PHILOGOPHY AND RE'OLIITION

by Rava Dunaysvakaya

“haoter I . Hecel's Absolutes s Naw Zszinnined

Section A < THT PHENOMENOLOSY OF MIND, -

. ~0r Expotrisncod of .Conséldugness

Section B - THE SCIZCE OF LOSIC,
- O Attitudes to Objectivity

Seation © - THE PHILOSOPHY OF MIND:
A Movemont Iiom Mractical

Pt




Rnya Duwovskaya

Part. Ono - = .Wh‘z loeod? . Why Now?
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T : _Yeesdngofar as 1t\1g_ur ard) lias zade
B O TH R ‘ “us touch our limits I shall say that :
S pra " We aro-azll motaphyosical writers ... -
L S S - ‘ For motaphysics is not. a storlle
SR . . : - dlgeusgion about abstractdanotiona |
. Ctwnae e thich have nothing to do with
» S B exporionco. It i3 a livin: effort
D T C to'eabrace from within the humsn
SR Ll e wee » copdition in its totality," -
A . i Jean.Paunl Sartre .

Bucu.une ths trnnsrormtion of razlity ic central to the Hogzelian '
9

.dMGct ie,. chal'n ph:l.‘l.osoplw comes to 1ife, over and over again, in all
' 11‘,.'.“7'.« :

:.
-

# hmse:wf 1ived at shst suwch a historde turning

$.
‘“' jf-‘tin.lar he .'unpact'. of the Great French Rovolution, eroatad his ok

phﬂosop‘xy_, ‘-;a_rx L.ved in an:thar po\'iod »" '-r‘ai... cf 1-olubﬂr.usn re'.'clt . 4

n

g*s totally new ph‘.\lcaoplw of. liberation. of Historic

: itqeli‘ both from 1dcnlﬂ.sm and mter,inlism. nnd is, at the =mema timn the
o2t mLoremten DA f;'\aumkz.m‘g’
truth miting both’"-fk 1n t.he praxin of the proletariat es woll as in He

melly o

dim.ectic. Lanin, at tho outbrcak of World Var Ig and. tho collapsc of <5

-‘untnhlishr.-d Marxism.f alsc felt the compulsion to return directly to _the'- !

Begelian dialnctic as he searched for a concroto universal to eaerge fronm

ney mass sctions, o _ "

Yo such phﬂoaophic re-axamination emerged olther from within ' .

ast1h11 thad Cormanicm, ar by its most famous eritic, Loon Trotsky, at tho. -

timo-tho Hitler-Stalin Pact holped mot off the holocaust for which Hitler ™
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hnrl dong uo:-kod :'l-xz'b vorld Wer II and its aftarmth did, howmrm-. protuce
& retirth ot‘ st.udien of liopel that went harmd &n hand with & rediscovery of |

- Farx's- E)‘ohm...c-?-.-lo'!on‘tic ).:uusorintn. wm which rovealoed that Marx's

- ur.lti.oue of tho dogelian dialgotic wag, at tho camo time, a critique of

"vxﬂgar commnismh ns ast belng "thn roal of hunan. -devolopment, tho form of :

: hmun aonﬂ.cty. %{1). The pontmr thron-cornarad debato botween Communlsto and

the now philosophers —e Sartremn Bristenticlists and Catholie fumanists -

é@a«confincd to debating halls far rmved from the angoing mass st.ru-glen.

; I‘.*lutouthlim did break ncm uround in discerning and olaboratins an 1nnu:'
R Buttie. A wadlia o-*-,
cannectlo': oetwan idenlist and materialist dﬂnlectica. FAut-th Tt

':thr ‘.':.nto.'llortua'!. an:l-tbo vrkor, .Jnom- d3d. net, wnt1l & new turning potat .

“in: hintoe:'e'k _gu. uuvr:::ent rno:n Emctica Mmargod felluwing the death of

"_'-Stalin. on the ono h.an"‘ ar.i tho Eant barman fievolt 4n 1953, on the othm‘.

L Lndor the Mpact of Ehls vorkers! revolt, the East Puropean

: muﬂ.wauua..... La-un 16 ruice t.‘lm Auagblon of "{he young Harxt, By the time

" of the-, !hmgarian 'iavulutian in 1956, ‘tho Humanism of Marxism and the Hegelian

Thart b,
dinlmtiea vere brought to—tho-.{‘ront. centor of tho historic ctage. .zf-:.m;- ‘

o ozalnod thero svar “since, as the revolta in East amd Jost Ewrope in the

Spring of 1968 showod, Hor was tho rovélutlonary awakening in tho 1360's

1imitel to Burcpe. Cn the contrary, the African Revolutlions sipnalled the

birth of & now, Third torld, E.\fon US intellectuals who, through tho

!
g : -l'cf,art‘mritu 1950%s, hed luxm'iu.tod in the suphoria of tho illnaion of "tho
. 1:[ oL ; cnd of idaolog“ wero rudoly awakened by tho simuldtancoun appoarances in
E . ‘ 1960, "the Africe Yoa::- " of this ncm:' Third Vorld and the Black revolution
3 ._-‘_" "rge v withla tho United .-.tates. tlm.t h&l’uet'.!u producn. by tho mid-1360's, a wholo naw

: RES) Harx, lrst*-':'m o thn ,'.'n-:r-'!.i.nn Llelaztic. I happon to have boen

o the first to translatu into nn~lish tho now tazous Tianamic-Pallensshie
v : Yamuansinte, BN amd an quoting from Lt (Apnen ey iarie s : .
-~ - clition, p. Jvj}})a liince then, many translations have’ appoarei. Loo bl NP sraphy
.o for a listing,
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w o , w3a
s(mm‘*a'ion of rmolut.iona.riou. whito as woll ag Sluck. who refused to

AT

scpann.to ‘t.ho_rd .l'aolin, vr nl:\.onztion in the 1vory towors of education, from

-t.hair oppon!.u.on both {:o raclsa anmd the Lni,tod Statog.imperislist war in
Viotnnm Ina uord. tho novement from practico < wvhothor it was in tho forn

of nutrigh‘.‘. rwolutionu in East Turopo, in (‘uba.. i.n Africa, or nisvod ree

TS BT B TR B P ]

vo‘.lut.jnns aa in Pnrin or {gechoslovakia, or moro revults JAn Jagan and in tho
Iinited Statau v rofuaad to ba stillod oither in practite or in t.hnox-z.
' +3.r

It i truo thai ospeoially in thoe United utatos.,tho now academic

rovlval or I-Icwol reusins v.n-ldu apart from the aacond rediscovery of Farxts

Y- It is tz'uo i‘.hnt empiricisn ia so i.ntogml to the

Bt s

2ot hi...ta*y had insd .‘. ;;a‘.;hu. e Har : & now Numanism fTom
a culmimtion of tl'e Hogelian nhﬂosophy in the Absoluto Idoa. It. i3 equn:lly
true. houwor. that t.he objoct.i.vft;,f’ of=dhe f‘orca that brought tho youth.
fc.oa to faze, .ot .one ard the same timo, with reality and with Nirxts thoory
of nlion.a. tion, will nlan compal thom to como to. t.i *ips wlth the keroli.an clinloctic,, '

G{. sty Aa '{‘0“‘4’ .-"JV‘!»
sm!ceh *m‘mrrya ne tloserited as ons in which "all elcments of

eriticism llo hirldon :Ln it, and oro of ten alroady preporei amd workel out in
s mannor extoniing far boyond tho iIs;olian utan-:'.point,“ arri the mature Hary, -

in Ca )itnl. reoitoratod wan Uthy pourca ,..of all dlaloctic." (2) 1t did not

[ 158
then, and certa&nly cannet now. otn, an ovasion, but./a con:[‘rontu.t.ion with

7

Hogel's Absolutus. ‘
(2} Capital, VYol. I, Po
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_ I
‘ ,‘i‘hla in nat to way thet wo can diuminu. out of 11:md¢ tho cont ontion.
t.h_t Ha.,el'u Abuoluﬁaa ava-a ranu Loment of urj.stotlu s Abgolutos, if not o
t‘mouba.nk to Plato'a eoncept. u!‘ philosophor=king S'.hnt refloctad Grook

. na‘-j.oty uhm-o ..ln.ma did - a.‘L. ths laoor and tho mtollocta.al class, who did

not lnhor, d.’ui aJJ. tho phil.mophifaing. But. to thic sritor, -.tho-coni;antion
fnils ta com g'ribs with tho roauon vhy 60 against tha Groek philosophurs
who ‘re:l...n 1n a.cadcm..n. t.horo 13 the nmltiple arcd new robirth of Hegzel studles,

- .T.t tho counter-rwolution nﬂ!.tary night of t.onmmiﬂm {Cbincso as well ao’

_,Chaptm' I - Homl’s Abmlutas as Now Beainninga

.-

"Ju..t ag Pronothous, Lavinz stolen

Tire frox hoaven, bogina to build housos .
and gottls on tho earth, co philosophy,
havring evtonded Atmels 4o tho wnidd; tnraa
against tho apparont world, So now With
the lozolian philosophys!' ~= Marx

0

‘Iho Mi‘aot tha.t. 17281t concepta of Reason nrrl Froodon are Yin
tho air" pomts to- an m'gon‘.‘. nood for a now o‘camimtion.! n!ot for tho. sako

of Hc'"' . h.xt. for our nskos. Wo aro the onos who are '.'m neéd of a philosophy

that can moct the challengo ci.our t:lnabj. ¥ow that a novenont from practlice

. is -ru.inir:g philoscphic q_ﬂéationu of tho moot x;rofoﬁnd kind, wo can no

10:13'& aizﬂ'ﬂsard fhdphilosopher who 1ived at o "birthetimo® of hiptory we
the boginaing of an. azo of reveluticns. _ '
O sge of a.bz:olu-tos.ntchon tho counter-revoiution is not Just outslde,
bat w_i_t_.h_ﬁx_ the revolution itsell, domands that we put the Hozellan disloctic
to tho tost, flogol hokl that the dislectic, which ho callad tho Absoluto

| A P
Method, td--'bo."nt nne ant the gamn timo, in constant motion, and so glamant?

13132




£ s
'aa *to*\rﬁfnap to bow to any Abnoluto Substance preqiunly bocausa 1t 14 .tho
| flitl'wtic o!‘ tho SibJoct,. the continuoua procmn of baooming theo solfwmoving,
aalf-nutiva, col[‘-trmmemdinp ngthod af %hnoluto sopativityn, h':m could -
;_l.i.tn diunovarm-. ‘Bogel, poxsibly have stoppod itz J.nceanant. motion? It "tothing
:ﬁi:thar concolvod or !fnown in 1ts trn‘t;h. »axeapt gofar Az 1t 15 CO:npletely

—i e

;f;l‘--s-,

mb_joct: to’ no’l‘.hod " 3. why not subja'-[: Eozaltg Absolutos to Fet iy not
Ttost ity logic o Hogal'a Iowicf My ot rol2 tho £11g of Hezol'n ontoloztegl
o0 ¢ appwsar&noo '1’n tha Pho..o:-a;lo__g_v_?
&8 containim'
J‘ogy" (4) fourd) g

tho diecovm-y ot‘ :J.storioal Ihterislim. Ihis wag by no '

“mésns adsstion’ 't "ate.ming Hoged rightatds " 2 1a Fouerbach, Unfortungtely,’

feven thuso dtko Lu!.nca.? vho have prabad doaply ints the oritiny of
.n.Hc;:'.!..u.n nh-.msophy. vioured clear of tha Abzolutes, prafecring
to tr:malato Ho.zn?!:'s concunt oi‘"SubJoct" and Marxlg conoreti..ation of it ag
the prolutarlat into tho concept of t’m }f' Vanguard Farty, (5), By the time, -
hnwovot'. thnt' Lonin roached the £ina) chapter, "Abgolute Ideal of the Selnnan
_ - wab e
of_Ioxia, he A5 8o exclitod gyar .{e,-cl'a Absolutoe Mothed that he c;.ll attor'tion
10’ Enrolsty conclunion that "the s,,rst,o-n of He-;ol As mator dadinn turned U=
. -side dot:n. " '-f.}' ‘Ro that ag 43 may, tarx'a problems of tho 1840t ang 1660t g,
' {3) .cinnm of lozie, Vol, II, p, 458,

‘ bﬁ-n{r-‘ ’
(‘&}/ avyism nnt F-m-'o-': p 310

(5) "o.-:--a tho Pm-ty ic » 35 tho hintorical fory ad the
dctive ecarricr of . it ﬂimultannou.ly boconas
3 Proletariant, n
(.;uorg,ltﬂcacs. Hoanhic) Al ' iftnuedn, chaptor on
Mona luroabm'g. sdariiztn)
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L
: Engols‘l of tho -le%'ra. Ionin's 4n ‘the poriod of tho f_rcf- -,\:'.."’rjq ar . I.ul‘ac'

1:1 tho- early 1920'5 are .not‘_ff’r._g_.‘ﬁ !Iogol'a phﬁoaophy has a validity all of

PRENS

C its. c'm,nml mmt 506 m with, oyaa-::of zoda,y' Mmtmm. from its
e

or.'igim: ,ﬁpftho.roligiqclty oi' Kiwkegi'urd thr ugh‘lio!.dogvor'u ontolog.lcal

A PPN

) ;nqt tho go:ll of bun developn;ant. the rcrn oft- human socloty", (5) On tho
d's facaioﬁm-g:éoﬁm'féé’ 1“.. er..istent&nlism would hava poen dra.wn
to !-iﬂ.rx’n nharp diatin'-ti.an bmtw’dan oﬁanomic golutions - abolition of private i
p:oparty u:r! crca.ti"o humn rshﬂonnhipa. especially as the. 'w.tl.u'o Yatrx
..'axprossed St: “tho dwolopmmt ot' humn posrer which ia Sts own and, tho {rue
reain of iroodoa." (9)." T'no 'po'.‘i:rt hooa 'ﬂ:ﬂ tlm.t by tho ctart’of -the 196015,
: oo:iatnntialism fournd so:sothing hcklna‘., ln itsolr n:: 1¢ could not mect the
' challenzo of tha.ino::f. turbulnnt- dacnclo. turl i'b is 4‘1\13- docado uhich hag i-martod
4 now wrgensy to tho task of grapplizu:; with Hogalls Absoluto as pasgiblo new
bozinnings, ’
(6) Sitiatlons, I'!; pe 315.

{7)  Thno, chaptsr on Sertro appoars in Part IT, Altornatives,

\( fietis ‘-'Jr:
tayeeden g I-‘mﬂda'ﬂ- Pe 303
f\

(9) Canitnl, vol. TIT, Pe F5%.
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ilnct‘.an b Q. 1“.!::. zP‘!E'O.ﬂ.aOLQ..Y OF MIND, nr Trnorioncon of Zansciousnang -

\

", es0ur OPO"h is a birth«timo, and a
pordod of transitien, ‘Tho apirit of man
has broken with tho old ordor of things
“hitharte prevailing, and with tho old wayga
of thinklng ... == ilopel

Tha Phnno-mnolom of Mind and the Seienco of Iopic e liogel's "voyage .’
o-t'. diuco‘:ery" nud Alo'vic of abstact cauogorios - aro a gummons Lo mon Yo 5
161'. the deed bury the doad" (20} wnilo tho 1iving ge i‘crth moot the
chnllange :af tho tinas A" (1) gna Ygive ecar to its bpirit'a) uv-'goncv," (12) 'f

o~

Bui.f wharo the .mienco ‘of. Ina-,ic 15 without "concrot.ion ‘of sonne." the excito- >

3

_‘b_jot:t}.vu.uorld tha nt.ruggles of nolf-consciousnoua with. Ot‘tm'. tha b B

: ' betrrar, 2
‘ .conuciouanpua ‘of othora — ba that bottmen I..orduhip ‘and Bondago. or ‘&f ’ae.d" i f :

cor..aniousnass 1-.::!{- Lha own t'm.mupmnus w~ that the reader is raady 1:o Tollow /e
Hu;ol upon ‘the long. tor“uotm 2.500 yoar trok -of: -mstam phﬂosoptv from 1tu
birt.hpl:no in ¢ reoce Fomo 500 B.Ce to ita loap to "absoluta frecdom" in the
great Freach Qevoluticm tHog el did nat. consider it a more coincidence tha t

'—‘-"
horwas co:nploting tho P‘mno*onolcgz us \npoloon n horseback &tored frussia

P i AR i

(bincﬁ quel dooz not aollow. tha rea.dor to forgat anothor “prosonco! = t.hat

of sbzoluto Spiris vhosa "ta.mo has comeM.<hiptory itself, it ig truo.n
manifortation of the torld Sp‘*it) tiovortcheless, what we follow L tho
(10) Phnnosm. nolo~v, p. 130 '

. ('.Ll) Selonco of Lnr-io. Vol,IIX, n. 35: "thora are ne traces in
Tozie of tho now upivit which has arigon both in Loarning anml
in Lt e

(12) leotiros on tha History of Philosophy, Yol. III, p. 583,
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' "m'pariances or conuci.cusneaa" It iu. in ract. 1mpossiblo to zoparato the ..

t:m e reallty,.am npir!.t. -’Iu/nd ot hacause iHegol he.s 1mpoz:od spirit upon
7 roality:, b, booauao api’ri.t ﬁ.s 1nminont 1-.1 z'ehity.

- Tln-odahout ,nomanmom Q163 yorr oxistenne, “tho dmnlnt.
| rhyf,hn of the moment. cr ccﬂcnptual thaught" (13) Bas-cant 2 opell on critics
dnd t’olllomn'a alllfo. Iho dincoverer of Hintorical Hator!.nl!.am, Kard ¥ary,
crii.l.ci...u! tho ald nntm h.;ism ror .1.t‘.u fa:l.lu:'c to grapplo with nctuality.
hi.oh led o tha “uct...vo sida" bg.‘!.ng davelopn:! by ideal!.sn. :

Pém:onologyvma- Hthe ‘hiddon utm uneléar:
Fﬁﬂticai -philogophy, . - Howover, -
i‘aat atho a.liomtion of-}an == gran
fan nppeaz-s cnly in tho Lorm ef -§ J.rit - 0 ‘that extont
enorits of - c:riticiﬁ:rlio hidd and ‘are often -
raJ.roady reparod.and son ol :out Yn'a mannar- -extending far
. "beyoid Eﬁ'ﬂ hogelien . Atsxipoint, Tho sosticng: ‘on "Unhappy
" .ConscADihegas., . the !Honorable r.onaci.ounnnss'. the struggle
7 batWoen the - 'nobla' and ‘hagot coasciousnosy, ote., ote,,
eohtedn eritical &lenoAty we althsugh g¢i1y . in an alienatoed
form. e of ‘whole Gphoragrlike .{aligion. tho Stats, Civie

, ; -I.&to. ote,®  (14)"
(- " 13 That is 4o v 5oy, dospitn tha faot that Han is novherae brosont in thp
thnamenoiagy; despito the Taot, that; Hegel &nalyzos the dovolopmant of cone
llaciousnass end solz-eorscio ERASE a8 disambodiod apirits; despite the faet
that Froedow and 'lenson 1ikeviieo Appear only as activities of tho mind;
-despito 't.!:o fact. that Ha;el‘e "ostrangnd mnisht" has caught only "tha
mbstrac logical and spocilative oxprassion for the moveront of historyh,
‘ tho dialectic na‘vo-*hm.oua, conoludon Harx. Tavosls "transcemlonco ag an
obj.activa movement f’ Narx ;lrwlud ott trenscendonco ag- an objoctive movenant, -

———" .--- - .
.ﬂot-/.l.n ordler to .how uu‘*qu what wag Jbohind? the strugrlos of conseiousncas

ol -snlts-nonuciuusnass == the actual history of man's history. Marx wag
ales nrguinw against tho narrow zatorialiste who didn't undoratan that

J) P.-,..')-mnolc-*v. Pe 117
:J"U hjjm L\"\ ﬁ" Arving anl iyand 10, p. 309,
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-.1.t'. fm.a maql‘l.m «t.‘n:ut thad. dnvnlopn& 'tthe act!i\ro uido" wh!.le thoy,‘iﬁensnlven,': .
SAAT e bl s -"‘f'rb‘-ur. - )

faﬂad .tn aoe nuh-dovnlopmnt. in actual:!.ty as—we‘ll -ag in the atrugplas 61‘
{i

uonsciousnoss.; Tt. 15 i.im trolf-dwolopnont. t.ha fact that no outside Lforco
.propals n m'ramnt. formsrd. that nllo:-'od tho masot’ -ancyclopodic ninmd of I'.\n-opu
to sos tha dwolopmnnt of théught as. "parallelt (15) to world histcry.

RO Nhotho:, ono- nacopts Har::'n nritiquo.; and poes tho multzdudinous
ntagee ci‘ 8lionat1cn. of uubjoct nncl objoct. of Conselousness and Salf-
Corwoiousaosa, oz" Reason anl "twolution. of Spirit in Self-Estrangment. not
'to mnt.ion ‘.'.he divlsloqlwiuhin the Absolu ituelf. a8 an "ojstmngod"

t}m cx-ucial point is mt only thnt)there iz & corrospon.!ing

T S —— Wiea

istoy 30, far “vsfy sme or 'ﬁauomenalogical davalopnmnt. "‘L‘n hat
thought ml:lﬁ 1ts :c;a-t;r.i;l_n;:;—;n,a mnnar t}w.t It:mrtlzl- arain will--54 bo possible
to nepa.mte th'-so t.m Oppoa!.feu into uepsrate realng, - Tho mothod or uniting
'tho ‘Lo, dia.loc'r.ica. S.a irrocintib'lo becnuna it comes from within. Although
thmhiato io- poriuds eno not apocit‘iod by Heral, noithar aro they superw
d.mpooad by othcra on*t‘m stapgas or consclousness. History remeins the innere
moat core of ali. ol‘ Horal'a philouaphic catogorios, J.N. Findlay io
abnolutel,r corroct whon he writes that "I.’Iuch of the intonse cbscurity of
Hogel's toxt 5.'! hox'e ('Sectlon on bpirit in Sali‘-l‘.stmngomunt") due to tho
concm.lad pro enco or an hiotor- leal I‘ramawork." .Tn a word, ifarxists ami
non-l{arﬂ sta n.li.ke he.vwf:x'napod tho trutl-.. the doop hisborical naturo of

. .

Hiogelian phosophy,
{13) Loactiros on tha [fistory of Fhilozonhy, Vol III, p. 547

(26) Heozol: 4 Re-rxaminstion, pe 119,




s [} M

_ 'I‘ba';;o‘-’a;}n‘.\a:-ancé of onel-nncl ‘the same -movonent'. =~ the dialectio . i
. &3, ol eont.inuous pz‘ncaun of aolt-aovolopmont:. a procu*: "or devalopmont 't.hrou;;n o
conr.mcuution. tnrauprn a.ue...;.:l.on. through double Lnogation.' 3 bozing with |
8enaa-cm'u1m\, nru “naver ﬁég;&ng 2ty cdasalonumouon. not evon at itg
apex, Ausal.u ta xnaw.lmge. it As tue dcmlopmunu ol mankind's nlstory from

bonda.go.w frec.dom. and frau: tha French Revolution to Gormm philosop!v.

-
14

,-tho Fk'onch Rwolution trnnsrormed into dielectic method., :
Iho plcn!tuna (and uuﬂ‘o’rin{;} of consciousnesg in aelf-dwelopaant

e 't.b.n.t Hagol Iu.s gat.harod togothar for hig "Scionco oi‘ tho Expm'ienoo or c:m-

cdousr T urying J.nteu-pretationa (very oi‘ton ’by tha aamo
-discarning ree.der upoq _og,c_h_ ,re-roa.ding of a passaga). But thoy can do so
‘ bocnase, uxi 'only bacausa. H%Ol crcatod his- mﬁvm'ms through a most; painu ‘
"”s..ak.tng and rigorous axamiuatian of “tho movement of fo leaa than 2.500 years
e hhtory. ¢ fact t‘mt im.s J.aborioun developrent of marking c!l.l.mnateci
.:.m.thmpor:lcd of tho:Frencn revolut en drevo the genius to ‘broak with tho
. introvoraion of hiz phllosophic contoraporarioa.
. B:'rauaa Hagel s daa.'ling with universals,” u.s not s;apa.rate “rn;m tha
i.nuividual'm "mtpariome" it doesn't. -mattar If one dwells on a single stage
of elionation or on tha ‘allonations in thoir totality, fow BANY 6X05G5AN ww
i;rom Jqsi:zh loyce's roligious prooccupation with the "Contrite Consciousnass"
to Rorbert yas reuse's comicarn with “tochnological reality" ard 1its "Conquast,
of tho Unheppy Conaedousnoss, . (1?) haven't depomded on Fezel's Alicnated
Soul op Unhappy Conuciousnoasg? Jore one ovon to g0 to the m:trome aud supare
irpeso: Just tuo divisions wpon-the vhole of tho. Phnno"mnolm' v ovon this
wvould not be Mmongtt, Thus, "hat lappong Up to the Nay of Ravolutionpn

(I77 Onon- Anonaional Man, Ppe 56-83,
M‘“
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: could bo tne hen.dJ.n.? over Connciounnoss. Scli‘-Cunnciousnass and Roason. nnd

"011 i'.ho ft'm:m!.nn atn.ges of dcvnlopmcnt — '%pirit. Ho‘-lie;i.vn. a.nd Absoluto

. of,b:la grontnst mx'lca.

v’;#t} 2% trao that.

aJ.l aliem"ions. opposltiona, contradictions como to rest in the nur:rount.'m-’

ihtm'e'JJy tha reador can st..ll obja"t. :.-ayzi.n,

ot tha ohjeﬂt. of' conuoiouanoas e uoli‘-consciouqnaao ~= and becoming Abzoluto
Knotﬂ.odg&? \\'hﬂ.u 1‘ ia true that the ond, in Hagel. 1s but consunmation of
tho bouinning. no-rort.helcsn. ontolo-ricahy. hasn't Aegol “trangcomded" all
voppoa..t.ion. abnorbod it a1l ia Abrolute. Knowlodgo? flo doubt ho did roplaco

| thaology‘ with philcophy, but. it iy an Absoluto all the camo, isn't it? .
Anl .'r.a fc. froodon just conaciounnesu of freedom, not actual froolom?
| It doon.""i-'ndnacl'.-"'éum that at tho .ond Absolute Knowledga, pure
thought, has devoured nct\ialr:rroodom Thieg may have boen Hogel's conscious
eln. !Iaing tho phﬂouophmx ag tho yardaticky hcgel.' no doubt moant to do
Just t!mt ninc'o tenowing”, as R-.s‘rx orprossed d.t. 13g hio on'ly act',

(18} Philosonhy of Histary, pe 124




Hnrﬂt";hnhn. hiu Vogtranged !nsight" into m.n'a actual dovolﬁpmnnt. ms
~tlirivon by tho dy-mmic of ronlity. the .trrasiutiblo dialectic mothod boyond
tho oonf_.’t.na:l af' .‘\bnolui‘.o Knsvledge, bocnuse “laooluto Nogativityn. 18 the

Mcosmt uot.:.on. nvon tho Abaointo Idon doos not escapo nogation T~ ;f’
becomen the Golgotha of Absolute  Spirit, Letis follow Hogel nto MAbaciuto

Knouludp,e" s.ml g0, )

_ Hegel heging a.nd c.nda the !Lml chaptar, © bsoluto Knowlalgo” by
strocsi.ng that; ro‘-olloetion of all. stages of dovalopmont ‘13 oneo uay or -
grl.sping}m;thod of how the-opposition botwoen noli‘-cansciouaneaa anmd- its
. ob 4oct ms truseezﬂud in Ufo, Ho begina his rocull with the rirst aaction,
witn’_:modiatm "aanso-mcporienca" n.nd “its relatednoss to "Othar" pu-tly
aa porcoption. and aasent‘iﬁ.ly T unddratanding. Bowevor, instoad of going

- or: bo};he next aoquonua == gelf=consciovsness, olther ag it expresses 1taoli‘

‘&6 Lm z.}u.p und i!umaao. Stoiclsn, ocuptiaisn o> the Unhappy Conueiousnoaa -
Hegol stopy- in ordur to dra.w out whknt iz tho quintessontial ¢ not only of
Section I, but of tho entirs Pnano:nenalor-z &ni, indeod, of tho.wholo Usyctomh,
not & pagc of which !md Yol boen written, Hore 1s what ha writes:

Tho objoct as a whole 45 the mediuted result (tho

 syllozlsn) er tho passlng of universality into indiv.

$duadity througxh spacification, also tho reverso procags

fron tho individual, to univargal through cancelloed

i:ﬁlvi:lual.tty or spacification, (19)

Tho docopt;a}g pirplicity of &hism logical conclupion is 1ikely to

catch the readar nagwmra that Hogol i3 here introducing the throo contral
catozoried - the Univeﬁ-'bal. Pa.rticula.r and Individual ee of tha yot unwr.itton
Scinnes of Losic, It 4g to bo mtai that, though those catogories arae bound
togothor into a sylogism, cach remalng it‘agli‘, or mora prociuol;; ;';‘L;:;:.{u' not—
rodueiblo to the othar,

(19) Vizaonanolo~y, p. 790.




w1

‘ lt. hag oftan oncugh buon noted that tho Phenomgﬁglggy f.!kat hag- bean
-ot.l'm;e!'.::al u‘:u an. “Inh'oduction" to the lozic hadﬂgx'o;n to 800 pagos ard ;co'n: ‘ x |
‘tained,i”.in_fmt-. ‘many of tho major idaasof t.he Logie )uhich would take noq;ly
& ducedo to complete. -dmrszs—. 1:.h1u Tect is stnted marely in order to - .
axplain‘ tha difficultios in understanding tho Phenomenolopy, The explanation
- 1s also uzed to sagﬁrato ﬁha.t Hagellhad celled Vtho bachanalian revol® from v ;
‘.-thh'"sy;tom"; as if the Ioplo bad, Lo deed, Fallowsd up] not only _//'th‘a paﬁusions' o
"‘.,‘of “elt‘-Consciouenesa. of Man, buﬁ. that: the vision itself had bson lost 1n
"the ntﬂl cpaﬂas of thovght." -

‘Ihora 13 ncudoubt that tho ten years aeparnting Hogol's "voya.go of .

' diﬁccvary“ f:*om hls “system“ aaﬁl{reconoilm ph.‘.losopher. But it is not ‘t:‘us.

:as ve ahall soe lator. ‘that the- driving forecos no longer «..haractertzs the -
1-55__0 In any cnnn th_t iq tha yary raagsan £oxf ‘i:o.‘uw of the Phenomenologv.

q-u-'
1

l Hogel u:ﬂarscarcs that double nagation which characterizes the movcment from

A

Abstract (the Univerdal) to the concrete (tho Individual) “through spesifices
In a word
tion“ (tho Fa.rtlcula.r‘ holde trus aleo when tho process is rovorsed, nowaﬂon

) b
of tho:negetivn, not "synthasia" 'c'h.n'acturizos algo. the reversu procoss

from the individunl to the universal, (zo)In his suarmation, Hne'el domonstratos
that this is so in evory singlo ctege of tho dwalop:sant_}arﬂ. therefora,

from the very firgt soction to tho last, it iz thls which charactericos

tho whols of the Phannozenolony,
Xt i3 oruclial to grasp ‘Eh‘n movoment {rom tho abstract to the

N A

concrote &8 A el f-—moveannt £, and not.as if 4t adheros to somo sort of st.atic

triadic form. Yhough it was not Hegel, but Fichto and Schelling, wh spoko

(20) Toid.




of » ppa.}.osaphy ,as A dovolopmont of thasin-nntithasis-synthesis. this atu.t.o-

lue'\t bas -ao-af ton & basn miuroad as an oxpresslon of He"cli.o.n dm10ctic ~thafr
‘Re mugt; farry & mruom; loxz_,or to -show Almt tho three categorﬂ.es montionod
",hora ere not & "t.rip‘lioity" (21), not & uynthanis. not. synthotle cognition,
but the dhloctic ol nelf-davelopmonf. \.hrough a ﬂouola nogation. No
, mtter ﬂh:.t the pnenonezw. aro, thought'. molds the form of experlence in &
way tnat dpt.grminoa both the oxperiaznce and “the ways in which consciousnéus
‘.muat know *ha gb,jact. as itlelf,n Nor J.s the negation-of ‘the nurrau.ion a
'l‘, “hnllity“ ma pos:l.tivc is conta:lner) the ncge.t.i.vo. whlch 1s the path to -

a. nm: boai:min-, If. charactoriseﬂ ot only the Logic but 11fe° or, more .
":corroaﬂy put, 11:. is a movamant in the Loglc. in tho Phenomenolo:ry. a.nd :Ln

‘:'-the-dia.'!.octica in ganccral boca.use 11'. Ag a fact or Hstory as of lifs, - 'It

- ia cmsoless mm-ament. & vm':!.tabla conti.nuoua revolution. It ia the Llife-

hic.c,.. of u‘lO aizl actic. Tnis is not becausa de-ml ".hup-:sul" it upon bia ‘

: Ioaic, ‘or’ the ?htsno'nonolwtf. or tha Encg.,lomdia of Philosoghiml ociencou. :

It ie the nature of developmeat, It is a fact of 1ife, ” ) e

t ) e
Having 'under...':lnad “this mothod of grasping the ohjectl, dogel mends ™: "

(4

the readers back to the remombrance or things past, at the stago of deason -~

(21)Later, when-wo grapple uit’h the Looic, wo shall hoar Hogel
leuzh at tho whole consiruct of triplicity. insisting that it's ;
roally @ quasdruplicity: "If number is applicable, thon 4n the |
whole course this socond Ammodiate is tho third term, the first |

imzodiate and the mediated boinz the other torms. But it is alse

third of a sorlos composed besides of first {or formal) no?ativeﬁ’
and absoluts nn-ratwlty or second nerative; now, sinece tho formor, | :
{the first nojative) 4s itsoll the sacom} torm, tho third torm -"*9 % -

may now be countod ag 1ourt.h. and tho abstract form of At may. ’5; oo
b taken asz 2 guadruplicity in place of triplicity, (Scléncdd f.LOl-'iB‘ AR
Vol IX, p. a?u) ‘ P _;.b;ﬁl. +
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3 He notc.. th.a" ths mmem‘. cane before, cunsciousnesa as Pure Insig:ht and En- 2.
l_ghtm.mnnt. which _may ‘apppar more rolova.nt to our .age,

- o o Thia auli‘*h:onmnt complatos apiritla solf-optrangg- -
" © -mont An this roaln, too, whothor. cpirit in solf=allonation
. turns to seoek its ratety us to » region wheoro. it becomes .
.conscious of tha posce of eolf-c\quipouo. Enlizhtonment S

upsets the: hounchold arrangesents, which spirit carries out oo
. o .. An, tho house of faith by tringint in tho goods and furninhings
oo . 'balonging to the world of Horc and thetliow, (22)

are wag

e g

the
" The point in that in sach ce

out to ba but f.’u-ot na'-ation mist undc-rgo a aecom-! ne.ga.tion.

.rhus. thougn v
rf the ﬁnlightenmont "upsets hol..sohom arranganenta in t.ha

uoca'xiod 1n #

.

nr.mging ,in ths gocda and f:n'niahings bolonging to- tha wor.!.ct

oi‘ Hom nnd how." "pure cu.!.t,uro" t.ollld not negato tno Monivorsalt :Im'areion" ]

' or -eality am thonght.. tnoir ant!re edtmngement. tha ono from the other"-

..wbat. .'Ls :ound ‘in this aphora 1o th 3 -:o!....c:- ths conorste

- rasiitics, Statoupower and. wealth, nor tholir doterminate cone

- coptiony; moud and Laay nOT tne consclousnbss of good and baa

. '(tian consziousness that iz hoble.ancd the consclonsnecs that ia

- DAGE) pospess real truthy it ip Found €that all those momonts arg

0T - .Anverted ama transmutoed in ona-into tne otner; and each is tho
: . opposite or itgelt, J

Yo heaven 1s rcachea at tho ord or tha.hi: ghway or

81l other stapos
of aliamtioh.'

The needaa rovolutions (24) nover em, As Hogol himsel:

exproasea it in his Lactures on thr- Hintory of Philogophy:
(%) J.Oid. P. 512- (23) Ibiﬂo'po 5#1

{(24) Mo aonht. Hr-[-a.l. would have-objocted to the word, rwolut.ions.
but he himseir, in tne ireraco to the Phenomesolory (p. J.us) Tears
.that his duscr.;pt:lun that “the methea i3 nothine olme than tho

. ‘structure of tho whode in its pure anl osgential rorm", when cone. -
. tramtea to his consideration that hithorto tho quastion of ¥
' - bhilosophical. mothod was dealt with in absolutely obsoloncent forma,

"may perhann seom pomewhat, boagtfdl or revolutionary..." o kept
donying this. Tut, in the Snzyeloamria, he boasted that Ythouzht
ddprived existing inntitutions of tholr foreo. Constitutions foel

! victia to thau"‘it. veliclon wug, ansailed by thouzhte. .Philosophors

{ wera acaordingly banishod or put to Joath an rovolutionists L

y ) (paragraph 19, Addition,)

i

.

,uhcro !m hod. nn:ie hin rritiquo of tho phi‘louophios ‘baged on "puz-a arro“ 7 ! '

S

_ 3 < R
L 86,fnoe rosoluiion of contra.d:!c*ionfttn'na i

houge of :a:l.t.h" gm—' RO




HALY ;-cvolubions, in.
hiut,ory. originats ¢ _
the erdevrstandin: and Z.] : -
ing of himgelf, ham noyw- altored his categories.
1n & gnuor,. doapnr. norae intrirgic rolation with
The crmc'oi' ho mttar is thn.t: t.hiu movanant tbrongh doub?n negation
chnractez-izes tho tz-a.nar-endenco of cach stega of a.l:lom*ion 'as mll au tna
whole "Scianga of the c'}tperianca of Consciou " not eo:cluqigg
Absolate, . ‘ eacks
Ir thar-o iu rinally to; ba "a roleaoa" (25) 8 plunge 1nto "
i‘roedom. it cn.n oome onJy fhrough the ovarconhu oi‘ .lnternal opposition. O vk
iP Kires
.Each new unit,v' or opposi tos rm; ‘oala ‘.:hat the opposition is within. {Thy - -. w.. s
overcor.ing of tha opposition can only occur t[xrough aetion. Tbough tho
ro.ta.renco is only to tha e.etivit,,r or thonght. Practice doag _hera’ becone
- "A*‘-iun". Wity nege'l g the i‘:!z-st ::.nhetrent division of simple )
unit:,r of tlie notion, a.rd the returg out of this divigion? (26) jng again:’
"By thig Knowledge, (27) It would appoar that this meant action n thonght
only. H’agnl. a3 Marx put it, Whag separated thinkins i‘rom Subject," fron
the human bedng who thinka, an d by such "dehumaniza.tion" of ideag has ereated
the 11lusion that tho aciivities of know"edga can transcend the alienated
world, whereas ‘H: nap only be zbolished by actions of real man, Nwortholoss,
aven within '{egel's ab"t:-actions. one cannot help but, faol the drive of

ax:lstanca ~ tine and reality, Hogel considerg them-aa—:.ntegral to "the

lagt embodiment of spirit a. Absoluta Knoulodge" and notes tha.t sciance dooa ,

(25) Ibad, Pe soa.' (26) g, p. 793
(27) g, p, 793 (28) 104d, p, 797
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y-l',*..
mt sppm Sa tme am in rsula,ty' ;ﬂ.{;p;vit ):u# ar,rived u. this atnge .-l g
of baing consclousnsgs regarding itself. o S '_‘< -1
Hogal. it is true. romains 1n the ruln of thought anl 1dm\15.=au
tino “an upirit.'s ueﬂt:lny and noeusa!.ty" AJ.l ‘l'.he sema, Timo st.raightamy
does thingu. Hogol . hhnselr tol]s ua not to rorgat the sensuous t'eol‘.lngs.

_,'-.j. Just. baca.nse We have rea.chec’. Absolute hmwledge- My, nothing i3 known uhich

daas not tall witnin empar! enca. or (aa .‘:. .'u; ‘also ax:péeused) which is not .

felﬁ to be true ...(29, - ’ 7- ' - - ‘ . .‘-.:

.

U No mttor wh:!.c.h vay :,"ou 1ook. it is tho mcvenent. the selr-oraating
\“Subjeut" uhich is the principlo '.uxlerlytng tho Absolute. thareby distd.n- :

e / ‘_is‘ _tha pracoaa of knoﬂodgo =~ the trnnsforming of that inherent naturo into
A a::pl neazs. of Substunca 1nta Sublact, ef ..!:a object m consc:.ousncsa 1nta
the objoct ofa aa]i‘-consuio..wnecs. .04y into an ob.ject that 45 at the samo
t timo transcendod =~ 4n other words, into the notion, This tranaforaiag

f T

) procesa is a cyole....(BO)
"It now turns out that this "transforming processt ig nothing shont
of m.story: PThe proceas of carrylng fomrd this form of knoulodge of itualf
is the task which spirit a.ccomplbshes-ns actunl History. "(31) So that 211
the ahadouy phrasses on tho following pagod which goan to project phi‘losopheru
from Dauﬂu-tes, Laibnitz’{ ;pinoza,to Kant, Fiohte and Schelling, ac..unlly
rdealp with apaoiﬂc historie pnriodn.uor can ‘the serious reader fail 4% v
recall that hio presont attscks on Tempty Intuitlon® Yera indiea.ted as, sarly

— Ezsn Ibid, p. BOD (30) . Ibid. p. 801 ’
11) Ibid, p, 803 (32) 1Ibid, P. 1% -




8 atho .Preﬂn.co* (ubioh ws aotualJy written aftat- the wor!c wag aemploteﬂ); _ _‘;
“Ihﬂ arbitrury c:prlcc ur prophatié utteranco" (32) vag hin om cor.cept. ot
"tha- aariodsnoun. tho aur‘rcn'ing. the patienoe &l tho la.bor of the negntivo. “ ?" ;
: o ‘In oppt:aitian to auch "Arbitrary caprice" Hogel thrunta us atra.ght Y ‘
_,,,,;,,,. ‘ o.gainst a now. noga‘:;uvity- "Knowledge is awaro not only- ar itaolf but slso of .
' ‘ " the fiega tivo or itaelf. or itg lin:it. Knowing its 1imit moans lcnowing how to
: aacrlf.‘ice 1tse1f aae '.['hin last rom into ‘uhich Spidit pe.ssoa. :luture. 1:) its
living :immndiate process of davalopmant ..."(33) ¥
'l'hia is certai.m.y an tipaido-down 'uay of pmsanting Ib.turo.. Some‘ v

¥

tamous phﬂouophers have analyzed th 8- li.teral'l%s J Haturu "cama out“ or

..“m_nt- is m\thing s’!Fs!mple aa st;anding Hogel right-side up. For one thing
Hegal quickly enough shoued thnt the other n.upact of Spirit 1e His rz. :
And todsv'a comanta.tora mka ns mueh -rr-.rse arrors in int cr;.rc .u.... T‘*a
dlfficulty arisos because Hogel goens here to shut the door on- all roality

i ..s wa ranch ‘the CliMo.Ci'ic lasgt paragrnph. Absoluto Knowledge is said ‘to have

) /foun.d "its pathvay in tha rocollection of spiritual furms-(Geister} as they

R ; are in thomselvos and a3 they acoomplish the organization of their mpiritual

¥

(N

9’.}%

] kingdon ... Both togather, or Fistory (intelloctually) comprehended (beariffen),
T
i

begl

tho tru‘ o+ tho cartainty of .Lts throne. without which it were 111‘01053.

. form at once the reccllection and thé‘Golgoth& of Absolute Spirit, the reali.ty. B

Solitery and alone," (3%) E SR
In truth. 23 We gem, wo ha.ve rsachod// ot heaven. but tha Golgotha
L of Absolut\#pix it. Hegul trios softcning tho shock of roachj.rg death at the )

At e ta ot oawey

*Tho reader should consuld, along with the ptandard Baillle trans-
letion fizm which wo yuote hore, the new translation ot the Mrotace oy
Wlter Xautmann., (Huzel, Heinterprotation, Toxts and Commentary.pp.jo&—hsa)

(33) Ipta. p. BO7. (34) Fhonomenolomy. p. 808,
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w1Ga _ |
A o / . i
very psnm.ola ofiTheolo[,iana. ARORE othars, have/ of coursa, not rgn_,d to
call e.ttuntion to‘thc faot that ‘Bogol- Wag rophc:l.ng ‘Christinn Theology Hith

aT"f
bj.a, own ph!.'l.osophy, ub:lch iz. t.rua and” nct truo nt ‘tho came ti.moe

Spj.rj.t," (35) has been rofarr.ing vo:more than other "ombodimmts" of "’dorld
Spirits. L e SRS S

. Ihe wholo chaptm- has baon n.n ontpouring or f.he "81mple nediatﬂ.ng
activs tr i tbin.king" (36) vhton ba lod to this Mroloeson of Spirit. 'mf—,
*Hiatory:und Soianoo. in Hatu:-a and . Recolloution. and in t'.he birth or "a nmr

4o Ma"now tmrld" 1t 1'3 true, 15 ne:thirg tangibla. IrJ w.‘l.'ll ccnt.inua—

ntpuro conceptunl thoughbacutegor..aa of‘ Sc.ienca of - Lo ic,i‘or wh.’r.ch tho
N :‘Phenomemlogz*wna the "Introc.uction." But thia cannot ubacut-n t.hn Taze tb_.*
' Anaalate Knowlodge Was not, n.tter w1, the onds 4o usual. ths and 13 the-
chination oi‘ tha beginning wh.‘l.ch bscomen g new point of doparturn, 4ground

.‘..;-‘

‘ l‘or 2_new bar-inn._nn- Hogel -ian't. standing stack-still na Absolu o Enowledgn

bacomos the i‘oundation for 2 now lovel. of truth, the dialacﬂical dovelopn:er-tg
| . ,@f)whinh ho w:lal analyze in the Sclence oflocie, Felther have tha objective

-werdd and the mass movemant tomd to & stop, ‘I‘he Bovement ig caasole:s. (,ﬁ,’g}:
Ty oM. p, 806 . (36) b, g
B L Jna.n fyppolitn, uho traced, in qq detall, the rolationship of
tha actual stazes of the Jrench Revalution to the fections of:
;. Phenomenslo {Genbse et sttucture de l1a Phonorueﬁolorﬁe ‘
- Aubiar, Paris, 197 ‘has also calleq attention to tha T
new documanta of Hagnl's intelloctual developmant
: Entarisklung Pa 269, roproducod Legel's r
. - Not without inturost 1
quote;Hogel on tho Amers, can §
upon tea imported irito Amor “But the helief of the
ing tho payment of thet pum ignlicant in itself,
same time their no3t preziows right, made the American Rovolution, ™ Both Guotations ars
part of Hyppolitaets chaptor, the Significance of tha Feench Revolution in Hogol's Phanomanolo;
in his book. Studies on Mm. nnd liegal, (3asic Books, 1969), .
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«20m

1R or.?'m:r.. or Attﬂ.twsnn.to oh joctivity

o l"l'h‘ aoll'-detm&.nation in 1philonophy is not an illuaions
gh alona the Fioca i to . o 7t TE Ao tho algebra of nictary,-'.-.'"'
5.tt.01f 'pcnlf U *mgol S Ilarloau—?onuy i
AG n.mi.nst. the ta-xuibls strugglos of congclousrass m!
i .’ in the Phonomcnolovz. tha "subject" of The Sclenaen of
'.‘!.oﬂic ia the a.‘but‘.rnct phﬂosophic cnte;ory. Thio does not moa'?n‘ that Hozel
'_ha.l returr.or.t to traiitionzl n-n.,aphysice. It doos not mean that ‘his revolt
ms'd!rcctoi only azainst thoe ootri“ication that mor.nph,yaics had undm-.,one
e's &b{:aphyuics. ll'ol' wara Hozelts dia.loctic concapts a. nm'a '
_"jm'imsitlon of tna dym.nd.c to the muc, '-Jhatmrer- elemanf.s of ‘the_
boen presont in !.rintotelian pbﬂnsaphy.

LJM'..L,

pa"io in: -rmich Haral l:l.ved anc}! inspirud

no sbstx*;;ct cate-orios. no ;‘sb«olutes to escape tho tost of this new dialectic. . :
Hc.»el's conﬂapt. of philosophy as "the thought of lta .

tina" involvt.rl. &t one and t‘m pamo” t....me. & aepa.ra.tion from tho “ampty

bsulut.es" o*' hia phﬂosophic contompo“arios a-v.l mosting the challon.gn of

s-r. ,'

tha time:l ina uay,vouiu .baﬂrnbsorb past philoaophies an.:i vot: be 8 historic

continuit.y that wag totally nou. as now a8 tho ago of ruvolutionm

W
"""”l l.—!\a

mm”a"i an Lhe ont‘..f\.wa:t,l 2aused

I{isbory 'nna 5. g own way of 1 lunim.tin,' a uer‘l.ous work
I

'ishﬂ.'dﬁﬂn:j. Anl the hia-.or,.r of‘ ..orld Yar

5 t'\a :.ollauso of m{'ahlishe! uarr.lsm (tho r‘ermar Sonial Lomocrncy)a anl, on

t.ho othor hanl. 10! tho nuat nl.ll’mnt mtoriali-st of ull. Lnnin. te o new
‘...\. L ""h

utu'ly of Lnzolls ileallsm ,lha., leuaons for our days I;It Yol him: *o tho
oonclunion that ©Intollizont idcaliem i3 noarer to intollizont materiallism than *
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"h ctupk! mtorisliau.‘t'ﬂinlaot"c&l tdealisn ‘n.ut.ond ei’ mt.olligsnt'
;mtap?\ya!nal. undwolopod deed, vulgar. static instesd of utupid."‘ (3?, -

by tlarz und then by t,enin. that thoy £ind themselves in A verita.ble a __graemnt
*;ith Commmistaf/ who, for their own raaaonn. wish Hagol kopt 1:1 a cloged

mﬂdnd'-’s c‘welopmnt as a totality, Aturns to tha dialectic alaa .to- "t.he

‘)

di
,algrebra oi' rwolution n he point 3s-that Hegel himself' had not displace;r

reﬂitgr when he ont"red the realn of "pu'e ‘theughtv,
Qui.to the f'ontrary . -Ib-'r rhe puJJ of ob ective Mstory wh-.toh
gromrlod Hrwelil.n philoqophy p"‘é& the prineciple of freedon. 50 much ao that.

-tbe mm.eua-.-.re“manlfen-',aaiom of the World Spirigs cn-e rormrer i i.ndin,, them- .

w-%.

.nélves 1nadoquaco fio the task of z'oalislng this p'-inciplo. ar& “per':l.shh"
.Ncm it is true that the 'perlahinc® iz through aufhebung which ig not only
nagation. \buf. "presorvation.” But that doosn't seom to spead us tu the

Ahnoluto. _ ¥ach realm ~ Foing, Nssence, btion -~ gtarts afresh with new

- Fe-ategorioa. oR new g-ounda. and .whon wa do reach the Abgolute Idea. '.I.t}too.

i

..becomos a founiation for othar "l«.unii‘estations" - Rature, Hind,

The structure oi‘ the Ioxic shous no atreight 1ine to the Absoltrta
And Mot

L }{ntho;;. the lorie in 2 circla. Fach of itnm rualns i a circle.j‘only that.

" Sinea. insofer ag Fezel in concarnnd, tha accoptance of any catogory at face

_..'_ (37) Ah-:traot of Hordl's Scionce of Loric. I-hnppon-»to-&uuo—- Wea_-
...-hoern~4he first to have transiated thiu philosophle commontary of . .
.lonin's, It appoared as Appondix B in the 1958 adition of Marxism ...
and_Freedon, and 4t 13 te that Work that I wAll be referring. since
then, it haw had anofficial"irannlation in Moscow,and tho reader
“can refor Lo Ionin's Collected Vorks, Yol. 38. )
(38) selonco of logie, Yol, I, pe. 30. : 13149
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.,c':-:&cg:o;-y- Lafore 12 can p;oncc-.-vl f‘om:arcl.‘” Tho Lirast quc::ﬂ".ﬁh‘. that ilogol. pom.w.

Ly AU i AT i E

i Bl i i

' "‘.s’l.th"r.hat st delonso Dogint

ngé‘uo"uro &n thoe Saionce of Io-ie, having alrealy gone unrouﬂh

T;. tho wholo of tho ”"“uﬂn"w anl reachod Abgoluto Knowledza, only to have
ll Fogok nnk, "iith iat Must Soionce Fogialt i are told, furthor, that 11‘ o
" a¥o ooking for an Lmeliato, blanl sorathing that has aa yot not urdergono
amr redlstizsn, wo s'.m\fm knou “tharo is noth!.n.: 1n Heaven, Raturd, Sp‘-.-.i.t.
ur ammhom o‘lao. walch doos not contaln immellzcy na %oll ss modiecy,"” (37)
Tho eano thezo #ill bo repeatol at: the vory end of tho Doctrine of” t:ho
_lbt!.on" — "'110 Absslnto Tdos = - tud ﬁ:ro coniront.o:i all over acain with tho
-:‘noed fo:' nm- bag.hnln"ﬂ! “’I"tora i.n nolthsr .’m actuallty nor in t.hourrht; any=

"thinp' ﬂo olu:plo u.rrJ absh'act as 1: romonly Mauino'l. Such @ oimplo eatity,

i'is a nero ﬂlusion.“ (40)

‘In & word, x!egul‘s doclsion to bo*i.n tno Iozig with the "Ductr&.ns
or Bnln " z:ho'..'n tha ..ovmont of tio wholn Iz g‘_,:jblafron drziedizcy through
mud!ati.on a-ri roiurn to igvaiiney. Or, to put it (litTerontly, u:.inr_: Hepol's
rovalation when wo had reached Ansoluio Znovledgo in tho Phonat ."no'!.o"g

wora cont bazk te the rencbranco of th!.n-s ‘pant, tho catezerlon e univc:'sal.

Particulms, Individualywhlch we w11 not nont until vwe roach the ‘toetrina

of 4ho MNotion in ﬁznxm;'j-‘éjiuclose thae movensnt from Abstract to loncrots.
'.-m«.\t‘.:o"{a'osx lsok ot tho Josic ec a thola or any sestion of &t, this vill hsld
trun, Jegel wlll :"'vcr ellm: tho readers to forpot double m n{'.ion au tho
motivo foreco, -}1“1"-\’0'&.\. it isatt tho first nogation, says / of Eszoanco verms

Appcaranco_.t..at overeenos o contrn'.iict-on. It in only whon it hag reachiud the

49} Insie, Yol I, pe 800 (R0) Tobl, vol IX, pe 477

Fop el |
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" pesond negation that contrpdiction ia trangtcended, lih:-h' ua)-thtt. you
- cannot ga% to seconl ausation without having umlergone firat negation; fou
.hn'l'.'o to nogate 1&%. ic immodiately b.el‘o:'o you, Bub that doea not raesolve
cnntrndictians» " It 18 only the second ncg#ﬂon which has the pasitive in 1it,
which creoates a no;r fou.m!aunnl. a now beginning, The now ‘bogimning hera, now

N AL AT e G i W ot SR st

thlt Hogel has deci.lul to hogin the Jogie with tha Moctrine of Being",
Being ami hot.hing. both of which "perigh® into ’I;aconing. which is what the
Hogolima phﬂosophur is all about = & continueus proceass of booomiug.

' Tho oxposition of this contlnuourz process of becoming ia folloued

throughout the _g_ic by "Observatioas®, dii‘farentiating his phllosophy from
othor ph.lloaophiaa. . Nwharo is this more datai.'!.ad than- .'mf:ﬂaptor I vhere, ’
u.ftor three short paragraphs on baing. hothing. Becoming. there i‘ollow ho logs
tl:a.n 22 pages of "Obsorvations... ‘What lis crueisl, Vl‘lowevm_'. is not theldetail.
‘,'but the rolnt.ionnhip?"ﬂbsorvationo“ have to a new atructure.that anpears nnly
.'m the “%m.llar Iogic!, that of "Attltudos to' Objeotivity.“

In Chipter T of the Sclence of Lonte in observation 7 \Hhich 18

a m'it.iqua ol the icolation of the abetmc*iona L Selng and Nothing ’p 74!1&"

%ocominn- could hever have emerro:l out of them}, Hegol remarks that "the

‘most eloquent description ~ perhaps -already Lorgotton,” (¥1) was given by

Jacobl.

+

@" A docado lator, wnsn Hegel preparod tho much expandes second o&!.tion :
“of the. ngcla;:odin of Philogovhical Sciences, he had evidently docided that,

whothor or not sych an attitwto was "forgotton", it would alweys rocur in

the movamont or baconing when, in the prccoss of transconding cont.md:l.ctibn.

_-(QJ.) Sglonce of loriac, Vol I, p. U7




tho subject cecomes m:mtioﬁt with ail the stagns of negatien at must
l:ui‘tur- l‘.'m'oue;h. ana dnstoan rollo back into intuitionalism, Hepol, t.ha_-'nt‘dno.
introauces a m.olo new uu-uot.lu-e t:d.'l.od vAttitudes to obJactivity". (ﬂ.lt CONw

aiats ci tnree chaptm-s.

'\ [ ) far r'rom thiy triaJ signirying uny aort of"aynthaenia®, it e:lgnalu.

e TR

. dnsteaa, " a disasmberment. Tnere is a rorward novemsent Irom tno tirst attituda,

s - - - 7 »
BT LT 3 L 1t e M2 TAT s e ek Pl e Y e P o ey e

(m}hich covars all pro-Kantian thought -- gimplo raith, the olu mot.aplvsicn.
abstract unda_rntarxli.ng. scholasticisn, and doguaticm --)),-:o the second

. a T . - .
.’l&mﬂ'e, wiich 8 dovoted to both Bpiricion and Kantisniom.But, instoad of

golng forua.rd from tho erpirical and the criticul to tho dialoctioc we and./-“
nmm:u,y *fegol. considered his dislectio tho highest stage, the absolute -.." h
thoro 15 a retrograssion to Intuii:ionalismg #the school of Jacob!." "which
rojecta 211 nathods" (%2} 1& bocomes fudld?, returna to the"dogm.tlc nmeta~

.

plm!ic of the psst from which we sta.rtad‘? Thiue, $6 chows i %rsactis iouary

A =2he Ving  dnbill

mture of tho uchool of Jacobi.” (I*BJ R TAE

4

v

This backward stop is soun also in tho fact that Jacobl has reduced

fmediation to the immodiste, ths m&uitivo. with "ita passHords, 'Either-Ortt (&)
Hogel calls attontion to the fzet that the whole of,@iﬁ Doctrina of Essoncey 5

g dikcuaeion of the intrinsies soell-affirming unity of immodlacy and
mediation, (45)

(42) Engyelopodia of Philoscohical Seicnces, Since what is knovn
" as 3 tho M§TaiYor, Logich, ..nnl-:dm in 1t, has geveral editions, we will, s~
/Instoa'l of queting pa'e'l, Quote the naragraph. nusber,/ This is paragraph
77. -“Tar furthor reforoncos will -a.lt.-.tys— ooy Encyclopod.‘l.u. pnragraph._.. .

- (43) Banyclosiia, par. 76

(44) Toid, per, 06

(45} Ibidi para 65,
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You can hnar ﬁoral's anzar riedng 4o & cragcendo 3-1: the Yone-sided=
baka oo pdnnin ez xy L.-M-;j
néss" of the Int: utio i.sta‘,.to-eeen-a-m Jf.in,ruluarﬂ the truth from somathlng

hd
"‘:“ariu.nn trom the nzturo of the con»ent" btk é‘ ¢ piwrs subjoctlivign:

"Si.nca tho criter-ion el truth is I'ot.rd. not in ths character
of the content. but in tho fect of consciousnnsa, 21l allegad
truth hes no othor basls than sub Joctive knowielgo, ani the

. assertion that ue digeover 8 cortaia fact in our consciousness,
What we discaver in our own consciousness s thus exafzoratod
inle a fact of consciousnass of all and even pasged off f.‘or the
very nature of tho mind.n (46) .

G@Tv“) The Scicqco of Lozio mkes cloar onough how she.rply he aaparates
his Absolubes fro-; the Tewpty Absolutas“ of his philoaophic contempora, , ries,

Z‘ﬂ our. bringin._, 1n the attitudes to objectivity from Eneyclopaedia hare throws,

La o

ua hopa, 8 further 111umhmtion on vhat wo sxaptmt;pointﬁxg. out when we said

its ntrncuure shows no straizht line to the Absolute, “Not only that. Wo

ah:ll now ses that oach roalm has, go tp speak, NMits owm™ Absaluto. Yhich

1:| -xhu.t Sartro may cr moy nct havs meant when ha said uau wial Jag original
wit.h Existontdalintswas that the Yr and the &ct.pation Magda ugik rediscover

the Absoluta at’ the very heart.of relativitér itpolf,n (%7) Incofar as Hogel

in ccncerned,, the forn of tho_.-\bsoluto thaet energes in the Dc;ctrine of 3eolag

vas found to be relati.ve aven as lts ce.toocrien == Quality, Quantity.}i‘eaauro-
were found wan..ine'. o ) iy '

7 Conceptually, the ;ﬂ:bsolute that on.orges in any specific realm ig

found to te ralative. T‘ni': is oo, not morely becnuao the Absolute,. may,’ in

tha Doctrino of Being)is of a rather lowly kimd -a Absolute I.mlifferoncaj

And, as guch, it doos not "attain to Eagence, (*"8) though §t 10 a transition

to it, Even when wa reach the ground of Essence, ara dene with Belng amd its
quantitative mnnauremcnt.;:, turn to such ossentialitles as Identity, Differonce, ‘
Contradictlon, Appearance, Existence, Actuality, tho contradictions only become |
- the gharpor. Theyr are not me much synthealcod aa gathered for a .lit‘o-nnc{-donth

strugrla,
(46} Ibid, par. 71. (L7) Joan-Pawl bartro..mat iz Literaturoe, p.148

(‘R)  Balonee of Towle, Vol ¥, p. 460




' ;: . R ksd not and-:ri his LcLig wlth the Doct.rino of mcenco. What in axc!.ting in

26

‘Now,” whother one thinks of tho categorles in tho 'Doctrina of Bs.‘mg'

ay, emrly stagas of t.houg‘xt-dm'olopment. or of provious uouietl.os in the hintory

2.5 i)
“of mankind, or}roparat.o stagos of developrient within a given soclety, as, A

Mavrx thought ot‘ thn sarket phanomem v.ndm' capitalion, thess c.a.togcrieu simply

1'111 apart &8 onc rav-’a to & different stago ol dmrolnpmont. whathar that

LTy

f be in history, philoscphy or ec.anom.lqn, Thus, whon Marx laft the deocptive

1 sphore of mérkét'oquallty, of exchange of commedities and mnoj. even as

Hegel left the 'lLoctrine of Boing' with its quantitative me_a.suromenta'. to
autér the crucial lahor process ard thore meot reiation of lahor and capifal
lt{mint of' pﬂ:duetion. he hed fully transcended the restrioted Hegelian cones.

|‘-’ N

4
- goph of la'bor Ug);.accu..hg- dogal o. 1.{m1tirg his own dislectic to ﬁxtex‘.ior

(eonsciousnoas\ rather thm L{J in*.er.or (man) form. But Marx did not end . =
his grua.teat thecratical work with tha analyais of tho labor pracoaa. ag Hegal

thrit seotion is that the form of the Abz:o].uto mnkns ita =
The categories from the Doetrine of Buing. hmring brokon ‘down ae they

had to raf.‘lect. tho realit.f in its esseniials, Hogel introduces noy categories e

. Identity. niffﬂrsnce, Contradiction. To this day, philosophers nave-not "I‘or..

givan® Hozel for pla.cing contradiction in tho conter of :'e-ality. Hegel wont

his vay: "Cont.rndict.ion 13 tho root of 'all movement and 111;0. ard it is only
venwrs dnoofar aw 1t contains a Contrndichion that nnythir\, movos and has impulse

ard activity. (50) As he centinues on his separaga way from the o0ld ruet'.aplvsics.

(7)) Nichol'm Lobkowlcs ia about the only philosopher-

. theologinn uho, dospite hir antagonism to Marx, ptnpoint,s what

it wag that Harz criticliswxl in Ho,it-l'u analysis of labor: "In

short, Marx docs not aceuss iHozol of havling troanted labor as iAf

it wero a thought activity. Rather ho accusee hinm of having 4in the

Phenomenolony deseribed hitJman history in torms of tho dialoc e

ol consolouoness, not in torms of the dlaloctie of labor., shon

he showt that the only labor which ifagel rocofnizes 138 abstract

montal labor, he haa in mind the nt:'ucturo of tho Phonomonolosy

ard, in faoct, of desol's whole philesephy, not tha passages of labor

in the ono-rcnalo-:y and other writinge of Hez ol." Thoor and Practice,
Cpe 322) NG EHEFY o e %L Hac 10 ‘U“‘x‘""‘“" “ea3 M hee aks(ffuf—

(50} Seionen of lorie, Vol IL, p. 67.
13154
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';‘»mreﬁver'. 4t is clear that ossonce ia not meroly somothing "behind®

e
B

apponrancd_.' Frem the very atart of the "Doctrine of Essence", fdoczel esﬁblihos !

: _-t.ﬁe reality even of phow, for Fvsence, too, audt appear and get to Essence

"onJ,y from the \mity ol' ’n‘.xi..tenua and Appearance, fthe truth 1s slways csonm'ato.

o AJJ. contradictionﬁ. gx'ounds. cond.ttiona devolop., becone more acuts,’
a8 ws reach Actuo.lity. in which historie m.terialists can see the. total!.t.y
of tho crisis of ca.pi.tallm. What.Hegel does is have tha Absolute make its ‘.
sppoarance diractly in Actuality. at its very start. What seoms even less
undera tandable ‘to adherents o!‘ "ampty abgolutes" is that ths Abso‘.!.ut.e fnils
to develop Aott.a" i.ty ina satlsfaetory manner, The contradictlon between
the Abaolr..te and !‘otun.lity beconea axplicit-. It. is true we are not ncmg

_ ng‘l'a Absolutaa. The self which does the trnnscuuding of oppoai'Bn here
A :1&8 moved from the a’asfz'a.ct. principle of so dalng (Leibniz} to Abaolute |

Substan.o (Spinozn). “Daterminatenesa is. nogation == this ia tho Absolute
principlo of bpino..a'rs philosophy. ead this trua and simple i.nsight 15 tho
fotmdation nf the ahsolute unity of Substances But Spinoza doos not pass on
bayond negation ag detern:inntaneaa or quality to a rocognition of it as
absoluto. that is, aolf-neg,ating. negzztion +«» Therefore, Substance lacks

the principle of parsonal' ty eeet (51)
The fact that tho polomical movenent in the logiec here occurs in

Actuality 11luminatos the objuctive drive a3 wall as the historic conflict

in & pannor far beyord a conflict §f categories, ' One noods to bo alrost

oppressively awaro of this polumiéa;l movemant aa a conflict of fact (52)
(51} IbA, p. 168

- (52) “#ree, philosophic thought has this direct connection
wlth practical freodom; thai as tho former supplios thought
about the absolute, universal and roal universality ...On account
of thie goaeral connection botweon politicel freedom and the
froedom of thought, Philosophy only appears in History where and
in as far os free institutions are formod." (anturon on _tho ilatory
of Philosophy,Yel I., p. 95)

.
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as wo'!..'l. ag n!‘ ﬁo-:-lxt. Iho objact.lve pull of history will be unmist.akably
cloar in ?.ha Philorcrahy nt‘ pandy “'.v.rhon individuals and nations hn.vo onco

got in thoir hoarla tho.abtract consopt of full.blown liberty, thore is
nof.hing"'li!c'o Ltl §n its uncentrollable strongth, Just hqcnusa it 1 the very
escence of nind. ard trmt. as its vory actuuzlity.” Ard, it 18 this uhi.cﬁ .
1iterally broaka down the ea.te.ﬂorloa of the Doutrine of Essonco at the atsgo
whm'o Aatnallity woves fron the fom of the Absclute as Subatanco to, its fora
a8 Lontin»tency. anossit.y. Caugality am! Zecliprocity,as Wo approa.ch the -
Doct. !.no c!‘ t.ha iotiden: tuat Hdopol charncterﬁ.zed as fthe realm of Subject-

: 1v1ty o I‘reedo:n n (53),

: ’:,-u = ol l-\-i"l‘
) Aa Hen_:e;. lot us know in tha Phnnov: nolagy ho has no wEo i‘or. "tha

\

‘ ﬁfﬁééﬁ\}i of ﬁon‘.ﬁ..s" o doaﬂ not wiah to. o thrau-vh wtho 3m'10u.nnnss, labor. :-‘_-,,

pnt,!.once. uui‘far.lnrr of the nogative',; who w.it:her to ruach for the Absolute "l:.l.o .i i
.- a ahot. 'o‘f-t‘le i?istol." tpat he wvald, whon he, .,c‘xcl...i_.,_,. 1chtn. the romnt:.cistu' g

in minl Fogoi. in moro to-rpcrate t.orms. &6 WO BaV, éirocted in tho Sc.‘mnr- o

of'l.oric azainst his Abuolntna i‘ro-n those of Loibnitz and Sphnoza spoci.fir,any

1n the section on thu Aocoluto as At appears in tho Noctrine of Essonce.

Now that we are in thu Doct.r‘l.no of. tho lotion, it voull secm, on tﬁu

aurf'uce.Athnt we -hM reachcrl the-omd of the polonical movenont, As againﬁt

some thirf.y "Obsm-vationn" ir Book I and fourtoen in fook II, thord are only . .

two in tho whole of Book III . In fact. howgver, the poloz:ical mvemont ig |

Just as sntransiiont, but it i..lno»lon-er paparated ag 1f thay tmro“aido

raonarkst and v l]l?ﬂ”ta.j’ in the t.ant. .

Hozol o’-.w.l.onsl » foals thet the turning point of the whole movancat

of Hotion == tho gacon? nopativity which will tr-nnacar.d tha oppositlon betuoea oF

(53) Seiecnen of Ipete, Vol I, p. 205.
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"hoti.on and’ Reailty, *wo “:anumies" mmt azein once and for all be "negatodV K

(1) synthetlc co,_,nition which rmognizes the rolationship betwsen bnivoruut.y

ani Particular "ttops dead?, will nct move tc tha second negl.tivity. to the
| concrem. tha inlivilualy (2) Intuitionalism which seos "nullity™ as only

puasihle :*esnlt frox absnluto n‘omt.ivity or doﬁblo nogntlon; Eegol, thnra‘oro.
mnts to r!afino whet. exactly i3 "tho most important part of rational cognition,* ~r

Baw ono must hold ¢cn ta the posij;ivo. in the negative: "o kold fadt tho positiva ‘~‘
'J.ﬁ ite nozative, and the contont of the pmnuppoéition in the regult, is the

"‘most ﬁnpnrtant part, of rational cogniticn; also only tho gimpleat reflaction.

ia ;medod tio furninh corviction of the abﬁoflute uth and nocossltﬁ' of this
requi.remen... vhile with rogard to tho exemples of proofs, the whole lesic

'::eonu!.sts of theue." (5!") . S N o

- !_L{Af)\ﬂ""r' i ws”
Aia—iﬁ-—i—hwindoe&-an 1ntmnsigc\=nt politicsl debats against. all

.‘ othor"pnrttos" from the Socin.l Lomceracy (Kant to dogel) to Anarchism’
;v- J-f--' '2

_ - ( taitionelism t6 Hegel), Len!»:rvxa inspired by the ..cvc::c'xt Metrbne of -t-hn
. Hotion, not only to soparate hinself from all other tondencie.. but to break
t.*ith hia own philosephic pasi.. and, at that aubjectiva point in tha Doctrino
of . tha Notion S#thoronkizeut the ralationship betwaen the objective and the

uh_losophio movementc in ma.nlu.nd ‘g dmrelopmont-

“Whnn Hepql txlas w«« gometimes even strains hinself and worries

to doath ~= fo subsume thae purposcful. activity of man umdor the
catozories of lopic, saying that this activity is the Teyllogism' that
the osubjeot plays the role of come sort of fmember in tho lozical
CIfAgurey of the syllogism, eotc., thon this is not onlyra siraln, not
only & came. Thate iz here a very denp content, purely materialistic,
It in necossary to turn thie around: 7The practical sotivity or

man, repsatot bidlllons of times, twat lona tho consciousnoss or man

te tho repetition of tho variouns logical ripures in order that tno.'s?
can echiove the signiticance of an axicm, Thic nota bono,"(p.343) }

154) Ioid, P, 476 .

(55) Apponix By Marxlom and Froedom, p. 343,




=30~

The Doctri.no ol the Hot!on denls wit.h the ca.togori.aa of fraaden,

or aubjo"ti.wity. of ruaan. the l.ogio of a movement by wh:l.ch man ma makos himgelf
' ) f!‘een ‘Despite the fact tist Ats univarcals are thought universals, they are
' concreto. {(56) Hogel koops relterating that oven when Notion realizes 1tsulf

tkrough "'athornouu". avaen when “t.ln-augh the trunscarqenea of this reality"

it hss “ostabliphed shoolute rea.l‘ltyal)ao that tha "rasult" iz ﬂtruth"t in a
word, gven when he hag "comprehended” it all, even then it has no% been
"prepcrly comprehnndod by forma of judsmont ke {the third torn i¢ immedisoy
ard nedia.ticn"'. or it i3 ‘heir uni.ty}ror- 1% 1s not a'quiescent third term,
1 but. an th!.c unity. is golf-modiating movement and no..iviﬁy.“ (57) -
'{‘he movesent ha.s not comn te a halt. The disloectic is nt.ﬂl ut work,

_It'. cn.rmot ba othonrise: The beginning was the univernal; the result is the

) i.ndividusl. the concrete and subjeot ..o’ HNor As subjective any longer separate
: rrou ohjecuve!-t.ha nogation of  tho nogation "is the innermolt and most objaot.- .

‘iwe mo?omont of Iife and Spirit.“ (53)
‘B:e Doctrine of.tho Notion axpresgas man's subjective daterminat.‘..on. '
‘ the nedd to magter hizself. What is heing mrkod ovt in thought oe.tegorioq

-\Pl

45 the real history of humanity. ‘Uhot“.her_,l the Hogelien conoept of aelr-rehticn
i3 being "subvertod" as rpvolution in Harxfe "translation,” the point 1a that .
to Hegol, too, it 13 a oonstant- tranaform_tion of reality and of thought wi\;i.oh

(56) The Lenin Institute Archives (#25977), vays Adoratsky

in his Introduction to lenin's Philoscphic Notebooks (Leninsii
Stornik, Vol XII, 1930, editod by Bukharin Holotov, Sawralov)

have a racord ef the bocks by and on Hogol/ that Iehin road in

the critical years 1920 ard 1921, Ho notem also that the theolcahn
Iyin's Fork on Hogel so impressed lonin that he mtarcodedx
relanse {rom jail.

--l

(57) Sclence of Ioglo, Vol I, pe 479, -(58) Ibid.p, #?8.
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prepares fér a new world", This is why from the outset ot - the Doetrine of

Notton we zee Hagol constantly trying to set his dislectis apart from Kant's:

e, -It will always rewain a matter of astonishment how the Kantla
‘Philosophy knew that relationof thought to sensuous extatenca. o
wa w vhere At haltad for a merely relatlve relation of baro appearance,
‘and fully acknovwledged and assorted a higher unity of the two in the
o -ddea in general. snd part.ir-ulnrlv. in the idea of an intuitive under-
e stanling: but yat etopped dead at this relative relation and at the
«+  aspartion that the Notion is and remains utterly separated from
reality; so thet what s announced te be finite knowledpo, and
... ..declered to be superfluous .and improper figments of thought that )
CRG ~which it recagnizod as truth, and of which it established a Hotion, (59)

(3 I
by I

For “%he next. 250 pagas da;;al has I-:opt. Javeloplng I‘rom the spot where
Kart "stoppod éad" by” put.t.im an impenetrable "thinz~in-itself" betweon thought
PR AT LT . )

md feeling. Hacause our concern iq hi‘bh the Abuolute Idea.. to be séen v'd.th

CU A L el i :
oyou oi‘ mday. we cannot s?o into analysia of how :{avel brea.thed new 1iie not onlv

finto t.he t:ra.ditional ea.togorios of Subjectivlty-Unﬁvorsal. Pa.rticular, J’.mlividual
BRI AR TN . -
wall- ac 1nto‘ tha uudrmants and S_\,]J.oc-i.;ms.---nnd the ca.tegories of Objectivity- ‘

e maden Ly

Hechaniam. Chemism. Tsleology«--nhieh sepa.ra.tod hi.'n bot.h from scientism and
subjoc iviam. Sufi‘i.ce .‘-.t to say ths.t 1'c. 15 precn.soly the Doctrine of the Notio:i

QT ,.'.

txhich gava I..on.’m uo b-x‘aé.ﬁ 2 'faeling"of a plungca to Trosdom that ‘he excleimod-

"Pra.c’cice in t.l'u,a thoory of‘ corrnitdon. Alias- Ha.n s cognition not only rei‘leots
the objective world, but creates it.n¢) .

There 18, & A4alegtie ' mem e T I T

D

e

practice, ‘fire is a dialectic in thoucht, It scems to 0 its.own vay. But,
says Hogel, in the very first seatence, of the final chapter: "Trhe Absolute
idea has now_f.urnod out to be the ldentity of the Theoretical and tho Practical
Tdeas each of timsa by itrcelf is one-sided ...% (61) . Thus, nolthei can pass
koyond the contrad.ictioﬁ. . Anyene who wWas looking tor unb ond of all Eo'nt,i'ﬁ-""-"-‘—'
diciions once we resched the Aosolute hetter look elsewhera, tor hers they are
1irst tocontront & real sunocker as deged mi‘ormali:t\.a-';an the Absolutu lawa contains
the nigneast oppositlion within ityeli." (6¢) it is true he wits, in the same'

paragraph, siso tell us Tnal tne "oselule Jues slong 1§ pulng, mperiSnavls

Lilg, BOLL=KNOWLGE Twuln, ard LOO wiolo okl wruih," But, lar lrom Stopplng

LUV} aputuriis o, Foixlstt eirt fBOofiom, De ‘?‘/7
Aottt O 101, VOL Ll e SO0 o (v&)  load 13159




-’t.'r;é;-é‘."-i;hé"grusr.or part. ‘I sho'wnols chapter wJ.l.l concorh 1tyull *with tod

T Freedom is. the ground of m’E who.l.e ‘philocéphic BYS t.m. ~in ‘any’ case. wnat

....Jja.""'.-'lr"»‘l!'-":'"""""'””’/N T

Pl

T PR

ilim‘er:tiv.’_:' :hemou. T ae” uga:.nsr. e way o:. “tne ?nenon.m:u.zagz wiun wu um-e sen%

on -8 ru.qemuranue ot uhing u pa.,r.. vlhuﬂ wt ruac.he.u .'\o::olu:.e K.now;uuge. J.n t,na

Sc:l,ar'\éa of 1.0;:1c, “whan we reach A‘osolute Idaas ‘wo' find it is not a revlew of

tha'até.p-eé by which the Absolute was reachad. 'Inﬁééaxl‘ oi ‘cofieerning ourselves
wlth"either ‘the past or the content,’ solf-detarminatisn of the 3dea 1s Hegol's

'praoccupatioii:" he self—de'c.omination thcroforu 5n whir-h alona “the Idoa. s,

Lo T . Wt

is:t6 Hear ﬂ.sélf speak." (63) < T
TG RIS tm'ally revolitionary contemporaries are’'a grpaﬁ". doal mors concerl-ﬁed

R ;j. 'uith tne self-determination 01 nations’ thaq o:. *dea.s. uk' the goal. Freeéom,

I éiid"how to achiavé’it. g not a6 “Tar removad from the aeli-dotermination ot

t»he 1dea oi’ Froedam ‘8 may a.ppear a.t. first si;_,ht. “and tne pt‘:mciple oi '

e g

" 'e.L 1) driv:.ng st 'is this "havimibeen witdess ‘ta tho d\rercoming ‘o1 “the

'opposition netuoon contont and form in thought, ‘the on.!.yr tniné tnat st.l.LL
romains to be done. is to donsider’ "the Urivessad u’!.emen.. of its i‘orm— — t'i{e

R el A

mothad, v (68) s T
R A R Vo
‘Tha developmont ‘of what tho dialectic muthod is as fa.r Pomovod from

the mechanical triplicitios of tho.;is, antithe..ls. synt‘hasis as darth is

from heaven.” And it is the earthy charactar of 1iboration. which is ths very

bones and si'not-:s of Hogel's unlversals, " Though they are “enclosed in thought,
these univorsals are ‘sohévote; full of 1ifo anl devélopment., ' Noh stngle’ " e

unification. whother of subjoct and object. or ’c.‘mory and’ practlee. or Gc'/n‘:czlx.,’

L B PR L L

“TTUTU(63) _Seience of lozie, Yol IT, P ue7

.(64) Tbid,




L lnd reali.‘.y. 12 norol.y subJ ectlvinr. ancl sxternal, Nor is Hogel// Gludiq'g
MJ Absolutes ﬁ'om tha riesd to bo subjected to the d.nlectic mathod: “The

:M: u the peculiar method of each imivianal fact bocause its -.ctivity
£y

. How, 2 -
“ﬂtaroas up tofliotion, tbough the clinex of the three boo-cs of the

cience o"‘ Logle )wns only the firgt ueetion of this third book, Motion now

booon:es "werything" that i3 to say: ftho pure correspondance botioan .*Iot.ion .

and 'Rea.Lity (66} Aa op_poaed to tho method 4n inquiring, analytic eognition
ths.t is to &3y, dialoctic cognit:lon,_
thero"is ‘}m distinct‘ton batween means end’ ond. There 1is no other way t.o raach
'r.he goal. eaccept through the dialectic. Ome ng,ain thare is & ne«d for new
-beg:l.nnings. How t,’v,-.'t we ‘have rmched & gonerets fntality, the key concept of

‘Hegol'a ph.’tloaophic systomz) "ﬂb concreto. it is into"nal..y di{'forontjated...
'I‘his is the type of differentiation that serious revoluitlonaries of -our day
' _f‘uonfronted with Stalinismb transformation cl a rsvolutionary &tate into its
oppouite. '!ha"o rocognized to be the counter~ravolution witldn 'Lhe revolution.
Phﬂo-toph tcally, too, Hegel is searching for neow boginnings.
L Tha comretﬂ Universal panifests itsolf an absclute activity,
activity wit.hout rostriction. ei'rher extcrnal or intornal, ror tho method 4g
tho i‘orm of the Absolute Jdea, tho new st.ago of .'mlontity of theory and practico.

-t ——

It. allows .no oppogites mex-ely‘f/mcat uJ.'Ly to co-axint, or, to use Hegel"o words,

-.._..---

to cono Ihefore consclousness without being in contacd "out engarcen all in

- b e .- batLe LS

(6;) Hedonze of Iogic, vel IT, p, 468
(6) Ibid,

’

I L A L T 4k g 2% s . £




as ef tho Leric 4n geuaral. hag

bm freﬂ thu —ecngnition ct opposition?:nd refusal to ltop in uight of thoy

'u oT3 t.hqr wa'e ":"_xad" ' to zeeing thom &x traneirions »1a ena for themsalvasry

tro'm ma zuou of 3ua1: iow ob Jeotively grounaca the nnimua.l.f,'-. to_the realirg.

Lmn tzm the Avsolute fdea 4a only an "in itsattv, only a potantial v:uen
_wﬂl dc:armino :I.t:lolf throngh ita oun dhlectica.l. self-devalopment; fron

conuc‘l.ousnaus '-huf. r.hs bnginn.ing 48 not on.Lv- an mpirically "glvan". that
th'-im w is 1taolf a nai:!.atod z'nau.lt, to the concopt of the concrete ay
pomrota tot:x.l.lr:z and th or&!ore 11;3911‘ conte ina salf-diffarentiat!.on: ﬁid
ﬂml.ly‘ this. nbove all: tho mavamnnt. of viowing the dialectic momont as the
ﬂéqual]y synthattc and ana.'!ytic mortent, of the. J'udgmant by which orig:!.nnl
un!.vm-sal detm‘m.!.r:es 1tsolf to ba ite own "othm-" Anevitably propelling one,

'_.mt Jt.at to the firgt, but to the nocond negition, ¥ turning point of the

vhola n:ovomontr. "It 18 the ainmlo po.’mt of nocativo aok-rnlatlon. the inere
mnt aource of g1l act'-.'.lty, of li.ving and -apiritusl self‘-movo'wnt. the
dialactic aoul which all truth has in it and ¢ hous sh whiich At a.lono is truths

: for the transcendonce of the opposition betwoen Notion and Roolity, and the

;_unity tihich i3 the trut.h. rost upon this au‘o.joctivity aloneg, % (65)

"f'-‘1 .

A

S Th..nk of 1t: haro in the man of the Absoluto roaching the hoights
and wbat doog ho potind a.ua:r o.t? Absolute nezativity, Is thig negation of
tho nogation Just anothor abatrnction? The vary opposites the crux, he says,
ia not the absteact but the conerote: "Hach now etage of axtoriorlr,ation.
of further detarmir.nt.ion :ls alao an interiorization, and the greater oxtension
1:: alse tho mont concmto and subjoctive torm amd that which carrion itgalf
back into the simplest dopt': is also the most powerful and: comprohengive, 7 (66)

(65) Sclenza of lLogle Vel. 11, p. 477
(66) T, primy R




(

‘untl lmr 1‘.‘: 1.3 that a now eu:orgod not on.l.y in the Doﬂtrina ur !'otion in goneral

‘bne in the Abaa‘.luto Ides in particular tor the highest contradictlon is in
cognition itaalf. Fiom the very firet, sentenca in this {inal chaptor ho
"atmaseg that t.ha Thoorstical and Practical are each "by 1taelf one-n.l.ded am!

t,ho aonathln-r Ltqolf ita other, MHow fhat—

tuelf uan \,hat 11'. L "!.ts own Other.“ What 4o Ats olgnificance, not as
ontolom.cal I:.le..]_.em'a "dmlusion" to use an oxprosaion of Marx's, that thh} g
St can “ybaorhh tha  objoctivo wordd dnto 1t06f, but as an Aol tovard which
“:i.‘fmams? . _ N ‘ L
) | Hezel'a ansver 45 that it ia the turning point of tho whole movenent

of | tho netlon; "It %is the gimple point of nngative melf-rolation, the inner~

méat_, gource 62.-011 aativity, of liviné anl spiritual Bolf-ﬁovoment, tho dinlactic
soul which all truth has in it and through which it alono is trut!fs_'_fc;r the
tranﬁcendénce ot-‘ the opposition batwoon Mokion and fleality, and tht; uns.ty '
vhihh 45 the truth, rost up:m thin ‘aut?jucpivity alona,n (ﬁB) Think of it:
here i3 the rm;x of the Abshlute reaching the hoights and ‘what 'c'!oas Yo ﬁoun'l
" asamy at? Absolute nezativity. '

(67) Bcinsnco of lopic, i'ol II, ps 1&56
(68) hid, pa 477.




- -3#-
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‘ Atm:ne who thiiiks t!a‘c the :.chiwunant o!‘ #S\la sei!f-rolation oan ba
aontq&nod by Hezel bocauae he. as phiiosephor, lms n.ttained 1t 1n ‘the Pruastm
atato. 13 in r.-.c(.. dmw.tng tha compulaiona of a birthtime in history '.ahan.

; .h' ontlino. or as'in a ﬂnuh. vo got a glimpso of the future not of a
xwoluuon. but the are of ravolutions. ldu Hegzal consciously- thinks only or
‘different sph\'.-res. disciplinos. sclences, enncorned only wlth the "totality"
| aoolng aach au a Pfragmanth ut‘ a chain, oa.ch of vhich "has a bafere nnd an
ratto'r. sve OF Tathor, each hae onlwa beforo. ard in itg conclusiona Bhovs ity

'i..tm'." (69) He s50s that the "ayatemsatic dwolopment in itneli' a realization."\?f o

'And "u totallty in thie .t‘orm. it 1s Maturow,(71) ‘ ‘
) Prsciuely whuro Hozol sourds moat abatract, aeems to close the nhuttors

-tis:ht agai:ult tho whole zrovament, of h.lutory. thore he lets the liroblood of

’tha dialectio - abaoluto novativity--pour in, It 4s true Hogel srites ag if
i the ros;:l t.'lon of epponing 1iva roroo.. can be ove‘"como by a more thought traog-.
“coindonco, But ha has. by br!.naine opponitiona to their 'uost. loql.cal r-xtromg |
openad new paths,’ no.r rolationsbipr of thoory l:o ‘practico which liarx had workorl._
o'ut a8 w botally now rolationsh;gp of  philosophy to revolution and whieh, today'a -
fe#ol\xtionarioa can turn thoir backs on at thoir own peril, T :‘ v j' '
i . Préfasgor Findlay may be rizht 4n saying that Hegol'u exezenos "cnn -

aom arid and false fo thogo who goa nuthin_, mystarioua and zodelike .mn tho
" (72) put it i 2qually truo that those who stand

omy in terror boi‘om scelal rovolution ean noither "compxjehand"_ an actual
revolution nor the revolution in thought and Hezol did revolutionize

~ .;-,_philoaophy. Profacoor ‘?indlay himaolf ndmits:

phuouop?ors" ygh, (- R '#.56
69 Ihid. p. 48 70} Ibid, p. 48
(71) Il p. 455 (72)
{72) ol: A rn-nnninnl‘ion. Pe 344,




.

‘l'b.a red thrrmd that h.ns rm throuwhout this final chapt.er on ‘the

Ty
‘.lblolnt.e Idaa. ?.h& u.nity o!‘ the theoretical snd practical ides, ts that form
,of 31¢e which 13 the acti.vity of tho Notion, 1s freo creative power. And

untlatic as 1t my uound to those who msm Hogol was talking or.:!y of ideas
uhen he. himael.' taiks of reality as well, it 15 Hogel, who after :ldentifyf.n;
h‘eedcn with Tdea, wrote "mc Idea 18 not sn feeblo ‘as merely to have a right
or &n obligation to ou:ist without actually existi.nr (73} Taat 16 why the

ohaptm' oi' the Absolute Tea is ovorwho.:.mj.mrly Just abcl.t method, the new

o : ata.ga of 'Ldent,ita' of thoory end pract*ce uhich wo hava rea»hed. and nut Just

. abcmt previcus i‘orms of cogni.t:lon. analytic or synt.hetix., empiric or int\dt.’we. ‘

Tt 1 tho ahock of this raccr'nition vhich mad e I.onin irterprot the last page

- as 'l:.he eve of tho tra.nsfo“mation oi' idealia‘ dlalectic into d.’mler- +ical
| mterirlism "This phrage on the last psgo o!‘ tho Isgic ia exceedingly b=

mkable. The transition oi‘ tho 1orica1 icea i5 to }.at,uro. It bringa one
wlthin a hmzd's gragp of natorialisn." (?") 'v'hatevor onG may think of Jenin's
interprot.s,tion. ib certainly cuts through tho fentasies of the noo~Hogellansg
who phQosophized ondleasly about "dodun!.ng" Hature from "hourht. Thaat Lenin's

" statemont i not as far-fotched as it sounds will bacomo elearer when wo will
!‘ollow Hozells h'a.nsition Trom lozic to Philosop_hg of Maturo, and from that

tc Phﬂosoph_v of mms tho co-uolntlon of his Encyclopa -adia, not as it sourds

when it is meraly antir-ipatod in s cinglo paragraph at tho ond of the Jozi o
but as 1t ic doveloped in full in Absolute Mind,
m author ig not attempting ariythin:r as 1diotic as "identifyingn

Hegol and !-Iirx. nor to Ifly in face of tho fact that Hegel the moat encyclop~

- aedio mind, the intellectual titan of tho 19th cantury who took such sharp
_exception to tho eupty Absolutas of othar philosophers and tried se va],lontly

(73) Enclopaoiia of Philosouhical Helonces, para, 6
(74) Zptewlix R, tarxism and Fresdoa, Pe 352
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to m:t.r&ca e h:l.mself fmu eloaa:i !nt.m.ogiea. nevertholesa oncied h.lu ovn

‘phjlonop!\y 1n-a.'ue ~len of ﬂbsolutea. In the Phonomenoloz:y of Hind, Abaoluto
Knowladge ma"‘thp 'unity:b't :Hist.ox-y and Sclence, or dj.atory intellocmnlly.

Iri the Scienco of Iozic, ths Abgolute Idea’ wag the un.‘l.ty of
f.fmt has qf_rm-_came al opposition between concept and -

. g lopaalla of Philosophical Sclances, it was Absolutem’
hind whero Hagsl, soon at‘ter his return from the Ph!.'l.osophy of uat,ure urites

FEUIYT SRR

"tho Absulnte 13 Gnist — this 15 the suprono derinition of the Abaolz.to“ S?5J
’happems to be whm'e tha young Harx broko off hia Mritique of the Hogolian '

l.

Ihis ia whero wy' ahall bozj.n T

-~ "-fpu-.--..-,_ .

I

PR TR

5) - Encyolopnadin, para.




'n:s hu.dw whlch ph!louopl:u'
. uged for veflection can be cut
" off lator by the refolution for-
C'vhatever purpese it 1likon, Put
 philosophy wonld never have baen
. #ble 40 wae the heatls cub off by

" the wrovolution 1¥ the lattar had .

wocedeﬁ .u., "o ‘:enrich l’os.no -

Y

‘A Hovement from _B';é_ct!cof

" ® The min shortcoming of all

waterialies up to now (Ancluling
that of Feurarbash) ias that the
object, the gensusuenoss, 1s cone |
aelvad only in the Lora of the
object or of intuition; not, however,
ne gannuous hanan activity, Praxics
not aubjectivoldy. loncoe, tho '

..~ Mofive sile was doveloped abatrectly
1In opp- appoeition to materialism by
Me‘lim ase == Marx

Tho
!; gggghz ‘of !hturu'intmonai babmen the Yoplo; (the aubrcrviuto:.. vorelon of

AT

éd' Lagio) and. t‘\o I‘}'; osoghz 2 1{1 e The. voll.mirous dabates on.

Juo i‘o tho fa.cf-. tha.t'. acimce haa mdo sush f.rost ntriuen

Thi.u #ag mt tl:e reason for larxt's

_-‘.

Lfor 'ozal to go to

i :
l"mo uhole Iardc 1n, thsroforo, the proof tlint &bstract
; ‘n‘ L W

f 11:30.11. that. tho Absoluto Idoz is nothing for iisdlf,

7
v 'r--

’(7?) In dci.ng so. continuna Sk, Hagel fau.la Luto
fo' wﬁlch ho hml a.ttalcfcod nbst.ruot underataniing, 1.0, the

_n_.'_agt__gprotst;on.

o1 ‘.': g

: Appm".ix A. g xlm : ﬂrmiom. Po 322




tho pbuouonhm-. mn whou he reaches a oonnrota uns.mracl mt nwarthnlcaa
agl’,n te to u:terml rstloctmn “or oonuut luﬂ objwt!.ficat!.on of the Absﬁluta
:_' ms.éh Md Dsen mshal b;r the: dinloot.i.cal deTalopnent, of thought: the mere
L tra.nspcaltd.m of vhich is irst in 1ite, 1u rcal&.t; w Jaturs = wuld not have
clpml for m u ncuhuro tobe =sen. And horo Harx lashes ont ageinst fozcl
Loy npn'atina vum.mg froa the nuh_‘}out" 6?83 “Han, eliensted fron htaself,’
h m t.ho t.hinker uho d&mtal fron Lis osﬁuncu. 1.0y Ms mtuul and

o ‘ h:zx:aa umeo Bm thouchu t.ro thmoforo .t'i:'o:l spi~ita, rnsiuing outaido

Diﬂ'et'mt !ﬂ.ilborio pcrindu bri:ng 1:: naw viowa also anng ravolutiumry

Thun. Imdn. ragl!.ning ﬁ'on t'.he ahook that 41t was formal, estabe
zhhedi'- _ ia tm-laliuﬁ I’mvd.sm tha.t but.*:nyad tho p:olcw iat by Votlr.g eredits to

il

'ninu"s Gu'aarw 5.:":' '.-!I ETY ‘wen ho.,el'.-. ideslisn in & now 11ght. Ag

and !:rriépozﬂent.nt_nimi t.hsao aro nbat Lon.‘l.n ntmused in thé Jo gio is “-vo!.ng

!ntt.l.o with t\ﬁ narrou "dobum:lnisn" of Fronch commium'u potrified Marxima
uh.'.ch reduood Warytlu.nz. including xlistory ant. ﬂa.turo. to Mmattor! rogulated
by "lmn law.!". snono-u..c and soientific anl bohavioral. balled Hogol's prorw':.lity J
- m:l.;ruimg ha'r.uro as “enctorl.orit » The post WIL Fronch rovival of lkgal b
ptidies muvived the oplit within ?):ispuntianm. thio timo on tho queotion of.

roality, ‘Unfortunatoly, HMerloau~Ponty's thi Alveaturcs of {ha aleztis cone
timed the confinaaeat of tho Hopel, as woll ag of larx to its ounarifiod

intollectualinm,
(?8') Iblde pe 323




T " pruhonsivatl.y denlt with as 1n tho vnat sorios of Loct.ureu. one

S A W R

‘; P R _.., o G . . .
, - on ‘the ‘other “hsad, tho pu'l.od raXiowing tho dut.k of smu, vhich 146t
e:l t!n vm!.aht mr.!a. vh.te!a Enat Buropo had datn prootrnto. 'sd.tneuaed ;baolute]y

unprouedentod. totan,y nw. spont.ansour. proluturﬂ.m ravolts from under total~

i.tn.rs.an comniu'u onrhr'.llhipa Thess new Ieaps to frocdea led to totally

mm :lepwturw foz- thm.r.nt.
Hn'x end Hzgo'.l nr.d now to’ probo the new begimings from practice, FKor werse

t..gr resh-i'::‘md i;o Ens., ﬂn-ope ‘or Wou% E.Iropa for that.‘mat.tor. " Those mm :

mpulﬂea fﬂ.wtmlnw. fr-:m practice. v be that from political. practice of tho

,mssou ...n Eiut Etn'ape or frou the uorkera bnttles aga!.nat Automaticn in the’

‘ "'}m rulnterprettti.on of Hegel and of Harx a. Too deba.teu
t.ho dhloctica or Ilage:l. oscaped the 1ntelleetull

t.oday » i.t. 15 Mpoaqihle to. eacapu the faot

fhil& hﬂve re chod the rarlt'iad aunulphan*o.rnf tho nvubau
yﬂu mﬂLnu us. o!.ther thoroushgoing or mvlnr & Hork a-

eithor Tho Phanomanology or~
..volu:ne of tho

. Philosophy of History. threo vc]umm on History of Pailoscphy, four on

Aaathotica aryl the laut compiote sork from his own pen, Philosoohy of I'icht.

cven in the bbrev!nt.ai "rnugne:l" Encycopandia, ‘so hosdy is 'ths

Nevorthaloss,
f Froodom that At is etill bullt into the very structure of

mﬂv quality o

L\m !"hﬂn- ovhgr Af et Praeton L tnton! tha conutrush of the vorld Hoezsl
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o !.danlog!.f-d debates that followed t.hen on bozh ,

t.ho Selcnce of Yorlc, nor are thn au.bjoots a8 eou- \ :T

e e 3 et R kW el SR LU P S L BTRC  Kr iR (Rl ol m




uﬂt. :hou;h 1t wm* by tha name of World Sprlt arrl aven thntt w=s only

tho "nn!featstion" of Abaolute Spirit, 1t was ;‘hnyu the realit _; of treedex
thlt uruter.i tho corxiigions for the freaiom of the mind. Even Hegal's own
s roeol\cﬂ:ht.iun. not. wl.th a ra.t.tonal but the moa* :lrrational ut.o_,to of Prussia,
tb,il ltﬂl eould nut.‘i.n the strictly ph.ﬂ.ouoph!.c development, put brakes on

"?:.-. P .

."

(?9) Sos the Chapmr on Automation and the low l{umnnimn in
Maryxiem and Freodomy alszo HWorkers Nattle Automation by Tharlen Denhy.
Opponite concluaion than either those firawn by aygelf or tho auto
" worker, Charles Denby, were made not ohly by "sclentists™ but also
by philosophers from the ixiatentiellst to Horbort llarcuse, (Soe
 hiz Ono-Dimansional Man.) .
- :(80) Philocoshy of Hind, pabae 377.
(81) "1bit, para, JBl. .
(82) Ibid, para. 382,




¢

ltrosn thl.t truda- [P ot tho essence of man &8 man, hogel conw

timul 'If to ho mm-o of tho ida o to be amo. 1,0, that wen are avare of

fuoduu u their mﬂ.c l!.l. and objooi. s ut.ter of Ecnhtion. atill this
tu',r Mn.ihclf !8 tho l.otnnli.ty of men - not nancthi.u; which they have, as

‘o
.

..,

\d.th "nagati.vo hbw" w‘otes "I uhﬂl demorstrate that, just as there

Y

,I, .‘A

'ee':!; mtitutai-- an muv:mmmy. howevers also

mp.‘.l.’.mhzion or Absolute p!r!.t.ﬂgual.nwrtholaas. .

Mt

c-_z"al soparntod hi: Abnoluton from thene of other

7

his ?.lnt, z00 !nn on phﬂoaophur that ho aftacks the v«rg concopt.

uhinh duelln in tha spm.;nl or oxi&‘uoncon. but duells no potaut.iy that thoso

(84) Iblr', i {85). Tolomnantoe zu_iinel mtwicklumf. quotad by
: Harbert }.arcusm, soason and “levolution.
(36) 2 oaop ik . para. o




- ,'

uiauncu han no natual ruli.ty. Ihe fault of all these lodeu of thought

und m.mn !a ‘that t.hoy stop nhort of darining subat&nca as oubject and as nind "(8?) .

'1‘!;35 m Bogyl's prineipletron tha outaet. beginning with the Prefacs to
_the' Phurmn gz ﬂha‘o he told us ihat "fhe Bpirit of man hasg troken with the
o!l.d ardct ot thﬂ.ngn sos (uﬂ wot abony its oun transformstion.® It resained
his prhoiplo ﬁn'ougﬁo;tt; cvidanced l.n tna hst ler-turo on the E.istorz of Phila

lut.'.-syllogin;mreads- "Tbo firut appoarnnce is formed by tha syllogiem which 1-
based on tho logical systex as starting point, with Naturo for the middle term
uhich couplos mind with it. Tho iogical principle turns tho.Nat:.u;;l amd rature

t.o Mind, (EB) ' . ' :

-

(87) Ibid, parss 573 ¢ ;) Ih_i_d_, parm 5?..




.w l;m ve -ou ‘lbhe mmn’ i‘mu “nture. In the ..ogia too. we st
no% tez:ga.. t.he Abnoluto .tdu mergui cut of the Prectical Ida witich we wore
to.ld \sas higlm' than the 'ﬁ:earotiﬂl Jdes #ince it had Aot only the "dignityn
of tl:o uuivcru].. b;:t wEi "hzmdhto.‘.y aatial,n Our agn sluu.ld.not encounter

%,
nnmn-nonntabla dﬂficultlge._in_gz:\doratanding the uovament from practica 1:1..

Al ayle 2 Hnd for 1 13 altor -

2d: ¢ . Eageﬂ:lan dhlecticc' out ut‘ the acadonic halls and- phﬂosop,jh.tg_
bool:s ox.\ _to f.he linvihr_:g stago or h!.story. It is trus that. this trans.fomtlon
p hu beon via :m-x. It 13 no accidaent, however. .

) t&ok on Farx hu been yia iegel.. Because they

[y

ogniza '.m tha, ao--caf!.led _gyati..al, Absolute "the negation of the aegation®

,.,a Rig -_.4_;1‘4\‘ :

; Hogal romsina so a‘!iva and worrisone to t.ho .
The fhmgurian Rovolu*!on stiu haum‘.a theﬂ:. For ono, '

‘ t ee:nn t.o thia m'iter, io- to h.;. &Ware, even opprass-
1vely lmre.or tho aimple truth tha.t Hagol'a ent.ezoriau are not only permeated
witn redity. but tl;a ..dan. .‘d;self 1a roal.. ives, movoes, transforms realitx.

LAk f-

It. wm._ afte:- 1.11 Hegei. \i.o; at. tha very, Pinnacle of the systom wo ere now

R

: conaldoring. I.o po!n{.sd > !:ho ;act t!}at there wue axrovenent from Nature or

o




s lntu’ﬂ]y he n&n'z w..o ot uw amh moveasnt as tho proaoat m-(..ten- do:crihu.
' . lht only becauao it muldn't haupm ra- nor tim: & oenzury. but because, as &

’:phﬂonopha'. lnoht.ad in mn &vorr towr, ko couldnts Eu'u Lxagined thuf. Daxaes _
A2 motdin,  théte cd.t-da'?elupnmt vather:that of ideas, or the custodlen of idens <u
K t!w ph.ﬂosnphcru - 'mnld bmunim, so ‘to apeak. ¥the sboolute negativity®, unste -

;

‘ rz'eedou l.nd rodity. Na?mholns - lmi hory procisely 1103 Hogel's goniugew
5 Ecgd. "Sr.v:],r cam.dn't koep hheslt rm; ou-r:;ing through the develépment of an
R ‘Idf' to :!.ta ﬁgied. conﬁlus..on(*’tnt '.w ncw .t‘ollou bim a8 he shows up how Hatm-e

RN il

polnt. tho,n&gntivo'nb&.or unc! as’ 1@11::!.&,9' tho Idea,m PO}

F;’i thes 5 'munt Bt wrivenes of finste ahatractlons.

R )

the other, handn but" “the intog'uJ 1ty of alm and meange

el e,

) -" «Now thnt thero ia ho neparation Votyoon means und nim. we can alsc; mo;o

to tha unit,,v of obJjeet amd sub,joct. ftho soli‘-knowing univ'c;rcal" that Hegel

s.f?o) Ibid, pnra. 575 (91) Ibld-. para. 576




.an.ussu s.n thu hﬂv ayllociau. . ilm Ma nf pmosoptw wvhich hu ualr-kna-.-:l.ng
unlmul rar 1ta piddln tm; a niddlo uhich div.’ulaa 1taalf 1.ni;o Mind and ‘
lnture. tnldng tho‘ tox;mcu- its praavppoaiu.on, as ploddes 4f Lthe Idea's sub jeata
iﬂ utivit.n nm'\ the htw 1tl u.nivorcll axtrmes as process or the sbjecte
.- 1701,7 u:ﬂ .‘hplic!.ﬂy u'.!ntin& Idu .o It 1 tho naturs of the fact. the putiecn

is equally

: _t,he boncep ot . nbjwti:vi&f tdilm'_ther mro z-eal men to uarry through "t.he

\fords 1n tho wly worlca) ot t.ranararm.i.ng ren'.l.it.y

| dgvolopuent"of tﬁawag}atgs
; oo

Mt evamai‘. the* cnmiw Hogel putu’ tho nt.rua'on tho faat tha.t the wvhole mmmunt '*z
cnereos. nnd tha.t tho aubjootive aotion or cognition 45 at ono with "the nature

of the fact." - T
(%) Ibid, pava. 577




ol

tha leat lanteme — the et-a'ml doca Leka cmr":

n t&o va-y en

Tho otm‘ml ﬁm. _ rull fru."..td.on of itz ocsaance, etornally sets itselfl to uork, '

angandurl ‘and on.jnyu itoelfl as. Abaoluts Mind,"

i Host muduiohns of "the Yest", espochlly in the United States, lu.ve o

mﬂy dumm mrxist !.ntarprenuon as
1: xnrl Imd.th. who. daaplte his eppositian ‘bo Har::. hesitstes nolther to trace

lan aw.l }hr::h.n dh}.ectd.c. nor to point to the pet-
hohrs t.hemseil"eu bacause

"auhvaruisn." One profound exception

tho !.ntegt'aut.r of i’egel
r.‘-ﬁution of uegol tudloa brought on by mo Hegel gol

W e,

entsh. b..d cnsod s.n pucti.oe to be an historically

.oling tho Mits,a.{-.s.ve anl ir.pa.ct of their thouzht." (92)
‘aven oppressively avare W

"'me bourgeoio .’mtellig

_Hugel'_s é::togorian sro not onl,y snturnte:l w.i.th rnali.ty.

ansformn realitg. It ms. o.!ter

tho ayatou ve are, now conaider.‘..ng, hn.d o

ﬁ,t‘.. oy T

vanent "rom I!ature or Ersctice bo Logos . ;

P

. o -n..',-.,—z.;',_

&

LR

h mvemont as tho n.uthor doacribed. f_npt ) zg—

a8 t.ho auther doacribod_\ not.

a l.t 'mnﬂxh'tfhappm fo!‘ more than & oantury. bht becruse, &8 &

nly. b
M fm‘guﬂ\g e
l‘{nosapuez- ; !.ao‘.ll.tcd 1n an !.vory to'wcrr. ho didn’t, he couldntt have imagined
T N R
in mt!.on t.he.r self-duwolopmnt. ra.t.har

humanizo, 8¢ to speak. "the

than that of Mous ‘of the

tho phﬂoaopharu - Would

unite t:'co:iom and rcalitya. Hovorihelogs ~- and here

‘ procise',ls lioa.Hesel's gonius —— I[egol simply couldn'f keop himGelf from ca&ryye

ing through tho
The pluri.-d...monrional in Hogel, his presuppo
grasp throug,h_to.tho “.\bqoluto“ not &A porothinga

ovelopmant oi‘ an Idez to 4to logleal concluslion.
sition of the infinite

'énpnci.tios of man to

(92) Karl lowith, Fron Hezol, to Niotls 'Jchm
Hinotemth-r‘entury Thought. (pe 120

The levolution in

LX)

1&&! “-uk-a'.




sonlp of tho philom';p"!\y. rwaals m:-. e gmlt dAistance hmmn.'Lt.y ha.i

‘ i‘ "e!!.'focl rron iristbtlu'r Abaolutau. Bocnusa Ars.stotlo 1ived ina aocioty

bud‘ en uuvcry. h!n absolutda om’lad in’ “pure rom" -— pind of-mn would nest

ra.lroua th !.n?s aro., 7ecause Hegel's Absclutes
rea.du Absolute

....wl m! Go& anf.l aontemlc.te hou -u'::
uwgle ont,or: tha ?ronoh 'lavoluuon 1-‘11nh put an and to " sarfdon,
wthly quzlj.ty of t.he- nnity of theory and -

a Renlity as man's attainmant of ‘total
'mo bon l:mm. having. throuzh his hbor.

,f’-’:. - ‘6‘«-; rﬂff}Jf ;
Tho. aimplo tru 1 .ls

oz'vn.ti'm Pruanian’ ph*lonophor' :

f.‘mt. p‘tl.touop‘:ﬂ.oum. :!ogol naver, ndt cven when he

u:;tm'ol A8 & "cons N cat ovm' thg.ome;.ulclen
:1'...‘_'. _ .f,o aompﬁﬁléﬁ:! t.ha muln.ln:, of t‘mt o,Jof'hn.l Jovolepment of hig Lims ~- _the freat
Sy Fronch a\rolut.ion. ..o:l.ther tha faot. L}ut hu hiaoolf wan fio goord & latheran that
"the ravoalc!

-

te, thnb evenl Go that Protosianiun,

! v i et L .
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ha pluco.l tho .c.ormtlo't wye

mn-n; ,h.t
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B i L

.so.

.

lon" couu_u tho "h.lshr‘!' atlga. tho oommaw of thc "ro.'l.r-iumcunﬂ
ut,u-o rnvln%ﬁn; s thc faot that he vas hmeu,-bourg.ou to the marvow

'ei‘«hu.bones eou!d,-, hmlwu'. trmucond thnt. avent, its development,

muul voi.m that nogel threw over his pmonopmr appears totals.
Tot. it wum be n oeap.uu nuruds.ng of Bazel's philozophy wsre we %o think
inilt. !:h Absolm h\ e.itlwr & m reﬂnctim of the quqrstinn batwesn philocdptm

md tnn wrlx')l ot ntm-_nl prodnctton. e:r ‘that ‘his A‘wolut,o is the empty absoluts
grthog

':c. Mmtud‘ inmt!nn of the,subjoctive Liualinte frou Fiokte through

_ ..e'volntinn. tho euaential clexont is neu'- )
4ti.ght'.£a zain rreedo-s thuroby in rmnlad "tho nozativo

_cmt ovarcoma f.ho histonc bu-r:.er. In th.'-.xr imunuo, the o=

'diemtod J.abor uhich thc young Hogol 80 paignan.ly doscrihed
m "Subject." tho astive foreo who would u'nnsrora

Keaol put those wuscr.iptu of his I-‘irst

5.
-

! ATy
: -s;um*aw navar to pehn'n to thm. not. only could not utop hint.ory. 1t cone

!.nued t.o havo a pnll on hia, tho pull = 40 futuro, o future ho rofusel to
ecognizo but one that rauognl:od him, Thus wag tho nonnpolist of tho meaning
ol.‘ wordd h!.ctory hi=oedf MJO wto take in pertnern.’ Anml t.hu uolf-.lrﬁ.vo of the

dhlectio drcve through the historic varriors itogel could not mest. Ly tho
t!.'nc tho prolstarian rovolutions of the 18&0&0;:9:?1 a now opoch tho philonopher.

" who could hear those volces froz balow wag hinself & rovolutionary: Karl ¥arx,

13178




gmn’.h.e to mko a o, bﬂginnlng !‘w tho spix-lt of lmtbar sage upon Hagel's
Ablo].nm witlmt,h-uking tot&l.’.,r with H%df H&m didntt think so. He never

ovc?rai- gt Matorin-_}é iate*hlim. Larl uarx ‘rh.st it m

‘j""...

'fw uen cJ enr.'l..v omu.gh ﬂhea wo

,ogrouad ,m u.fo _snd euﬂoo!!. tho me their perspoat.s.ve was niot of res
h\ s [

_'lho alp.n nlmnmn to‘ bho rnlorn on 9 OV v tho dwsl&pmnt or t.ha .
ohu af.ru(,glan that came inte tha open ¢lurlng the last yonr of Hogol's lifo an!
develaopu! i.ni.c m]l-!'lo:i;;t.d rovolutions in Marx!a tims e urke:l tl;;: bozinning
of & totaJJ,r now nao awl, tharcfora, nlso or philosnphy = Uthy nature of the fuct

and of cognition,®

L v, 4 e 2
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tharo hu beon a eonb.hmcal retm'n to Ba;ral. both by the oreator of Historical
uwmun md tn 1st of prolotarhn ravolution, karx, awd by Marxty zoat :

Imus ad!m-ant uﬂ "pra.ctitionuz-" of 20th oontury revolutlons. Lenin. %We twrn
to thom M not. on.‘l,r to g'fup ‘hoir tm‘m that: tave alroaly onterel history, but .

tor .tb.o mmtion thlf. thqy my ahed ror the new challenges of our. nge.

aoeda
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