SZCTS passed
relig1öse rage 1MmM dichterischen Werk VO  —_ Thomas 35 See Friedemann (0)  A, The leopard Bıb-
Mann’) that he such taıth and Oou be 1CHa an Afrıcan wısdom ıIn proverbs (Edinburgh:
'alt! and ou ıIn humanıty, although the faıth of 1& ar 1995 Olka has recently given
humanısm he felt WAas long WaV down the road Aat the International SBL Conference 2002 ıIn
full relig10us taıth Ihe letter itself published Berlin in which he argued for VON ploneer
posthumously ın 1957) 255f of the lıterary WaYV of ecadıng the Joseph-novella.
FPrater. Thomas Mann, 251; drawıng Mann’s
agebucı tor May 1936 20 CF George Bridges, IThomas Mann’s Joseph und
The Correspondence of Ihomas Mannn and Karl Ker- SELINE Brüder an the Phallıc e0l0gy Old Tes-
eNY (translated Gelley; thaca-London Cornell AaMENtT Bern: Lang,
UB 197 S See also the comprehensive ACCOUNT 4() Koopman, Thomas Mann: Konstanten SELINES
by Wılly Berger,; DIDie mythologıischen Motiıve In lıterarıschen lerks (Göttingen: Vandenhoeck
Thomas Manns Roman Joseph und SELINETV Brüder Ruprecht, 54-67; PEF

4 |Köln-Wien, 1971 In hıs Apokalypse der Deutschen EEeLE (  Zzburg-
IThe Apollinischen/Dionysischen intellect Leipz1g: Anton Bustet,
instinct/will Co Nıetzsche had described H.-J Kuschel, The DEL Mırror: Human Nature,
the split See ages Der Gei1st als Wıdersacher der God an Jesus In T went:eth Century LIaterature
eeLE (3rd edn; Munich: Barth, 1954 London: SCM, Im Spregel der Dıichter:

3() “Lhomas Mann und das Christentum), in Koop Mensch, Gott UN Jesus ın der TaAteratur des
[11all (Hg.) Thomas-Mann-Handbuch (S Aufl.; ahrhunderts (Düsseldorf: Patmos, 1997 Also hıs
Stuttgart: TE Kröner, 2001 307-326, 319 yet LNOIC FeECEHT Jesus Chrıstus IM Spiegel der Weltlıt-
See Jung/K. Kerenyı Eıinführung ın das Wesen EYALUYT whiıch 15 kınd of well-annotated reader of
der Mythologıe, (2nd eCdn.; UrI1C. 1951 literature from the 4ast ONC undred years. )

372 Sıefken, Thomas Mann: Goethe-Ideal der 43 See Christian Albrecht, ‘Protestantismusdeutung
Deutscheıit: Wıederholte Spriegelungen 5-1] un: protestantisches Erbe in Ihomas Manns
(Munich: Fınk, 1981 185 Mann’s wrıitings Roman “Doktor Faustus  29 ZIhK 95 1998) 4 ] ()-
and ectures in the ate 1VE indicatıon 4728 He AarguCcCS that the ‘hero’)? Leverkühn FCDIC-
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Luther, wıth TAaSMUS c  played’ by e1ıtblom dare NOT contess to! Iuce obscurın4s! Nothing
between them 1$ °‘der Autstand subjektiver Wıllkür darker than ight Was Newton right after D and,

obje  ve Bindung Aat RLD “Religi0us symbolısm 15 ultural(
Of course it 15 110 esmall IFONYV that Mann nas been house, whereın have perfect right dip when
accused of “borrowing’ ideas om hıs friend and WC need LISEt the ftamıliar images make 1sıble and
ftellow-exile eoOdore Adorno, NOT least for the tangible SOTMNC general aSpCCT of spirıt.” ese [WO
writing otf Dr. Faustus. See Kurzke, Thomas Mann, made Dy “Goethe’ in the novel perhaps
504f wel the reCeENT edition of the summed tor Mannn hıs OWINN idealıst philosophical
Mann-Adorno correspondence. point of departure.

45 Lotte IN Weimar, 226 What ıf sweet OVEe itself were In ysling-M.Fischer (Hg.) Dıiıchter über ıhıre
DPut together OUuUTt ot nothing but cheer horrors, and Dichtungen (München-Frankfurt 1981);
the VEr V PUurest Just ompound of shadıness 1 111 248
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Fundamentalisms 'The Dynamıiıcs of Human iıfe
Editor Christopher Partrıdge Edıtor: ark Elhott

he INOST CONSPICUOUS 'Orm of relıgion EIMCTSZC
during the 20th CC 18 ‘*tundamentaliısm). What 15 1t be human?” Alexander Pope saı1d °theAny aCCOUNT of the modern world that ignores PFrODCI study of I[11all 1$ Man and ver Chrıstiansthe impact of the forces of fundamentalism 11

WC believe humans WEeEeTIC and continue be madebe significantly deficient. Whether OIlC consıders
ebates wıithin faıth communıtıes concerning 1n the image of God
the COrTreCTt interpretation of sacred wrıtings, The Dynamıcs of Human Lafe examınes truths

relıgi0usly inspired political aCtIvISm, about human lıfe, and CNSALCS wıth Current
indeed SOINC forms of internatıonal terrorısm, understandings of what IT 1S be human 1n several

fundamentalism be perenn1al of Its aSPCCTIS. Wırh contributions from promınent
rel1g10uUs tendency. rıtten TOMmM soclological, scholars an theologians ACTOSS the e  s thıs

ethnographical, anthropological, missiological, unashamedly theological book examınes the
and theological perspectives, together these human entity TOM anthropological, economıcal,

C555a VS provide SOUTCEC of rehable informatıion ethical an humanıtarıan perspectives.
and thoughtful reflection CONLEMPOFAr
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