3} CRITIQUE OF THE HiGELIAN DIALECTIC

«+».Feuerbach is the only one who has 2 gerious ,criticel
hﬁﬁﬁ&#ﬁﬂﬂhto the Hegélian dlalectic, He alone hes made genuine
'fdiacoveries in this sphere end wih,. in éenéf&l{fhas ﬁruly tran-

acewded the 0ld philosophy. The greetneasxof Ehe accomplishment'

and. the quiet. aimpncity with which Feuerbach Baa glven 1t to the
wurld ‘stand in & striking contrast to the reverea behavior or
~the erltical movement, ® S 1,

Feuerbach’s feet consiets in the following:

. 1) The procf that pbiloaophy is notnin: else thsn religion tran-”
?‘slated 1nto thuughts and worked out logicelly, that it 15 but another -
form and mode of exietencp of the alienation of hwsan eaeence, and - 15,

thererore likewlae to be condemned,

2) L#&m foundationlonpgenuine materislism ané real sclendg fo the )

[ R, i

- extent that Feuerbach made bng soclal ‘relation of man to man" the ba-:

ale princlple of theory, he 1315:$

3) ‘The countcrposition of the positive which rests on 1tze]

and 1is positively grounded in itself to the negation of the ne;éiion

which declsree 1tself to be the abﬂolute pesltlive, '//

-

Feuerbach explains the Hegelian dislectic {and ;xé}eby Justifles
the departure from the poeitivé. rr:m'semse-éértaintx)fln the following

manner:

Hegel prcceeds from the mllenation of Su}éiz;ce (loglcellys

the Infinite, the ebetrsctly unlversel), froq/ghe allenetion of
ebsolute§ and fixed-sbsolute abetiraction, Eﬁpuiarly spesking,
hie point of departure 1=z Rzliglon end ThCOiogy.

Secondly, he trenscends the infinilte, poelts the sctual, sensuous,
reael, finite, particular, (Phllosophy, the sublsiion of Relligion and

Theology) _ o
. g “‘
Ihirdly, he agaln trunscends the positive, reintroduces the ab-
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étractibn. thre 1n’*n1te' Re-lnt"oduct;on of Rel?,.oniand Theology,

. Thus Feuerbacb resards the negatlon of t‘ negation only as the
contradlctiop of pbilosophy - wlth 1taelf an phil-&ophy which effirms
Theology. (TranacendenLalism) after it has ﬁeni;d; u,land, accordingly.
arfirma 1t 1n nppoaitlon to itself, '

The positlve, or gelf-affirmation and sé'i-conrirmation

g

Vi 4 V
which *nheresﬁi"”the negs tion of the negation,‘iﬁ'hd/e conceived aa the

positive whicn 1B.not.vet certain of 1tself ;dhd thei§$Pre charged with

1%,

c‘therefore in
R !
ﬁt elfdthrﬁugh 1ts own’

" tohe posltive of

Bense-certclnly,'which is qrouneed in 1tsc1r ‘ig dlrectly and 1mmediat4§ h
. h_\ '
d

But 1nasmuﬁh as Hegel comprehends the neFation of the nesation

'; counterposed to . it,

1n &ccordance with the positive relzation, which 1= 1Tmancnt in 1t as
the only truly 30ﬂit1ve, and in eccordance with the negativs rel‘tion
which L=s 1mmzneat in it 23 the only true act and act ﬂf selfemanifesta-
tlon of all being, to that extent he has only dispoverqd the abstract,
logical 2nd speculative expreexlon for the mouement of history. .Thils
18 not yet/zggual history of man as a presupposed subjeet, tut only the
act of generstion, the history of the o*igin of man, 'e zhall equalu
the abstract form as well ac the dlf;crrnce between this moment in
Hegel, in opgposition to the modern eriticism end the zame process in
Feuerbach's."Eéaence of Christianity." Or, we might say, that we chsll
explaln the eritleal form of thls movement which i still uncritical in
Hegel.

A glance at the Hepelian system, We must begin with the

W geurce
Hegel'¥gtr Phenomenology, the true btrikviaex and the secret of the
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Pheromenology: . ‘
, A, Sglf—gonsciousnegg_

I. Consclousness
: ' : " , guense-certainty or the This and the Mine
i v © b)Perceptlion or the Thing with its ohnracteristica
{ . o © and 4llvszion

' c)Fnrce and understanding, Apprearance and the
bupereenaunua world.

iI. Belrnuonsciousness The Truth of Certainty of Itaelf
a}Independence and d:pendencc cof s¢lf.-sonsclousness,
Lordshlp and Sondage. o
b)}Freedom of Self-comecliousness. Stolelsm, Scepticlsm,
the Unhappy Censclousaness,

- ¥I1. Reason, OGertainty and Truth of Reeason, .
" ®)Cbserving Reuson: Observation of Nature and of
Self-consclousness,
b) Realizstlon of reasoning self-consclousness through*
1teelf, Decslre and Necessity, the Law of the Heert
and the Teluslon.of Concelt, Virtue & the Course: o
Co the World,
- o c)Individuality which iz real in a&nd for itself, The
. ) ) Spiritual realm of animals and the fraud or the '
o - e fact iteelf, Theé Law-gliving Reason. The law-testins
Resason, - :

_ B. Spirit
I. The True Spirit, Ethics

I1. The Alienaﬁed Sﬁirit. Culture.

III. The 3plrlt sure of ltaself, Mcrallty.

c. Religion. Natural Religion in the form of Art,
Revealed Religlom,

L. Absoclute Knowledsme.

Scine #bgel's Encyclopacdia begins with Logic, with pure, specu-
lative thought, and ends with Abrolute Xnowledge, self-consclous,

philosophle, or absolute spirit grecping italf, ms philosophlc or
gbesclute, 1,e,, superhuman abstresct splrit, therzfore the whole

Encycloapedia is nothing But the cxpanded essence of the phillosophic

' spirit, xzzxxsixxmhax:tﬁtxnnxanwx Feucrbach otill comprehends the
B8
negation of thp nzgation, conerete notion/ transcending in thousht

1_; and e= thought dé=iring to he e direct,contemplation, nature. sotual-
v i1ty, the objJectification of thought,In the sawe way, the phllosophic
12017 5°irit 1e nothing but the aliensted spirit of the world, thinking
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within 1ts éelraalienétion, i.e., grasping itself avetractly, Logie -
ia the mbnex.or {hc psirlt, the abstraoct expression of thg speculatlve:[

‘valué of the thobghﬁs of mah and‘naturé. It has becomse completely

" indifferent fo all‘éctual‘determinateheqa and iy, vhercfore, unactual

éasehce.'IIt 1s estranged thinking and thus abstractezd from neture

and actusl man, It 1s sbstract thinging. The externality of this
.ﬂbﬁtract.thinkinz 1s Nature, as 1t existe fop this abstract thinkins.-
’“Hnﬁure_ia ektefnal to this thinking, the lose of itselt, and this
'1'f£h1ﬁk1ng;aleo-3ranps Nature marely in an external way, as abstraoct
;?ﬁghbuéhts 5ut“aa aatﬁghged, dbsyract thought, 'Fiﬁal;y, there 1a sgiriﬁ
,if;q%ufblng tog;té own eource. It firet asserts 1t361f:as gnthropoiéélz

t

5%; —ghéans phenoﬁéﬁbldgical,-psychologlcél, ethioal,:artistic, reiigipna,,_

SPLFLL until:dt £1nally finds 145e1f a5 ebociete Rbowledse; and relates -

' ;:§he;§ow abaolﬁté} i.e;‘ébstract,apirit, to 1tself, ard thus attains‘ité‘;

_‘6éﬂécious aﬁd-abproprléte existence., For its actuel exigtence is gpgkrac
4100, ‘ . .

There is a double error in Hegel:

The first appears most clearly in the Phenomenology as the cradle’

of the Hegelien phlloscphy, hen, for cxample, Hegel considers Weaith,
alktnated from )

State, Paovwer, etec, as Esnernces aixerxixxHuman ?Espcence, he dgea 8o only
in their dlienatedfoprnm. They arce alienated eszences and, therefore, merei
an #lienation of gures ,i.e., abstract phllosophical thoughi, The whole
‘ - - : It 1a precisely N
movement, therefore, =nds with Absolute Knowl adge, itxknxprxatxnixxahutxulj’J\/
8bstract thinking s
IRirkimgr ozt from wnlch these ObJeats are alienateg snd to whioh they
stand opposcd with their Pretenslon or reality.1axprmntxetxxxlhntraxtx
thinkinxyThe philoscvoher, who is, himself, an abstract form of alishated

man, establishee himself as the yardstick cf the alienated world, fThere-

fore the whole historv of estrangcment, the whole transcendence of this
estrangement is nothing elae than the history or abztract, that is,

absolute thinking, logicel, epeculative thinking, Hence, the alienation
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which forms the resl interest of this externallization, and the iran-

scendence of this externalizatinn,_is_the opposition be:veen Belng~

in.itaelf and Beinc-for itnell, pgtween'conaclousnesa and,béit?a@n-

aciquunéss,'betﬁeen object and subject, 1.2., the opposition between:
sbstract thinking and‘sensuoﬁs,actualiby. or actuai aensuo“aneéa,lh‘thin i
the'proceaé of ﬁhinkine itself. All other oppositions and movements f K
of tneae oprositions xkkrkxarexiksisoleiyxinterextinsxoazx are only the  ¥

sembtlance, the veil, the exoterle form of these opgosltions which are

. ‘the golely interesting ones and whieh ccnstitute the iptrinsic meaning

_ of the other worldliy oppocitions. What is regarded as the easence

"or 81ienation which is posnd and to be transcended ls not ghe radf ihﬁt f;'

fhnman esaence materializes itself in an iphumen manmer in oppoaition to
ﬁltself, but the ract that it materinli"es itgelf from,and" 1n”oopds££i6ﬁ
'-1bo, abstrnct think;nh. "Thus tha aporopr*ation of the eassentlal- capac&ﬁﬁ-

'J&tiea of men which have become objects, ang alleh ohjeots at that, is,

- 1n the ’1 at place, an: appronria+1on which praocceds 1n conaciousness, U

in pure thinking , that is, in abstraction. It 15 an apcropriation or
these objects as thoughtis and as movement of thoupht, Hence, despite

itq_ thoroughly hégative and critical character, and "des;:lte the
aritlcism actuslly contained in it, yhiﬁh often far surpasses the
later dévelopments, there 1s glready in the Phendmenbxogz, In ehbryo,
letent the potentiality add the seecret to tne philosophic dicintegra-
tion and resurrection of extant &mplricism.

Secondly, The vindication of the objective world for
men, e.8., the knowledge that the §énsuous consclousnese is no
abstractly sensuous consclousness but a humanly sernsuous gmnsciounneae,
'that Religlion, Wealth, ete.,are only the allenated actuallty of human
objectification, of the humen essentlal cepacitles expressed 1n deeds
and, therefore, ovnly the roed to true human actuality «-thls aeppropria-
tion, or the insight into thla proceas, therefore, appeera in Hegel in

fOﬁiO
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such a way that sénsuouanesé, religion, state power, eﬁc..,are

. _ _F"_"'"__-“' SRk : .
spiritual esaences, :or in Hegel enly tbe 891 rit 1= the true essence -
of man, and the frue sorm of the spirlt is the thinking sgirit, the

A,los*éal'-apedu1a£i¥e spirit. The humanity of Nature, e&nd of the Nature pr .
,produord by hlstory. the products of men appear in it as Eroducta of

‘the nbatraot apirit and’ thus as ggirltunl moment e, aliensted esaences,

The Phegomenaloky iz, thersfore, thsa hiddén‘,still unclear

e T e

even“to.itsélf. and myetlfying eritical phllosophy., However, to the

extent that 1t holds fast the siienation of Man..even 1f Man apppars

NN S AT Y

only in the form of Spirlt——to that extent all elements of criticiam lie
7._hidden in it and arelgizénalready g;gggred and worked out in a manner
“Uextendins ar’ beyond the Hegelian standpoint, The sectliona on "Unhappy
» the” noqoranle bonccionenesa “the Tight orf” the‘noble &n

;downtrodden conaciouanpsa, etc., etc oontain the eriticel elements_-

~-although still in an alienated 'orm-—or whole spheres like Religion, the )

,qtnte, Givic Life, etc. Just as the esuence %s the object, alianated

,aa the subJect 1s always conacioueness, or aelf-ccnsciouaneas Or, rather,;

‘&he objeot appears only as abstrect ccnsciousness, man only &s selfs

"¢onsciou§ﬁeas. The dlfferent forms_of alienation vhich appear 1n_the

;zgencmenolggx are, Lhereforé. only different forms of éonscidusneas
and relf-consciousness. Just as abstract consciousness ir itself--as
thet by which the objcet is grassed--ko merely a differeatiating moment
of self-conacliouctness, so the jdentlity of self-consciouvsncss with con-
sciousness nppcars ag the result of phe movemsnt, Abasclute Knowledge,
which no longer goes outside,but mercly continues wlthin its own process
of abstract thinkinr, Yhat 1s, the dlalschtic of pure thoueght 1# the
result, |

The greainess of Hegel's Phenomenolozy, and of ite final result

~=the @lalectic of ncgativity ag the meving and ereating principle--lien

in this, that Hegel comprehends the sélf-prnduction of men as a process,
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regards objectificatian B3 contranpoeition, a8 externallzatlon, and as

s

the. tranccendence of this externallzation; that he, therefore, greeps the
essence of labor and CQnaeives objective man, true, actual man as the
result of his own laber, gég true, active elating of men to himself ee
species-eaaehce, that is; as human essencg,.1sppulg:poseib1é'pecause ben
'”‘aqtually produces &ll the capacities-uuhqanﬁnuﬁﬁﬁﬁ of his gg@g&g§-+and‘
this egain 1s pnly & 3 . .

_pc»ssible..\iwse collective activity of men, is poasible only as a

g ==, and himself’ /}»f )
result of history§ Mmescyem he relates/to HAVREN” ns well as to the objecﬁ;
 _wh'ch 19/2%a%?rst possible only in the form of alien&tion.

: uaun We wlll now present 1n & detailed fashion the one-sided
nass and’ the 1imitation of Hegel in the concluding chapter of the
'Phen"menolosx: 1n Abaolute Knowledge, 2 chapter which contzins both the:

summation and the quinteeaence cf the Phenomenology, #nd eontalns the

relatlon of tne Phenomanologx ﬁe-llnrto the speculative d!alectic. and ‘

the vlew of Hesel rasarding thelr mutual and many-sided relationshlp.
o N In a preliminary way,we will remark only the followings Hesel
_stands on the besla K
3 A : - cf modern political economy. He - regards 1abor s
a!;hé esgence, &8 che self-preaerﬁing eocence of man, He sees only yh"
poaitive side of labor and not its nesative pide. Lavtor--men'a be2 ominsﬁ
.for-aelf withln'the limits of ew*ernalizatlon wwls externallzed man, Hegaa_
"knew and acknowledged only one form of labor, that 1s, abatrsctly spirl a
ILEQQE. Therefore, what Hezel recognlized as the essence of phllosophy,
and it iz this in general‘which constitutes 1&s egggggg;i%gé externalulﬁé
1zation of man knowing him;elf, or externallzed sclence thinking 1tse1f.qiﬁ
And 1t 1s for this reszason that he is capuble of summarizing the pre~
ceding philosophy in terms of its partlcqlar moments and prescnting hlas
philosophy a2 the philosophy. From the ﬁery nature of the actlvity of
philosophy Hegel knowsa shat all other philoszophers have done--viz,,
they have conceived partleular momenta of Na e and of human life & 'T;?
| (Mot s Zompndiile),
momente of self-consciousness, or pbather o t‘BBif‘ﬁ’nEc ousnesﬁalf

o
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" We will now proceed to the“queation'of_Aﬁaolute Knowledge-~the last

chapter of the Phenomenology.
whe essence of the matter 15 that the gbjggt_gg;qusgic32nggg is none

other thnn ae];nconqclhuaness, or that the object 'is only oblectifled

- et T

ggl;zponaciousness, self—consciouﬂness es object. {Man = eelf-consclous-
nesa)a Therefore, 1t ie necesaary to t;anscand the object of ' '
conaclousnesu. Dbjecuig;§1 ag such, hes the force of alienated
“elntionshlp of men, not correspond lng to the human agaence, to self-

conaciousness. That means that the reapprog ation of the objective

-_esganqe of man as &lien ard produced under the determiration of aliens~
tich,‘sefﬁes hot only to transcend alienation, but also to .transcend
'\fobject*vitg 1 e., man is regard ag an un-chjective, qpiritua] assenoe.j

Hegel describea the movement of trauscanding the object of

Jconseiouaness An the followin‘*ﬁ@ﬁ 'S
= does. not B
The object #iEr toelf xi% only as returning
(That}is, accordins to Hegel. a.one-sided gomprehenslon of that moveé i
‘ment which graeps merely one aspect of it,) Man is mbow squal to Salf.
~Thg Self, however, 1s only man avatractly con#ﬁeived and abstraotly pro—
dﬁﬁed. %an is Self-ish. .Kis %ﬁ%{s eag; ete,, are Self-ish. Each of A
his eddentlsl capacities has 1n him he character of Self-izhnesa,. Buf'
on thls account/ig now gulte false to 88ys S8elf-conaciousnesas ggﬂ geBy,.
.ears, essentlal capacities, Human natura is not o gquallty of self-
consclousness, Self-consciousnesas, is, rather, 2 quality of human‘natui
of the human eye, etc.

The Self, abatrscted for itself and_flxed, 18 man as abstract
egotist, egotism in 1ts pure abstractlon elevated %o the level of
thinking. (We will return to this point later.)

Hecgel. regeards
umen €ssence, Men, &8 equal %o galf-consclousness, All
- alienation of human essence 1s, therefore, no more than alienation M;_

self-consciousness., The alienatlon ol eelf-conaciousness ls not resarde
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i Ve rah ekt i e i

~ '@s an expression of the gotual allenstion of nauman essence, Rathar; the
quggé-alienation,whlnh sppears as real, 18 u-aceordins'te 1t8 innermost
ooncealed essence, flrat revealed through nhiloeophy—-nothing tut the

appearance of the alienation of actnal human assence, of BPlf-nonsciouB-

i}

ﬁ.’!_t;l_g_lg_a The‘science which ccmprehends this is. therefore, called Phenomeno—-
logy. All reappropriation of the alienatOd objective €B8ence GPpears,
therefore, a8 &an 1ncorporation into his self- conec]ousneea. Man, 1naofsr
as he 1s *aking poeseseion of his essence, 15 only aelf-conaclousneaa F
'taking posstseion of the objectlve essence; return of the objlect to the

therefore, the reappropriatlon of tne object.
—SIM IR TN I N

. : D : .::l s cMEsTS ¥
con uioudneas’fFLan’folfbw
1)3the ooject, as euch,' presenis iteelr to ths self ag- 8. ..

.

vanishing faetor-

E}the emptying of self-conacioueneea 1£ee1f establlshes

’”tningnood-

S)IHEiﬂI!Ii!!nn this externslization of self-consclousness nas i

; not only egative, but E_pitive silgniflcance;

B ' h)signiflcance rnot merely for us or per &€ ae, but for aelfu

.e neciousne ss_itaelf,

5)The negativity of the object, or its cancellihgeits owﬁ-;
existence, gets for gel{-consciousness a puREMmsY positive signiflcaﬁce.;
“Or self-consclousness jncws this ndé&@lngnese because eelf-conecioueneasv
externalizes 1tself,for, in doing so,}t establlshes itself a8 object,
or, by reason of the indivisible unity characterizing its eelf—exiatence,
gets up the‘é;Ject as 1ts self.
shhov
6)On the other hand, there 1is al8o the sweor® moment in the
process, that self-consciousnes:; has just really cancelled and super-
sedad thl: externallzation and objectification and, consequently, has
. resumed them into htself as such,

-;.—

7)Thie 18 the movement of 5ciouanesa and is, therefore,
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ﬁhe'tcﬂalitj of 1ts moments,
8)consciouanesa, at the same time, must have takerni up g

relation to the oblect in ell ite aspects and phases, and heve graapedﬂitaf
-meaninw from the point or‘vlew of each of them, This: ‘totality of ite B
daterminate characteriatics makes the objlect per_se , or inherently, &
apiritual essence. and 1t becomas 80 1In truth for consciovvenens when
the latter aoprehenﬂa evary individual one of ther es ¢u1¢, l.e,, when .
takss HﬁPtoward thew the spiritus) relationship just spoken of,

ad, 1. That the objest, as such, presents 1tself to econsclousness f
as vaniahing ls the sbove mentionsd return of the oblect to the aelf, |

ad ®, The edternalization of self—consoiouaneas poaits the

catagory of thingness, Since man 1§ selzucorsciousnesa his e?ternaliz'

iucb_‘,ect&ve ‘eB8ence, or thingness, equals externaliged self- conaciousness.

 ‘nnﬁ thingness 15 poaited through thls externalization, (Thingneas 1s
"%,that ¥hich is object for him,.and object is. truly for him only what 1s"
eauentlully object, which ls thus hls objJective essence. Since it 1s

-not actual mae)and likewiae not Nature &s Buch -~D&N 18 human natureen
/

Hwhich 13 made the subJec%)but only the abstraction of men, namely, self-

uonaclouaness, thingness can only be externalized Belf-conaciohaness,)

'L:pht is aﬁsolutely‘true 1s thet a living natural being, endowed and :
- a1
gifted with objlective, i.e,, material essentlal capacities, also possessges;

actual and natural objlects of 1ts own essence, and it 1s just as natupal

thst his self-externalization should be the determination of'an Bctual
objJective world, whish appears under the form or externa‘itx and not
belonging to hls essence and 1s more pownrful >

There 1s nothing inconcelvable and perplexing in this. Rgthet the

reverse would be perplexing, But it iz Just as clear tha£ self-conecious;
ness, 1,e,, ite externalization, could only posit thingness,, i,e., gy - -
agaln only an abstract thing, a thing of abd?iractioﬁ, and not an agtual

thing., It is further evident that thingness,therefore, 1s not et all
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"‘independent and essentlal over agalust aéif—eonaéiouanéaa, but is a
nmere chature, somet.bing peeited by consclousness!and that that which ‘_ia.
noeited, instead of being'aomething'which Eonfirma Lteelf, is only a cbn-.

firmetlon of the act 6r7poaitlng, which momentarily rixea-ita energy in

the form cf a product$®® and in appearance spporticns to it the role--but -
. ) 2V o

only for ‘one moment--of an independent actual qaﬁ&uun

‘ Whon actuél corporeal mbn, standing opn firm and wellrrounded

egrth, inhaling and exheling sll natursl forces,-4hanks to his external~

.;1£é£15ﬁ};pbai€€¥his setual objective essentisl capaclties &s alien

L. .. } .
obkjects, it 1s not the act of positing which is the subjeet. It is the

*-J‘btheotivity of objquive ¢ssential capacities, whose action must,
"- itherefora, sleo be obleetive, Objectlve essence works objectively, ngd”‘

At ¥ould not work objeotively if cbjectivity d1d not hnhere in.the.deters

" mingtion of its eesence. Ii creestes, posits only objects because it dg
' posited through objects, beceuse fundswentally 1t is Nature, That mesns |

‘thlﬁ in the act of‘posiﬁlng, it‘doea-not depart from its "purenaétlfltyy

R T order to create the oblect, but ita objective product confirms merely..

uita”ggjggglxg_aotivity, 1te astivity a8 an actlvity cf an objectlve
naﬁufal eéﬁence. 1we see here how thypoughgoing Na}uralism, ér Humaniéﬁ;
distinguishes 1tself both from Idealism and Materialisn, and 18,2t the -
saxe time, ﬁhe truth unlting both, We see, at the same time, how 6n1j
Returalism i3 capable of grasping the sct of world history. . 7

Man is directly & natural J e, As & naturel &) and |
especially as?ilving n&etural Q;illnl, he 18 endowed_pqrtb with natural
Hrees, with lv‘l’ing forgee, he 1s an aEE\_r_e} naturaliﬁ. These foroea}:
exist in him as dlaposiﬁiona ﬁé?-capablllties, as lunstincts, As natﬁrnl.:“
corporeal, &en uous, objectlive e;gﬁﬁupzhe is, 1like en animal &nd plang
a ' éﬁ%ﬁﬁgggboned, end llsited being. Thaty is,the oblects N
of his instincts exist outslide bfm, 2¢ oblects independent of him., But

these objects are objects essentially serving his needs, essential obJecté 1.
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' 1nd1apensable to the s.et.ion and confirmat‘iqn of his own essentisl capa-
oitler, That men a/co-goresﬂ natursl, 11v1hg, <ntual, sensuvous, objeutiJL
ﬁﬁéﬂrmeans t:hat he hae actual sensuous objects as obJects of his essenoe
or bis TWEe~expression of 1ife, or that he 18 cepable or expreaging his
life only in aciual, sensuous objects, ‘[t ie the same thing to be cbject~
ive, nitura}. and aénauoua, or to have gbjlcet, nature, 2ense outsido oﬁeaalr

or even to be objlect, neture, sense for a %M:gé being, Hunger is a naturslt

néueaslty. Therefore. in order to séttsfy and appesse it, one requires a

P it e eemmpenent g e e

L . nature outside oneself, un objecivems outside oneself, Hunger 1ls. the o‘b—
'..,ective need of & body for another, for an object outalde itselfl, indis-—

' ;‘pensable to 1te 1ntesratior and expresaion of his 1life. The sun 15

: b]eot r::r- the nlur‘t, an’ au‘ﬂt-t 1ndispens.b1e to 1t, confirming 11‘.3 111‘

In'the same way, the plant is an obJect tc the sun, as: expreasion of the
. “ the
V._life-produci‘ . power. of the sun. of the objlective essential rorces oi‘/aun”

,whic.h does not have its nature outslde it.sel;f, is

: s, natural m takes no part in the %f nature, &% o
: which hes no object outside of 1teell ls not an objective %. ‘{"‘"f

mwhich 15 not itself object for & third % has no &

| for it.a object, that is, does not behave objsctivel its being 1is not.

ob.‘leot.iva. | G § @ 'Y"M M
SR et TR,

A non-objeqt Vo oUWy la e

'Suppose there was u% nelther itself an object nor htving\ 3
an object Such J o woud, first of all, %’I M e,

dut.side 3:_[‘_,1,1'.3‘ It would exist slone and

s_olitary. For es soon as t.here ere oblecte outside of myself, as aoon as

I am not alone, I am an Oiher, another sctuality than the object outaide
of me, For this third object I am thus an actuelity othgr _t.ha.u it, 1,e., '
its bbjlect, hi'ch 1s not oblect to anot.her;o%ga presupposes
thus that no objectlve azl:% exlats, Ae soon &8s I have &n object, this
object has mn for its object. BEut an \:lri'ob__n__j_ec_t.'ﬂg dﬁ%.i&w_funactual

, merely thought, i.e., only‘\i‘ancied.y SaETtme T
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at.abstracttbn1 To be sensuous, i. 2., to be actual, 1s to be an object
of eense. to be & aensuoua oblect; therefore, tc have sensucus objecte

outslde oneaelf, to have objects for one's sensucusness, To be sensuous | - A

S . 18 tg be uf;erins ‘ J&éﬁ*ﬂ " .
-~:;é§§§;;;53? Therefore man as &n objertive Behsuous q@Easte® ls & eufferlng
o ' gnd since hne 1s aﬁ:ﬁ::;ﬁee experiencing his aufferiqgﬂhe isa
p gealonate essence. Passlen ls the eseential power of man striving
energetiﬂally toward 1ts objlect.
V:However man is not merely & natursal, ,:z:iae but he 1is also a
!’JM “natural %. 1.e., an%s which 1s for itself; therefore,
. pect es.a #8 euch,he must confirm and affirm himself both -in’
Human objeetamarey.therefore, g=5§;¢E-,
, : ‘ Pl s e
offer themaelves ;mﬁfdiately.“ampﬂﬁhf;a
hnman objectivity. Weither Nature, taken object*vely. for Nature, tak”
suojectively, ie 1mmediataly adequate to human essenc ej; -And Juat as.~
all natural thinga must emerge, man also musi heave nis act of emergence--}
| hgggg;x This, however, is ‘for him & known act of emergence and, therP~}‘
fore, an act of emergenve which ie transcended in consciousnesa. Hiatory:

" 1s tha true natural nistory of Man,

Thirdly. Since this pesiting of thlnaness is itself only an

ﬁppéarance, an act nf contredlcting the essence of pure activity, so it

must alaoc again Pe transcended. Thinghood mist be negated.

ad, 3, 4, 5, 6.

2)Thie striviné toward consclousness has not cnly ne ativgéjh
but also po 1t1ve. e snins, and 4)thls positive meaning is not only |
for us, or, in itsclf, but for 1t itcelf, for consciousnesq. 5)The
negatlivity of the object, 1ts transcendeunce of L;aelf. has,for conscioqu:
ness, a positlve meaning, that is, 1t knows this nothingness because 1t
externallzes itself. For in thls externalizetion, 1% knows 1ts own

self &8s oblect, or the abject for the sake of the lnsep:rable unlty of‘f--“
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;1ta for-i1tselfness, G)On the otker hand, the other Homent is herein
1mplled. namely, that 1t hes :lsc transcended and witﬁdrawn into 1t~
8slf this exterralization and ohjectivity, and thnt, accordingly, 1t is

in its own atherness, &8_such,

We huve already seen that, for Hegel, the appropriation of
nlienated objectiva esgence, or the transcendence of objectivity under
the determination of alienatioﬁ-—which 1s to develop from indifferent
atrangeness into actually hostile allenation-~has, at the seme time, or .
'aven nainly, the Bigniflcance of transcendlns objectivity becauae the A

'istumbling-block 1n the alienution ls not the determinate nharacter of
'?'tha obJect ‘but its objlective character, The obJect 13, therefore,*'
son thins nesative. aomething transcend&ﬂs 1tse1f e nothingnes . For

uonaclounnesa, thia

‘afrirmation of un-objecfzvity. of abatraction of 1tself For. oonscious-,

;neaa 1;591!, kthe nothingneau of the object hans, therefore &, poaitive,f

ﬁennins, namely, that 1t knowe this nothingness, the objective essence
Py :

s that 1t knows thatit only exlsts through

,, 1ts selr-pxt.cmmm/gm..@ !

- m%.re way in which consclousness exists and in which
aomoﬁhlng existe for it, d!ﬁiiﬁ\ g ;%%ﬁgﬁiéL;ct Therefore, something
exists for 1f to the extent 1t knows this thing, Know‘ 2 18 1ts single
objective relatlion, Consciousness :nows the nothingnezs of the object,
1.,e., the absence of distinction of the object from it, the not-being
of the object for it to the éxtent that 1t knows thathhe objest 1s 1ts
self-externalizatlog l.e., it knows tself-. thﬂ + as objectew
because the object is only the &ppesrance of an object, an artifical
vapor and}in its essence/no other bhan knbwghéagﬁls-t, which is counter-
posed to 1tself and_thefefore has counterposed to 1taself a nothingness,

something which hac no objentivity outside of know . "‘“7;
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Do sk et e
F—mm ¥nows that only to the extent thet it

15 related to an objlect is 1t cutside of iteelf, doss 1t externalize

wltaelr,uthnt_it‘ltault appears to itself asa oblect, or theat what appears

to 1t a8 object 15 ﬂnly itaelf,
unﬂﬁﬂ

Cn the ' other handl‘am egel, there is ulso heré,eontalned the -

" other Moment, namely, that 1t has likewlse transcended and withérgwn in-

~to lteelf this externalization and objectivity, Hence, that in its

'-aelr, pretenda to bhe sensucuaness, uctuality, iife. Thinking surpassesﬁn‘

ﬂia 1m911ed, on the oche hand that aonsciousness--knowﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁg knowkﬂg?
{?thinkins ap thinking--pretends to be nothins 1688 then the other of 1t@

otherness, it is as sueh-hy iteelf,
. : ,_,---':_'7- g ;
i ™ PO »»-c-j#11 the 111usions of nbstract,;
. o '. . _/ ) -"
Firntlzg consclousneza,léelf-consciouénese is with 1tne1f‘1p
ta. othernosn aa such, It 1= ihus;-or, AT we dbstract here rrom &hé 
gelzan nbatraetion' -and aubatitute for aelf-ccnsoiouaneas the aelrn

onsciousness of men--~it is by 1tsel? 1n 1ts otheness as such, In this?
4
,j.
S

i
i
k]

. 1tse1r in tkinking (Feverbach), This aspéct is here implied 1nsofar

12029

far as he has recognized the spiritual world ~-or, the apiritual univer-

as consclousness as mere conéciousness meku an obﬁtructioq not in

slienated objectivity, but i oblectivity as such, ,

%
Sgeondly, whaet 1s implied here is that selfOconsclous man, tnan—;é
4

fproliofs ~
gal existence of this world--#2 <was, nevertheless, confirmgit'agaln in
this sallenated@ form and procleims 1t to be hls .true existence, restores
it and pretends %to be with himself in his otherness,as such, Thus,

after tranecendling, for example, relizion, after ths recognition of

‘ L
religlon as & product of self-giffiradrmseddam, he still finds himself

: P
confirmed in relliglon gs religion, kﬂgre we have the root of false

positivism of Hegel, or his only gpparently critieal positlon, which
Feﬁerhach characterlzes es poslting, negeting and the restoring of

religlon or theology/which is, however, to be conceiyed more generally.
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"Thus reason is by 1tself in unreason as unreado . Man wﬁo has recognized
7]

| fhat in lew, polities, ete, he is lehding an o P 1lite, punedea
in t.hls-' m 1ife,as sueh nis true human life, In thls way,
true. knowledg snd life are self-affirmetion -and aelf..conflrmution in
contradicticn with itseli‘. both in regard to know%nd tc the essence

of the object

Thua nothing more nPed be said of Hegel's adaptation to religion,

' the state, otec,, for this 1lle is the lie of his prinoipl f Q

L When I know that religicn is SRssgdioed hunan self-
. ;00nsc1ouanese, I, therefore, knoyw. that in 1it, as religion, I confirm, not :é
,f_m}' sel:—consciouunesa, but my % selr-oonsciousness. uherefani
" salr-conau*ouanes ~belonging Lo itself, and to its easanoe, 13

confirmed not 1n religion, but. on the contrarv. in a religion that J

has been negated, tranacended,

ll.

B S N T

In Hegel, the nesation of negation ias, therefore, not the conflru
.-mation of true essence namelv. througb negation of apparent essence..
:#bup;the confirmation of apparent essence, or of- allenated essence in
‘,;fé deniai, or the denial of this appareni essence &s &n objective essence ;
tiﬁgiutigg‘outslda mAn and 1ndependen£ of hiﬁ, and lts transformation_into :
the eubject. Thersrorﬁ, transcendence plays a peculiar role, in whleh
S : OISR
botn negatlion, and preservetlon or affirmalion, sre united,
Thus, for example, in Hegel's Philosophy of Right, transcended
;1 ie gg;°11+"- transecended morulity 1s the saze as ;umi_‘.

transaended family the same as ¢ivll society; transcended civil socleiy

the same as the siate; transcended state the same as world history.
In reallty, hrtvate m#w righi, morallity, family, clivil soclety, the atate, -
etc.)remaiﬁ in exletence., Only they have tecome moments, formas of
existence of men, which are not valld in thelr isolation, whleh resolve

and produce one another, ste. Mowent of the movement,

1 2030

It appears and is revealed only in thought, 1n philosophy., Uhst 1s why

Ir their wetval exlsafience thelr moving essence 1s concekled,
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m& true relizious existence is ny relizious -philosophical existence,
my true political exiatence my existence in the philosophy of right.
my true natural extsuence my exist=nne ir the phil osophy of nature,

my true artistic exlstence my exletence in the phllosophy of art,'myA:

Pl

true human existqence my phliosophlc existence, . In the same way,
the philoaophies of religion, neture, the gtate, and art are the
true exlstence of rellglon, atate, nature and art. If, however,
tﬁe philosophy of religlon, ete, is for me/ggfy true existence of

* religlbn, I am truly religious only as a philosopher of rellgion,

and’ thue I degw actual religiousnees and the actually religioua man*?

“;Ed at_the seme. time, I affirm them, partl" vithln ny cw1—e«istence
or within allen existence which I counternoee to them, Tor thie is
"only their philosophic expresslon; partly, in their peculiar originnf
-'-»rorm, for to me Lhey are valid only &8 apparent otherneus, as alle-‘ik
‘goriea, as configuratione hidden under sensuous husks of their own

osophic exlstence.” .In the eame_way}
transcepded quality ls ths same a8 guantity, transcended.qugntit§ .
the zame ag meggggg. tranacended mescure the same as essence,
transcended transcended appearance

the same as actuality, transcended actuality the same as notion,

transcended notion the same as objJectivity, transcended objectivity
the same &s apgg;gtg_;ggg_, transcended nbeolute idea the same as
_ apirtt, trenscended (N

subjective spirit the same as ethleal 1, otlective spirit, transcended
ethlcal spirit the eame as art, trznscended art the same as religio
transcended raligion ahe same &8 aggglggg_ggoglggsgL

Cn the one hand, this transcendence is a transcendence
cf essence insofar eeniﬁ'is thought, and hence, private property, as
thought, i8 transcended in thoughts of morality, And because
thinking fancies ltself to De directly the other of itselr, seneiﬁus

12031 ectuallty, therefore, its actlonseems to 1t 8l3o to be sensuousiy
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actuai Thus. this nranecendence uhrough tbinking which permits 1lte
‘object to remain in sctuallity, belifes 1t has actuallx cvercome the
object. And,7on_the . ner hand, hecauss the object hes now become
or it = momsnt of thought, thls object is aloo taken by 1t ip its.
actuality, a8 the self-confirmatlon of itsclf, of self-conaciouaneué,“
of abstraq;ian. ¢
: In‘ﬂﬁe‘-wbptﬂi, therefore, the existence which Hegel
transoends in philosophy is not zeturl rellglon, the state, nature,;
but rellgion 88 an object of knowledge, as & dogmatism. The same 15-
true ot Jur;sprudence. the science of ‘the state, the soclence of -
B nature. -On the other hand, ' hé ‘opposee both the actual essence and
direot phphilosophic science, or the unphllosophic notions of tbis
‘ esaence.,,He therefore contradicts thelr accepted notiona.
In nnother respect the religious, etc. man can find ln Hegel
his final confirmation.

Now.we muet try o grasp the Qpnitlve moments of the

Hegelian dlalectic, within the &-uoa!am'esaa “ofVallenat itm,

a)rran endence, A8 objective movement, withdrawlng exter-
nalizatlion 1gpg_i“§";§. This is the insight, expreszed within '
allenstion, of the gppropriatlon of objec%é&e essence through the
transcendence of 1ts alienstlon, the allenated insight into the
actual objectiflcatlon cof man, into the actual appropriation of hié )
objective essence threugh the destruction of the allenated deter-
mination of the objective world, through 1ts transcendence 1n 1ts

alienated existence, Just as ﬁh@eism, g trenscendence of God,

15 the becoming of theoretical humanism, and communism, as transcane-

dence cf privste property, is the vindication of sctual humsen livin
as 1ts own property, whlch 18 the bsconing of practical humenisnm, -
8o athelicom 1s humenism mediated by transcendence of religion, and

compunism 1s humanism mediated by the transcendence Of private
12032 property. Only by the trsnscendence of this medistion, which is
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nevertheless a neceeearv preeuppositlon. does there arise pos t;m_
Humaniem,_beginning from ltselfl, |

| Athelsm and communism, however, sre not a flight ér aeetrac-

“tlon from. nor & loss of the objectlve world produced by man or af
his eeeenolal capecitiee b"ought to objectivtty. It 1= not a poverty

returning to unnatural, undeveloped simpllcity., Abhelism and communism

are rather the first setusl proceee of brcoming, the mctuslizatlon

of hils essence become actusl for Man, apd of his essence as gctual,
Thus Hegel, *nsofar as he grasps bthe meaning of the positive '

eense of the negation related to iteelf, even 1 1in an alisensated wey,
'”EQﬁeeivee eelr—alienation, externallization ef essence, contrapoeition
and the eeperation of men {rom reelity 86 4 Process of eelf—conqueet.
alteretien cr eneence, objectification end realization,” B;eﬂfly,
'w;tﬁiﬁ en ebetract”§remework,,he coneidere_labor“to'be-the‘seiff
5preduct1§eract of men, ine relation to hlmeelf as an’ dlien eeeence,

;end itu manifsetation as e]ien eeeence, as the devel oping conecieue-

. ness and 1ife of the epeciesL . _

,b)In Hegel, apart from, or rathel a3 & consequence of the.
o - .. Tirstiy
perversity already deecribed, thie s&ct appears/only as formul
. because 1t 1é abatract, because human eeeence_iﬁeelf 18 regarded
only as an abstract thinking eeeenbe, an eelf-cohecioueneee.
sgcondly, becauee the conception is abstraect and formel,
trenscendence of alienation becomes confirmauion of allenation, But
&5 thic movemesnt of sclf-production , of self-chj 2ot ifidation, a8
externallizetlon
gcl fon P~ and self-aliensticn 1s, for Hegel, the absolute ,
therefore 1ts seli-purpose, restlog in 1tselfl and srrived at its '
epsence,1s the final expression of_human life, This movement, 1ln
1ts abatract form as dialectics, 1=, therefore, regarded as grulxr
human living, Yet, tecause it is an sbetractlion, en allenatlon of

humen 1ife, it is regarded &8s & dlvine procecs, hence as the divine
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process of men, & process carr ried out, in distinction from himéélf, by

its bbatragt, pura, absolute essePOc.

Thirély, thls- procesa must huve a bearer, -3 subject tut the
aubJect emerges only 48 a result. Thile reault the subject knowins
1tselr a3 wubsolute aelf consciouanesa 1s, therefore, God, absolu%e

8pirit, the Yjee knowing and affirming itself, 4ctual man &and actual i

_neture become pers prgdlcates, aymtole of thie concealed unactual man*‘
‘and this ®nactusl nature. Subjeet and pred:ceta tnernfore heve a
relation of abeolute inversion to each other, mystical eubject-object.

,_or a- sub}ectivity sxtendirg bexggg_uhe _object, the absolute sub1ect B

' alizug 7 :
*Ssa q_grocesa, & aubject“autkuu&!y;j; itself and returnins to 1t5e1r

4l;iitse1f and hv subject as thia procesqg the pure restless ciroling

.within 1tse1r We nave a foprpel and abstract concepfion of the human

' ?act of aelr-production or the aect of self-oojectirication of man,

8ince Hegel supposea manr to be the zame esg self-ccnscious-p

_.pggga the alienated object the ailenated astusl essence of man 1s

nothins else than consciouaness, 1s only the thouzht or alienation,

its abetract, and, therefore, empty unsctual expression negation,
Tﬁérefore, the transcendence of this externalizetion i3 likewlse only 1R
an abstrac+ empty trenscendence of the Tormer empty abatraction,

the negation of the_regation, fThe rfuli living sers:sue conerete

activity of aelr—bbjectification, therefore, Eéﬁomea its mere ahetf&cl
tlon! gQgnggg_gggg&;g;&xL an abstraqtion whiﬁﬁlis, azaln, fixed ag
,such; and 18 thought as an independent gctivity, as aiUply‘activity;
Because this so-c¢alled ﬁegatlvity i2 nothing but the abstraet, empty
form of the former actual living ect, 1ts content also can be a

merely formal content produced by the'abatraction from all content,
Therefore, the arstrect formulas, forms of thought, loglcal'categories:'
torn away rrom actual spirit and from actyal nature, &re the unlveraal

Torms of abstractions, gwimgwss i PN . | pPertalning to every
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content, and,thererore,indir erert to a‘l content and for that reason +§

b o

applicable to ary -content,
'The positive contritution which Hegel has made 1n hie
Bpeculative Logle i this: The deflnite concepts, the universal .
fixed forme of thought reprrsent, in their lndependence of nature
&nd spirit ths necessary result of the universsl alienstion of
humen,eeaence ard, hence, glso of human thinking. Ang tlerefor°
Hegel hes presented and collected them tosether a5 moments of the 7
proneas of ﬁﬂ!ﬂ!ﬁ&tﬂ abstraction, For example, tranacended beins 18;
'3@_esaence, tranacended essence 1s notion, transcended notion 18 the

Abaolute Idea. But what, then, 15 the Abaolute Idea? It. 1n 1ta

:;uurn, ngnﬁn transcends 1taelf ir 1t not going to carry again the
' whole previous act of abstraction, and if it ig not moing to be :

-satisfled with being a totality of abstracbiona, or the abﬂtraotion
. gresping itself. But the, sbstmction gresping 1tself as abatraotion ;

knows 1tae1f as nothing. It muet abandon the ahstraction and arvive_'

at an essence which 1is tts very bpposlte. l.e., Nature, The whole i

Logle %s, therefore, the proof that absgract thinking 1is nothing .

for itself, that the Absolute Ides 1s nothing fopr 1tse1f until

T\Iature 1s something, ' AUS , P Mg RN A ? e bﬂ' P o
The absclute Idea, the abstract Ides vhich "when viewed Qﬁ,-

the pcint of this, its unity with itself, 1g intultion."( Hegel, x

Encyclopaedia, 3, Aua p.zggﬁhibh "in its own absolute truth...resolvgg

to let the moment‘ of lts Particulerity or.of the first charaoterizaaq

. Won and .Other-being, the imuediate idea, as its reflsateq imege, go -
“forth freely Nature"® Thig whole Idea, behaving in such a gt;agge J
_G_barqquqﬁggpch has caused the Heselians tremendous headaches, 1g

Ny

ncthing migd elss than mere abstraction i, €, the abstract thinker,
who, made ¢lever by experience ang, enl'phtened beyond its truth, hase

decided under wnny false and atgiT abstract eonditions, to ebandop

O
e e T e n e Wl

‘himself ang to subatiftute hig otherness ;,‘ /L: ’5””
a 4‘/,_

2, shn s,
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