0
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PEILOSOPHY AND HEVOLUTION

..when the airrov bourgeols forn has beeu pculcd avay, vhat 1s
vec.‘.l.th, ir nat tha ugiverselity of m:edn. capacities, enJasments,
prodnc*ive povers, etc., el 1nd1v1dualu, produccd in univuraal ox—
cha:ngc? Hhat, ﬂ‘ not. th- full. development of humap control aver
thc !'ocrces or na.turo == those of his owm nature as vall an thoag
of. m-oalled "anturc"t wm:: "1 not- ‘the ‘abacluts ela‘born‘bion ar
hil ereathn diupoaitzcns. without any pmcmditions other than
nntecedent hintorical ovol.ut:l.on which maI-.ua the totality o'r 'thin
o‘mlution — :l..u. t.ha emlution of all human powers as guch, UNnoa.
aured by ony mv!oun!:r esta‘hlishod van—‘htick - An end in nselﬂ

-i’hlt 16 this, if not & pitustion where man deea not revroduce hime

AT

Sy

golf :ln any deteminud fornm, but producoa his fotnlitﬂ “Where he

- does not peek to remain acrathing formed by the past, but is .'m the

}’Jl./ AL
==

ahsolute mm-emnt of becouing?
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INTRODUCTION

Becﬁw tho transformation of realliy 15 cﬂentral to the Hege].ia.n dig.
i.octic, Hegel's philosophy comes to 1ife, over and avér again, in all per~
'.lods of crisin and transition, vhen a nev histor!.c turni.ng point has been
reached, wvhen the established soclety ia dug up by its roots a.nd e founda-
tiop 48 lald for a nev social arder, The rm:t that there were-s record nume
ber of Hegel studles, Hegel publicstionu, Hegel transliaticns nnd'Heggl ‘con=
greuea in 1970 c-isscrossing with celebrations of Ienin as a phﬂosopher,

w have sppea.red to be pure coincidence: 1t wss the two hundmdth annivan-'_‘"

. _1_‘ aary or Hegel's birth snd the cne hundred.th of Inanin 6. The ‘brute ract

R

hmvnr. is the a.ll-parvaniveneas of the world cr!.ais -— econnmic, poli.ti- |

ea.l, racial, educstional, philosophi.., goetel. Not a sing].e fa.cet ot’ 11fe,
prisons 1m1udec1, was not welgtizd down by the crisis - and £1.n absolute -
oppoaite in thought. A pasnionate hunp,er ror a philouq:hy of 1:I.hrmtion ap—
heaved. ] T _ . _'

Hot many proressors of philouophy nay have related to tiza Boleti-a.d
Brother who was shot down in 1971. But so ﬂeeplf Rrounded 1s the Bleck df«_ ,
mnsion in u.‘baolute negativity,” in the desire for naw beginningn t‘vough
tha syllogistic regolution of a.liena.tion, that Ceorse Jackson's discova—y
.of the dialectic of liveration in that hellhole, San Guentin Prison, cen by
‘no means be brushed. aside na "accidentsl,” or as & Black Panther rednc_i_:ﬁ.on
of philosophy to political Maolsms auch ss, "pover comes &.11. of t.he”‘barrcl

of & gun,"” Hegel himself hed, after all, lived dwring a turning point 1':1""

world history as the Bastille was stormed snd the Great Frenzh Revolution




Dua&mkayn i1.

in:lﬁiated‘ a; nev a‘% expznse :!.ﬁ thought as in the freedenm of p‘eople; qu

so0d and aufﬂqi&nt reason the Regelian dimiectic has been cizlled '_'ﬁhe 8l

gebra. of revolution.”

It 1a tru.e that the extraordinarlly u‘ide publie i.ntereut in Hesel

{ond in the mout- remote corners of the globe es wvell as in the netropoles

‘of the world) has emerged vis Morx, Lenin and Mas.

It is not, however, true

that this nev public has stopped dead with theas and other intérpretationé .

'_cf' Hegel without ever bothering to rend amreh:lng by Hegel). Be they Blackn

. or Women Liberationists, ant:l-wnr youth or renk and file leberers <~ ali,;--

) those "new paasicns and new rorces strive to unite, philoaonhy n.nd. revoiu-

tion: without which the ' aystem cannot be uprooteﬁ. ‘&nd h\man creu.tivit-y re—

'lessed, Hothing else can account for the today-ness of Marx's Hmnan:lum

Harx, the discave-er of 8 totally nevw cantinent in thought wm— H...atori-

eal Haterial:'.am —_— grounded his philosaphy ot liberat:lon in the Eraxia o“

the proletaria.t a9 'uall as in Hegel's d:l.alectic. At the outbresk of World

Vnr I and the nhocking collapse of the grea.t n'erman Soeial Demcmcy, Isnin

- . ' relt a sudden com'pulsion to turn to the Hepelian dim ectie ay he dug deep

o " for & new cancrete universal,” the concept of the population "to a zmn

who would not cnly uprcot capitalism but create a totelly new societ}'
+  The chjectivity of todsy's thirst for tkeary hes led this author to

vi.ev from the vantage point of today's needs both Marx's analysis of the

proletarian "quest for universality,” and the "in-itself-ness” of Hegel's

Abaolut;ss. Whereas these Absolutes a.i-e usually analyzed as ”ends," us ir

sbsolute nepativity were not inherent in them, this author views them as

new points of departure,

Absolute negativity is the inseparasble,
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uilnpewsaiva, Lm.nent netive force, the very reascn for being of Absoluta
Enw.eﬁge, Absolutc Idea, Absolute *{ind. Tecause Marx's rootednala in, and :
Luni.p‘a rctprn“ to Hegel at crucial historical mohents 11luminate the prc;b-
lem of our day, "che*r philosophlc develonmantn are a8 centrul as are Hegel'
ovn vor!‘:s to this book's Part Dnu, “th Hegel? th Nowl"

Part Tvo, "plternativas,” n.ttemta ta see vhy noth Marxlst revolution~
‘a:‘i.eu == Leton Trotsky snd Meo Tgse=tuag — &nl = non-Harxist phncsopher -
Jean-?aul 8artre, vho was just as deni*‘cuu of chenging rather thaan Just 1o
terpret...ng the world — cmz..d do nothing to fill the theoretic void in  the

ﬂarﬂs.t novement aubs" sting ever since the death of" Lanin, mich leas stop
the 3'.'obal mfu'ch to atate-capitalism. 7 The holocmmt of World Wa.r II nob—--
vithutanding, nu proletarian revolutions upsu'-ged mywhere to nat ~h the
anoma , f the “Rurad An Revolution that emerged out of World 'dar I. Whate'ﬂr
nav there wmay have heen in Sartrean instentialism es philosophy. 11-. vas

‘mo polarizlnp' force for the mossed, a.nd. isolated ‘from the masaes, could
‘break no new ground., A totally nev turning point in h:lstcry vas needed be-

rore those opposites, intellectuzl and worker, could meet.

I+ vas not until the emeruem:a of & movement from Eraetiee in the mld- I

1950'3 brought the Human:l.sm of ‘!a.rxiam and the Hegelisn dialectic front
center on the hiaturic stage with the Eaet European ravolutions, that the
rev atage also in cognition becane sctual. BY 1960, "Africa. Year," and the
birt.h of a vhole new Third World, which also heralded the Black Ravolution
1.n the U.8., the upsurge was ove whelning. EU S, intellectuals, Who, throush' -
the MeCarthyits 1950's, hed Juxuriated in the euphoria of the Illusion ::r an

"and of ideclopy,” were rudely ewekened out of their lethargy. A vhole nev




' Dlmns:?aknvn_

sans‘i’intiun of molntinnar‘les, wh!.te a3 ven a3 Ble.ck. wag bom. 'I'hey re--
fusad to meparate thelr own feelingu of olienation in the ivory towers of
edueaticn from their onposition both to racism aud the United States' in- :
-]Ijq_rialisﬁic var ip Viotner. Ia a vord, the movement from practice - vhether
it wao ir the form or.outrig‘nt revolutiona in East .Eumpe‘, in Cuba, in M‘ri-
en, or migsed revolutions in Paris and Czechoalﬁvakia, or revolts in Japea

and in the linited States — the movement peroisted, remaed to be st:lllnd

either in preetice or in theorv, It 15 these "new passians and new forcgq,‘ ;5"

that becomn centyal i.o Paxt "'hree, "Er.onar.-.ic Reali. iy ‘and ths Dialectics’ 'otf =
Li‘ocration. _ - :
I mast ctmreas that the tenptut:lon to begi.n ot the end. with the. im- :

::edint-o concemns of our critical pericd, was hard to resiut for one, living"

) el al i B ek ol dhe wem : :
A w oasinl whles Capiriziso iz pevt :.. 2%z 227 oranmdon,  Buk éa hawa "mﬂ.'.:'

v w!th the end wculds, ia fact, hnave made it impossible to caaprehmd the. "vhy
nw of tha "why Yegel?" The preoceupntion with vhat Leon Trotalqr cnllen ‘
"the gmall coin of concrete questione™ has ever baen the road avay from mt;
the nvat:l.ca.‘l thaolutes of Hepsl, but the revolutionary principles of ‘-?ux"x'.‘
It war a0 during the 1i:.’e. and collapse, of the Se;:ond Internsticnal. It
'charwterized the Third International following the death of lenin,. 'I':w.
theoretic vold in the Marxist movement has peraisted to this day, when -rdnd-'
1z2m8 aetivism thinks it is the znawver to todany's hunger for theory. ‘me "
hard truth 1a that there is no way to work cut new beginnings without g.o‘.lns__
through whet Hegel called "the labor, the patlence, the seriocusneas é.mi nut—
fe'ring of the negative." Which is why the rature HMarx persisted in repeat= |
ing lopg after he had broken awey from "Hepeliapnism" that the Hepelian dis-

lectic vas "the source..,of =11 dialectlc,” and vorked out his originel
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proletarian philosonhy of ‘Jiberation, .
‘It bas alvays Leen the beiief of thia vritar that in our age, thec:y
oan develop rully only when 3round~cl in waet thz nasses themaelves are dch-
ing end thinking. T deeply Tegret that I cannot acknovledge by neme the
Eazt Eurcpean Harziat-flumanists vho collahorated in the vriting of Chapter
?III, "State-Capitalism and the East European Revolts,” For the chnpter,
"The Thought of Mao Tse-tung,"” I anm indebted to a young schelar from Peking,
Ct.iu-Chao. vhem I :.nterviewed in Hong Kong in 1568, ana, ,vho then hel ped \d.th
relearch. As for t.he last chapter. 11-. had been turned ovar to the paw, ‘A'

voicen of the Blacka, the :rnuth, th- re.nk and file voriers end \rmen'

nberationists, indeed two drarr.s of the! '.rhole work wers subnitted far diz—-

,nua.u.-.mpgl! ‘ot Tevolubivi iy o mugis Luedr worh ny mipe,
- B . . L
k] l!.'

Jenaary, 1972° Reya Dungyevekaya
Detroit, Michigan
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PART B

WHY HEGELY why NOw?




'

CHAPTER T ~ ADSOLUTE NZGATIVITY AS NEW RESTRNINO

. The aialectic of negativi- " eeeinsofsr as it [our

"ty {4al the moving sod craat- age] has mnde us touch our
4ng prineipls. 1imiis Y shall ony that we

’ : . ere all matsphyaical vrit-

fust ea Prometheus, having 0rs... For metsphyuies 13

7 mtolan fire from hoayen, hes not s sterils diseunsion s=
. gins to Yulld Houses and set= ~  bout edstraect notions which

‘tie on the earth, sc philoso- " have aothing to do vith ex-

- phyy waving extended itself perdenco. It iam a livipg of=:

. te the world, turns esminst fort to embraga rrom within

. the appapeat world, Sonow - “the haaan conditier in its

Cwith tha Hegelian phlloaophy. totallity. N
R ' - dETe ‘ e Jean-Prul ‘Sartre

_ m-ﬁw bas its oun vy of 1.11muinu1;ing a gersous vork of
_philotopiy. And the history of World War T - wnick, on the cne
n.nna.‘c'eusea the coliapse of eatsblinhed Marxism {the Germon So-

“etal Dmoegra:r), and, on the other hand, led th;e no3t i;ilitant. e
terialist of mll, Lenin, to a new study of legel's idoelism =~ has
legsema for our Aduy. Lenin's study ed hix to t.he' conel;xsion thats
'intellls:ent {dealism is nesrer to inteliigent materialism than id

stupid materislisn, P Dialectical ldealfsn inctesd of intelligent;

metaphynical, undeveloped, dead, vulger, static instend of utupid.".(n

‘1)1 heppen to have boon the first to translate Lenin®s philos
sophls commentaorics on fesel's vorks, snd I an using vy ovn trans-
lption, which appears as Appendix B In the firat edition of my wvork,
barxign and Fresdom, Beokmon, H.Y., 1358, p. 354, I will also cite
The Torricinl” trmalation which “escov brousht out in 19613 leninta.
Collncted Yorka, (hereafter referrad to Just hy volume number), Yol.
34, p. ET70.
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1In mrdnu-, ironieslly snowh, there are Negelisn scholers
‘who Sre £6 esgsr to return Hemel to acedexia, clecnsed of the
"inbviniono" #4rst by Merz and then by Lenin, that they find

thensolvas in veritable epreement vith "Comcunista® vho, for their

TRAFTRIY Ao Ty

own rensonp, vish Negel kept in a closed ontologlesl vorld. In
m.';y cnka. smathc:; e feeln that Ecgaiiu.n philosophy iz sn LopaAne
etzable closed ont;o:.ogv. or the open road from which to view mane
lind‘s dava.lomnt as o totality and zo turns to the dislectic, ol
"the algebze of revolution," the poiant in that Hegol hizaelf 414
[ooh dhplt.eu reality vhen he entersd the realnm of "pure thought."
| Qu..ta thu contrary. 'I'ua pul]. ot‘ ub.]eetive htutory gmunded
Hesel:l.m 'phuosaplw in. the pr:lneiplo of rreedm, so mch s0 thnt

“tha snceealivé "mmi'eatationa of the World Spl.rit" are foravnr

) ﬂhding themsalves inadaqu&tu to the task or realizing this prin-
ctple and parlahing." Tut thp sore the vnrierl manirastntions per= -
1nh, the more "tho aelf-thinking. Idea" kemps renppenring, espeaiale
3y 4n "Communist” lends vhore they are forever busy separating the
"scleaﬂﬂa naterislisn” of Morx from Hepel's "systical Abzolutes,”
Hegel's Absclut=s have ever exerted o simultanecus force of attrace
tica end ropulesion, ..

This hute~love relationsnip has ceured not only meterialista

but idealists, not ouly pragmatists dbut nec-Cartesisns, to cost a

veriteble ahrcud over “sbaclute negativity." Eooh time, hovaver,
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Dunayevskers - ' 3.

e .
.

nl a dea-p erinu euﬂu !& tha vorld, the reason tor the mb!.'n-
hnt attitude omas out, ’I‘hua. tmring the DPeprecaion, Chazles A,

Bet.rd. in bis ensn;r'un F;;-:él for Thia E‘nwc;opudia of Soolel Sclw

apceg, utressad that it vas not Marx whe Yimposed”™ n rivolutionary
in%ezpﬁtat!on upon the Negelinn dinlecticy its vary nature ves
"revoiutionary,” Thug, in Cartesian France the most profound ene

e¥elopedio mind of the early 19th century, vha hed "translated®

 the Bovement of tha Gmatlr‘:'-mch Pevolution into the dialectic
'nthod, romnined very ‘10!1'1,? unknam nnt'l tha Daprenlun. Ho hu,

huwvcr. 'hun nrr mueh nn'u them nince that tim.. Jun !lyppo-

nm consid.ered it natural that i.n 1907 1n Itely, Benedetto Craea B

l!mld have tl:ouv,ht it wvea time for "a ﬂnal reckerning” with Hegel

gm._..:s Tn Touvdmre and et Te Nand 4o ahae Phadmm st e n....-.a\ -
safy ST et o Dand in ahe Philane sy el =

unforesecable was the Matrange paratox {that] Hogel would befcm;n
-Iusoeh_'ted with the exictentialiot current vhose pracursors had
begn eritics of the Hapelian ayatem."(e’

It 48 true that Exintentinliaw, fiom its origing in the re
1!510;11:.3 of Kierkegnard, throunh Hetdapror's ontolégicn _B_u_ggﬂ
md Timae, to Snrtre'u revolutionary elan, was a ravolt mgainat

1
Hepel's syntan. Yot after Deinz and 3 Hothineness , nﬁ:er Sartra's

exporiences in the Raalstance and {n the postver perfod debates

T LTl ARt = v sk

4
(2 ‘8ae e Fynpolita's Preface to the Enclish edition of
Studiez on Marx and Herel, trens, Ly John O'Yeill, Bmals Books,
ole » 1969,

R s
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‘Dunayevskaya
with Comxn.tnt ideclogues, Su-tu found 1t necensery to erpman
his ..ndie:a-tim at the trivialities wttered aboiry the Abwolutas
It ge mfcrtuante tht a men cen still vrite todsy that the b
sclate i not nm."u) On the foce of 1?. both subjectively nnd
U.muld Seinn,
objutiyely (tr}u !!es!nt-ncc_), Existantt a.l!un)ﬁshuum havn bean
dravn to Marn's sharp distinction botveen seoniemic aclutions —
abalition or pﬂvs:ta property — and cnntive buman relationships,
espacially &5 the nature Marx expressod it; Mthe de?—alop'ﬁ-mt of
hunan pover which s 1ts own end, the true reala of freadon.“(h)
hhr ve uu onalyso \rhy Exhuntinlim aigd rot then oome
tﬂ ;ripn vith Yearx's cwn expressions thnt Cogummisn vas "not the-
‘_;.onJ. of humar dev‘elﬁment', ‘the form of hwnan sooioiy.” Hare it
‘1; :u;.‘ :1-.1"5.&';':{. W avie Lum. during the \‘.urouunt ':Iecm!l of the
1060'a. 1t wa3 no 1mgar encugh to sot ac 1f "Men is ahnolute”
meant oaly the iudiv.{dunl rather than social, historic man and
Yoren. The "lack” that Exfatentislien folt wasz not a0 muek in
1ts mlationahip to Hegal-Marx, as 1t vas to extating reallty, -
And L% 13 thiz Ieck whioh also characterited tha new feneration
of revolutionaries i{n the United States. 8o integral 1z ampiri.

cisn, 8o & pert of the very organisn "Anerican," that aven those

who wish to uproot capitelinm - the youth vhe have becoma sware

(3)a1euats i
£ ons, IV, tmms. by Benita Ilaher, Goorge Brasille »
HoYa, 1065, p. 315, f

U')P'nrx Canital, Vol, IXI, trana, b7 Snmurl “{core ani Rdward
Aveling, Lhru-lm o herr nad Compeny, Chicago, 1915, p. 954,




LTS

of thexsalves. as ﬁvolut.iomries through relatine thelr feeling

of slienation in acndenia to Marx's theory of elaan e;l.ii:nifim

’ -a-l st11l zeparate what history ﬂu Jolned togather: Maz-z!i.l vepine
nings so a "nev Hunsnimm" end the enlmination of the Hegelimn |
philosophy in the Absolate Tdea. At the ssme tins, the metur-
ity of the age compels a confrontation with existing reality and
witk the Tepelisn-Marxian Aialentie, )

his is not to ssy that we ¢en dismiss cut of hand the cone

tentlon that Hesel’s Absolutes ere o mere rantstmﬁt of Aris-
;tctle‘é Ai:solutel ;' ir n'o't A thrmfoue)..:lto_Plnto"a co:;uept of phil-
esopher-king, which reflaeted Greek so.sce:r ‘vhere slaves did all”
thu labor and the inteueetual e].au, who did4 zo labor. d!.d 111

t.m gniwlup:.:.ung. Thab Wiv Givaeivii Laiuion =anizd =2 ...‘....- 2

hbor has cha.racteriud all :ocieﬂas. sapacially ours, is hardly
,_'d.inpﬁ:n‘ble. Bt!t the peneral principle dovt cot explain the cone
erets questiont vhy, as n_;;uinst the Greek phifl.c‘:aophen vho re-
aain n acadenia, are fhare conotsnt, rmultiple and new rebirthe
.of Hegsl atudiea? If, as lisgel oxprescas it, "nothing is either
coaceivad cr knovﬁ in its tnith, except inscfer es it i3 voaw
pletely subject to method ,"(3) why not subject Hegel's Absolutes

40 that method? ¥hy not roll the film of legel's Adsolutes back

(E}The Science of lnelc, trans, hy W.H, Johnsm ad LG,
. Btruthers, “acnillan, d.fe 1953, Vol, 1I, p. 4E8, (All citoe
tiona are to this edition.)
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o taedr fliet crucind pudlic appearsnce in The Fhenow

menoloxy af 14tnd nnd lubacct Abasiute rnavhdp.a to ﬂm mm
Wy a0t tost the 1o¢lc of 'ﬂorel'n Scienco af Lopie, ite A’nnolnt.n
Idee, and its nealf-libaratica” at the mx of hin syoten, Ab8D=

Iute ‘u.nd?

No matter whet flegel's own intentions, ;}ontgcgz ConervEe.
tism, speoulative theodley; 4 the discovarer of sbesoluts nogv:-
uﬁty haa'am elained the knovledge of produsing "uﬁ-uez.ea,'
hov eunld ha have stap'pod’. the cenaelus motion of 4he dialeatie
:ﬂﬂt hncaxme hiu pen 'eachml the end. of his '-‘nevnlgmeé.m of PhiL-
__ghicul S‘eiencast In' nna' cnse. vhat ve hmu to do 18 exmno
Bag'e_li:n ph:!.louophy as 13, its novmat. Hc need ta do thu nat

for o wwie ui Gegely ‘..u‘:. fox auw ::-‘:--. e o t!:e onee dhﬂ -vf

 1n neatt or a8 philoacphy to maet the cuallenm of owr times, What
makxes Hspal o conteasporary in what ma:.’m hin #o alive to Harzy the -
cogency of ths dialectlc of nepativity for a periol of prolata.rinn
rmlutiog,: an ven a3 for tha Tpipihetime® of history in which
Hegal itved, ‘MHarx uafnr tirad of repeating that 1t vas imposale
ble .“ turn cne's bock em the iicgalian philosuph} becsuse 1% had
penetratel deeply into t}-xe actual movesient of history desplite How
gel's ovn "estranced inaiaht,” Because our hunzer for theory
arinas ocut of the totnnt& of the prasent global crizis, Hepal's
"Absolute othod” becorwes irrssistinle, The fact that aven
sinple journalistic anslyses reach for "sbsolutes," like the de-

seription of our ers ss cne that is both an age of "ravolution in
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'rl'wlutim o~ rmd "counterrevolution v!.f.hin revol\:ticn," reflacti
the on.,ccts.w ecupnlsinn for = nev cm!.nntton of Begol'n canctpt.
of "sheolute negativity.”

It 4s high time to encounter Hegel on hix own gramd - tha

lll"sol'u'ha ¥athod == vhich 19 auﬁpoud, &t cne md the samn time,
_be 1n mtmt motion, and so "adusant” ss to rofuse to bov to any
A‘blolntc Sub"tanca. This i because, preclsely becsuse, it is- tlw
eiaho“lc of tha SubJect, the continuous process of becmins.

'fhbaoluta




T e B i it TR T B R i

. . .

' Bection A = The Phenosenolomy of Mind, or Bxpariencas of Consclousneas

Owxr epoeh 1s a birth—tima. end v. - :
poriod of trmsitiocn. The o spivit o
o ) I of man has broken with the old ordar N
N . of things hitherto orevailing, sud -

toL o with the old vayn of thinkinge.. - T

- Hegel

'Dle ?henumolog_v of Yind end The Sciencu of Lorlec ~ neaal.'l

"vqmp or diuumry and Pin 1ortc ef strnet cate-;or!.as -— are 8
wmu for =00 . "to let tho dead burr thy dead“(s) w’hile the Mrioe .

gn rorth te moot the challengs of the ..i-ms, ‘od g:lva ear to its

POttt atal neman oy N('” rhu- whara The Ynfenne nf tmr{n is w!.thont

e e "ot

L o "concrct#.m of sanne." the axcitement of the actual, of tha u'r"- .
[ } 7 'ml of a. nev epoch, pamautcs the vhole ef the Phenmcnolog 8o

©  gliwe is this "presence” In the strupmle, s life and death. strime

: gla, of cenacicusness with the objective Qarld, vith uelt-csnselous;- -
f- o -‘ .nass, with Other — be 1t bhetween "Lordship and Bondage," or hee S
tvean self=consclounnese and §{ts own unhappinaauz' no exciting are —

.

theae "Experiences of Cmscic;unneas"(a) =~ higtoricsl and "sbaolute,”

{6}
The Phenonenclory of Mind, trans, by J.D. Baillin, !acmillan,

london, 1931, (hereinafisr r’ferred. to ns DPhenomenolozy}, pe 130,
_fee also The Selencs of locie, Yol. I, pe 303 “Jhore Are 0o trecas o

in Ing,tc of the nev gpirit vhich haa arigen doth in Legrnlng ané in
Lifa,”

(7 '
)Icctures on the History of Philosonhy, trans. by E.S. Inle
dane and irnncis H, Gimaon, Hunanitiea, H.Y., 1755, Vol. III,

P 583,

w)ileml'a orizinal subtitle of the Thenomsnolosy.




1nA171ens1 a0 voivercal, all brecthing the "Horld Sperie" vhoss
%tiue hza come® - that lt!;t”rmi.der 1a resdy to follov Hegel upon
‘Jﬂu loag, t#ﬁucﬁs. é,soo year trek of Western philosophy., Ye
follos frem 1% birthplaca in Gresce around 500 B.C, £o its leap
to total freadon in the Oreot Prench Revoluifom of 1789, to 1806/
.ﬂnnr Hapala.’on entared Pruasis on horsecback Just as Hegel ves com—
'p—l;f-ing the _Jj',t_:ﬂomenﬁow. | T
o It bacomes lzpoﬁuihlo to separete reality and apirdt, not
. . ‘abeqsmia Hepel has .impasad-np'irit upan reality, but tecsuss spire
L4t 18 ;lﬁme;:t fn reality. Throughout Pﬁén‘nmunélm_q' 'a 16L yany

. g?i_gm_qe, "the immanent rhytim of the posant of eoncepiunl

_ thd;g_ht".(.g) hes cast a spell on' critics and follovers elike.. The

. discoverer of Historicel Matmrialism. Kard Merx. critictzéd the

Ve

oJ,ﬁI neterialian for its failure to gi-mple vith actuality, vhish

.3ed to the "neotive alde'(lc') -‘aeiug developed by Idealioms

(QJPhunamunolo_g, pe 117,

(m,"'nw raln shorteoning of all materialism up to now {includ-
ifig that of Teuorvach) ia that the chieet, the reality, sansucuse
ness, 1o conesived only in the form of the objeet, o of tho intula
tion [Anechanu'}:_]; not howevar ao sousuous human agtivitw, praxisg
not subjectively., Hence the sctive cide wan developed nbatractly
in oppasition to materialimm bty idocligme.. Feuerbach wonts sone
Buous objects reallv distinet from the objects of thouzhty but he
does mot conreive of human activity 1itsalf as en activity aired nt
‘objectn [gemehntindlichn Tatickelf,]... e therefore doen 1ot come
prehiond the aimmificanca of ‘revolutionery,’ practicslecritical ac-
tivity.” I have used Nicholas Ichkosigz's translation of Mepx's
Theven on Fousrbach not only Legausn 1t 42 an excelliont transliatinn,
but elno Haenuse the particular chapter hea a eritique of Sidney
Hook*s "questionable way of proceading” on the whole question of -
Harx*s Philorenhie~lnemomic Manuzerintn, Saa Tlcholas Lebkoviez,
Theory nnd irnotice, Lizvorr of & Sangpat Tros Aristatle o Marx,
University of Lotre anw, Lonion, 147, Pe 423, Luy| Tdg,




Dunsyavekeys : o T 10,

The Fhenoxenslozy 1a...the hidden, still wnclear
even to itseif, mnd pystifying er{tical philosc=
phy. Hovever, io the extent that it holds fast
-the rlienation of Man == cven 1f an appedra only
in the form of Snirit «= to that extant All nle-
ments ol criticiam 1lie hidden in it and are often
glready nrenared snd worket out in a ménnar ex-

" tenaing far ncyond the iierelian standpoint. The
sectione on "Unhappy Consclousness,” the "Hmon-
tble Conscicuaneas," the strupple batween the "no-
ble” and "hasa” consclousness, etc., ete,, contaln
gsritical elemsnts -~ although ntill in an alienat-
éd form «= of vhole spﬁfrq? 1ike Relipion, the
Btate, Civic Life, uatc. Co. ‘

In a word, daapﬁa the fact that Man iz novhere present in
the Phanm:mlow; daspite the fact that Heml a.nnlyses thu davelw
or:unt of eonsciousness and self—eonneiounneu es d!.uenbodiarl apire
.1tﬂ da-piu the faet thu.t Treadom and ‘!ul.uon likawise appear a8’ l
sctivitien of the nind; despite the fact shet Heel's "estranced
!nsisht" hes cemught only "theé abstract, logicel and speculative 8x=
pranion for the novamant of hhtory." larx concludas that the di-
“lectic: roveals "trameendenca &8 zn chfectiva movement.™. Marx did
not linqle out trumcendence ez an ob.!ective movenent merely in Ofr=
der tc ghow vhat waz "behind” the strug[r.les of coneefousness and
telf-gonscicusness «~ mankind's sctual hictory. Marz vas also ar—l
guing agninet the narrov meterialiets who had failed to sece self-

_development in actuality, just as they had

un?'nr: Critique of the Heomlinn Dinlectie, I hanpenad to
have heen tho Tirat to trannlate into Tnslish tne nov=frmous Ccono
mic~Philasonnic I'anunerinta, 1Chli, and I an quoting from wy trang-
dation, vhich anpaurs in Arpendix A, “‘arxiam nnd Tresdon, 1953 edi-
tion, p. 3069, Since thon, many trannlations have Eeen published
Ree Bibliep-rnphv for a listing,




Ry ey I TR L LY RN sMERE S &

i

Tunsyevskay s

- ‘dhd ts see it in the atrug;:leﬁ‘ of consciousness. In cuntrut.
unﬂnrstmdinq the tact that no outnide forse propels a mvament
forvard allowed Hegal to see the davelopment of thoapht. as "paral-

“ 101”(1’) o world histoiy.

Whether one acceptu HMarx's critique and sees ths rmltitudai-
aous stages of alienation — of subject and object, of Conscioug=
.néﬁs -and Seif-Conncib\mneua, of reason and revelution, of Spirit
An Belf-Estrmgemnt, not, to mention the divta on within the Abso-
'lute .ltsel:r we BB B0 eutrnngad” insight into nelf-»davnlopmnt of

' _—"lahm and 1tn production -eln.t.!.cnn; oxr vhethar one remains with R

4‘805&1, cnnﬁnerl to the reolnm of thuught; or. whethsr one ‘bmm to

rBln"!'.ra:’ll eoneept of "Other" as “ﬂel]. ix other pecple the eru=-

-l mad ke B e L -~ o e = e s
- —— WA S - unuu. Aua uv'ua’ uuue\. -a yun-uvn-.uua.uua.-.u.

develnrpment. thera 18 a comaponding hintorie stnm, but also
Ahat thought molds its experience in such & manner that it will
ngvar again be poqni‘ble to keep these twvo opposites ‘in separate

_me:lmn. The mathod of uniting the twt; dinlecticslly is irresia-

tible because it comms from within., Although the historic per=
1o2s are not specified by Hepel, neither ere they "superimposcd”
on the stages of consclousneds. History renains the innermost

core of all of Hegel's philcaophic catepories. J.N. Findlay in
sbgolutely correct when he wvrites that, "uch of the intense cbe

scurity of Hepel's text i3 here [section on Spirit in SelfaLae

trnngement] duo to the concesled presernce of an historical

(E)Hegul, Lactures on the Histary of Philemaphy, Vol. III, p. SiT.

e i Lo A« 1A N
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rasavork, n(23) - Ia & word, Varxiat.s and non-“!arziutu alike have
£Xaped the tz-uth the deaply rooted hlstorieal ecatent or Hagele
i phuc.wphy

Braaune Hegel var wnelyring universals as not separate

frea the individual's “cxperisnce,” a single stage of alienstion
gote as great e 11)uzination m'doaa iueuatim a3 & totality,
How azny emreueé ~~ {rom Josieh Royca's religious preoceups
t:lon vith ths “Cont.nte Corseiousnesa™ to Herbert Harcuse's pra=

ocmrputian with "technologleal raa.lity" end {ts &uegecl "Conquest

“nof
or tha Unhappy Conacicusness, n{14) havaﬂdependad on Hapel's Ali-

ummd Goul or Unhappy Ctmaciounneua? : A '

'I'ha ucnstu.nt rauppearmce of onm and the ame nawnent —
the d:l-.hct:lc o & eentinuoua .process of anlf-develment, x pro-
: een of demmment through emtradictim, thruugh ulienn'tim,
“thraugh double negation — 'uc;dns v:lth nonne-eertainty and never
Btops its cecaselens motion, not even st 1ts opax, Abnomte Yoo
ledsa.' It is-the dovelopment of mankind's hintory from boudage
to freedem. It {m the development of thought from the ﬁeneh
Ravolution to Cerman Idealist philosophy., It in Hegel transe
forning the dialectics of the Preseh Revolution into "2bsolute
Mathod,

{13)

uh)(he Dineusional *an, RBeccon Press, Enaton, 195L, np, 55-33.
Cfs the 1941 anaoiysis or alienation in Mareuse's Roason and Nevelu~
tloa, a3 well as A Yote on the Dinlectic." the 1960 preface te that
work, Beacon Press, Beston,

Yorel: A RosBwamin ...1-:m. {1558), Collmr, N.Y., 19G2, p. 119,

A i e e
=
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The plenituda (and auf!’orir:g) ol emsciuunnen in self-de.

- valopwant that Homl ‘hes gathersd %or;other for his "Scionca of the

tx:,er:lenee of Coumciousnnuma™ allowa for a great variety of intere

pretatisan (vory oftan by the nme discerning veador upm 2ach rew.
reading of & paseape), 'Eut such varied mnla'aes ean be nada b
canne, nnd xly becaune, Beral crested hia dinleeti.c out of 2 most
palnstaking and riporous examination of the movensant ef no J.en-a‘.
fthm 2.500 Years of history. fTha tact that this loborions deveie
Opnant or mankind culninated in the period of the Fremch Rava)u-
tlau drm the geniug to breax with tha :lntrmreruion of his ph:L'l.o-—
;anhie contemporariea. )
- Werse one avan to £9 to the ex‘reue ﬂnd nnparin'poae Junt "\ro
d:lv:lsiona upou the whole of the Phenome_r;p_logy, aven thia vould not
e "wrong. Thus, “What Happens Up to the Day of Ravolutmnf"
.¢ould be the handinr over Consciousneuu. Self-Conagiousneas and
' ‘Roason, and 81l the remmining stapes of developmont — Spirit, Re-
iision, and Absolute Idem .w could then be titled "ihet Hoppens Ar-
'to;‘-tho Pevolution?” ZEven such overstimplifiestion or, 1f you wish,
vidpgarization, would not be violating the apirit of Hegel, provid-
ing 1t vere done for the purpese of penetrating Hcgel'a analysin
of the dialectic of developnmt of pethod nx aelr-mmement. For 1t
is the self-davelopment that 1s the 8us and subatance, the soul and
apirit ot the diglectic, in thouc;hf a3 in 1ife, in history as in go-

clety, in philooophy as in Uternture, A1l of vorld history was to




Eegel a iatory in the "progress and tha censdicusness of free= -
m.u(ﬁ) | ‘

8o ut;epéd in history, co rich in experiences ;nd proi"fmnd
in philﬁscphin panétraum. 2o simlzaneonsly individual snd uni-
‘versel arc the cndlass forms of allenation, ﬁmn the "Unhappy Cone
sciouz:;esu" thi-ohgh "the giddy vhirl of perpetually self-creeting
dim:dar" of Scaptielss, to the "Spirit in Self-Datrangedent," |
. ue the 'Vhol-b history of world's eulture im traversed, that it is

‘iu;':dzsible hare to follow Hopal's uultituy.‘linoué dsvelopment sven

1:1‘ faint &utune; For our purpnaisi 4t vill be suffiefent to-at-
t.upt to oone to grips with m:aolute Knu-;lad:;a where, if va ara

1'0 beliwa "tha mterluiatn." the Absglute uwallowed the uctnal

'-J 1-0& 48 ma mmen wak e Cmmndom nuﬁ’ 4 yvea awa +a dala d+ha
Ty ey = et v gl

T voxl: of the seademic acholors, the Phoncmanolo&z 'pf'unn itagl? to

b5 "a specalative thgodioy ia the esssntial form of & mataphysics

us}%e Philomophy of I!!svow. trana. by J. Sibree, Willey, H.Y..
a9k, p, 12, So naturnl do nctuel revolutions come to mind when one
~ 1s writing in so eritienl a pericd as Germany _in the early 1520's,
thet REarl Fersceh, in-gquoting Hegel on the viev of (erman Ideallsm as
8 vhole « "revolution was lodped and expressed as if in the very
form of their thourht," =~ pussionatnly strecssed the faot thot Hegel
vas "not talking of what contemprorary bourceois historisns of phailo-
sophy like to eall a revelution in thought - A nice, quiet process
that tnkes place in the pure reulm of the atudy ond far svoy from.
the crude realm of reoal strupgles, The groatest thinker. produced by
bourgecis aaclety in its revolutionary perliod rererisd 'revolution
in the fornm of thouprht! as an ohjective conmonent of the total sow
oinl procoss of a real revolution,” ‘llavzinm snd Thilosenhy, (1923},
Huv Lert Review Hditions, Loadon, 1970,

P 381.
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_of procass and'mt_had."-um "The truth is that novhare is the
.hht‘oric charsoter of Hegel's philoscphic cetegories noye evident

than 1in- Absolute Enceledge, Marz, who certainly did not fall to

' see that the chap;ter "contains both tha sumcation and the quinter
- sanes of the P‘huua?-';molugz. o' uingled out mbaoluts nepalivity as so . L
overpovaring a "result” that, though the viilem m-“abatract" and .
"eairanged®, nevartheless one could not escape "the movenment of
Msm.“ Let us entar then that gacrosenct intellcetusl haven

s ind Seo for curselves, this tine not _Jﬁst in fzint outlirne, bﬁt in

. detatl.

e ﬁegel ’tfaéina and. ends the 1681, chapter, "Abzoluts anleﬁsn,“

by. si':'i'éns!,ng tlta£ recollaction of all stages of &ev'e':_lqmrenélia'an'a' o

e ‘- vay ;f g:;uping the method of how the oppositfon between nelf-aca=
é.'c:l.'uum;ess and {ts object is transcendad in life. He béging his T

'i'l;call with the first section, with irmediats "sense_-axperlanéu“ _

| wnd ite relatadness to "Dt‘ller." partly as porception, und' ednen-

tially as understanding. Hovever, ingtead of going en to ihe next
ae'quenc'el-- el f-conossicusness, eithar 23 1t oapresses itaelf oo

: 'Lordéh!.p and Bendage, Stoiciam, Scepticism, or the Unhappy Cone
soiousneas « Hepel stops in order to drav out vhat iz the qﬁin—

tessaatial, not miy of fieetion I, but of the sntire Phenomsnolozy

(16 ’Sec Reinhart Klemene Maurer, lscel und des Fnde der
Genchiabte: Internretntionen zur Phacnonenoloesic, CTtuttgartederline
Colorne=taing, b5, p. do. clpce $he pard that concerns us 43 the
inpeniocus analysis or the finsl three naragrapas of The Unecvclonae-
din of ¥nilogontienl Delencen ané how these are supposed to relate
t0 the Ihencionelosr, we will return to !lsurar's work when ve deel
with Thn Piilosonhy ef 'lind,
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nnﬁ, :mo.nu. _ x‘ the io‘:iﬁli:'syiiéﬁ. not a vags of v'*!.ch had yet

been vr:lt*en. Here 13 vhat he writeat
. The objnct as & vhole 1 the mediated result
{<he sylln;;inm) or the peneing of unlverscale
1ty into individuelity throursr speeifiestion,
also the roverze procens from the individunl,

to aniversnl, t‘:rmﬁ!hcancnlle& Individuality
or spacificeticn, ‘

The decaptiv&l aim‘plietty.or this lopical conclusion i3 likee
iy to cntuh the reader unawsre thnt Regel is hers ‘ntrodncing thn
thret central catercr&e.i w= the Uni\'crsu.l. Particular and Individ-

Ul ~= of the tad yet mwritten Science of Logle, It 28 to le

noted tlmﬁ. though thesma categnries are bound together into = 31w

"'lﬁsjla‘m. caet; remains iﬁolf, or more pmcinelar._ nc.ne‘is redueibie |
‘:.to tno otbar. Easel \mdarncores t‘na fn.ct t.hnt doubl-s nemtion.
-'_V.‘aieh chmctez-izes the mvamnt from Abetract fthe Uni.vnmal) to -

: ,thrs conarete (tho Indwidnnl) "thrnueh upeeiﬂcstion" (the Paﬂ:i—

cular}, helds Srue alao vhen the process 18 veveraed, In & vm-tl,

g negnti.nn of the nevation. not Vgynthasis,"” also churaotariun "tha ‘

ravarse process- fron the individusl to the uni'w-rnal “(18) In his
pummetion, Regel demonstrates that this 1s po in evory single
stage of the devolopsont, and, therzfore, fros the very first sec-
oo to the lmst, it ia this wilch chavecterizes the yhole of the

(a7 )Phuno-meuolor:v, ne T,

(185,44,
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{19}

meﬁmnologz. ‘ . _
' I% 1o orucisl to aresp this movesent from the sbeteach to
the 'cmcrata A8 a aélf-moverent, and not to. view 1t ax £F 1t ate
ﬁuns to scnl:aort. of‘utatio‘t.ri&ﬂic form. 'ﬁ-uur,h 1% was not
Beéal,-'but Fichte and Sehelling, vho spoke of phllescphy a3 s
development of thesio-entithesis-syninecis, this atacement Las
oﬂ’an ﬁaen nisread as an expreszion cf the Herelian dialectic.

‘ We must stop s momest longer to show that ths three enterories

w{20)

mqntiénua here_m.'éot n ";riplic!ty, net & synthesis; not

- + aynthatie comnition, but the dlalectic of aelf-dminpmt through

7 m doubla. regation. - No mattsr what tha phenonsna are, thourht
. molds the form of experience 4n a vay that determincs both the .

‘(}g}ror the moat cenerete working out of the relationshin of
.+« the Frecch Revelution to the Phenomenolosv, see Jean Hypnolite, -
fendae et Strusture de 1s Phenomenolocie do Her2l, Introdustion a
-, 1= Philosoohie de 1'iistofive Go daral, Theat who 4o not Know
" French should eonsul: Hyrpolite's Studian 4n “ary asd llepol, eSe
pecinlly the chadter on "The Simifichnce of the Freach Revolue
tion in flesel's Phenomenolosrr,” and the one on "The Concent of
Life end Exintence in Geral.” Tha latter coacentrates oo the
‘section on "Lordshily and Rondshin,” on which Eyppolits commentsi
"Hers we cnn gem the conerete girmif{cance of the Terelion nrin-
ciple of nopativity, Nepel's synten, far from dbeing a legomachy,
is & logle of the life of thouent,” (p. 17) '
(Eo)lmter, when we pranple with the Loxie, we shall hear Hapel
laugh at the vhala construct of triplicify, insisting that 1t 4s
really a quadruplicity: "I nuober i3 awnlicable, then in the
vhole course this necond irmedfintns 4n the third tern, the flrat
fmiodiate and the nedi{nted heinz the othor termz, Dut it ia nlso
third of a aaries councawd besides of Tirat (or forusl) nerativa
ond abaoluts noesctivity oy zecond ne2zative; nee, since the former
{the £irst nemutive) &3 itenlf the second term, “he third torm oy
now be esunted an fourth, and the abuiezct form of it may be taven
a3 a quadrunlicity in plaes of tpinlicity. Tho Selengas of Tnrie
Yol, II, p. brd,

13341
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arp.orﬁnce wd "t!;o ways in valch cmu:iousneu nust k’nnﬁr thi
cbject Ae !.tmlf." Nor is the negsticn of the negeticn o "Hullle ‘
ty," " The xn:-&tivr is con'.nine& in the nepntive, shich 1z the pa.th
‘to » pev terinning. Thin characterizea-not only the _t_._q_r_i_n_, but 1dfeg
or, rore corrvectly, {¢ 13 @ rovement in the loria, in the Phencs
mannlosy, o .in dialectics in renaral, heceuse it in & fact of
nistory as of 1ife. Tt iz ceaseleand noven-m:., n veritshle con-:

‘.tinndus revoluﬁion. It is 'chu lifeolocrl o! the dia.lcctie. This

15 not; Nec;-_".:ﬂ "Mw'l"‘mmad" 1% upon hh »r!.c or thn "h:mo—

—..-—-—-—'-

nenolow or The Encrelonedis of "‘::ilam ieal Setanew, It 18

tha nmure ot dzvaiopmnt. It ia a’ ‘fact of :lfa. T

Ravhu; underlinad *this method of grnspinx tha object." Haw

1* '

el Db mm wmmk o sk

BO.I- sencs wne I‘HBU!I:' DoLR LU v ;:‘l”..u‘“.““ ST Clampt vy —-
the stap;e of Reazon vhere he had nade hiz cri.tique of the phna-‘ ’
ophias 'baned on mrrc ezo." lle notes that "the ronent" cama be-

fore eop:s'clousnann aa Pure Inoirh% and tn 11:-‘1tenment., which 48

nore relevant to onrx nge.(ﬂ)

_ This enlishtennent cemledes spiritis salfe
satranzonent in this roals, too, vhetier apirlt
in nnli-n]*lnnnt!m' turna to awek iis safaty a3
to a region where 1t beceonen sonseloua of the
pasece of sal f-sqiicone. Pslirhtenment upsets
the hounrhold srranpemonts, whicn wplrit ear-
yiea out in tha houne of ralth % vringdng In

(21)1p tnlking to workink cluss (especlully Llaci) smdiences,
I have found tha folloving quntation {s not only srong the nost
popular sections, lLut also brings out the root cogent e shmples
from their liven. ilee sdack/Ted Conferenen, Tleve #nd Lottern,
Detroit, 1264,
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the goads and fminhiwg)hshngiau to the
world of Hero and Nov.

' The poine ia thsf. in ewsh emio, thara ves no resclution
©f contradiction. It turno out to be but firet negation sed
aust undergo & seccnd negstien, Thue, thoush the Enlightenment
"upsets houschold arrsnpements in the house of falth" and sue
eseded in "bringing in the goodsr and fumishinys beloaging to -

the vorld of Here sud fow," "purs culturs” could not nemate
“the "uaiversal fnversion of reslity and thoupht, their entire -
intrangmnt. the cne froa fhe othar™y
| . What Ia found in this sphers is that nefther 1
tha concrete realities,’ stnte-pover and wanltl,
nor thelr determinate aonceptions, mood and
bed, nor tha consclicusnass of geod and bad
the conselousness that is noble and the conw
sofonsnees that fr bega) pooosgsorazl drue;
it 1o found that all these woments ars 1nverts
‘ed end trunsmuted in one'into & qB?ther. and
_ench 18 the opposita of itmolf, v -
Yo heaven is reached at the end of the hiphvay of all other

steres of nlfenation. The needed revolutions 254} never end, Ag

(aa)Phéuomnolow,r. P 512,
(Ea}m‘,‘!’.' Dc Shln

(b)y, doubt llspel would have obimcted to the vord, revolution,
but he himeel?, in the preface to the Phenorenoloey (p. 108} fosra
that his deseription that “the mothol 18 nothinug else then the
structure of the whole in fts rure and eessntial form," when con~
trasted to his conzidoratior thas 4 therto the nussticn of philouc
phicnl method wam Asale wisn in shcolutely chanlescont forms, "oy
prrisps seam somewhat bongtrul op revolutionarr,..” o kept deny.
ing thin, Yat, in tae Tneveloowadin, e bonsted thet Ythousht dee
prived exfatine instituticong of <hair Tores.  Conatitutionn fell a
victin to thourht: relinion vas azzailed Ly thourht..., Philogce
phera wore accordingly banished or put to death,as revolutiondists,..."
(Paxra, 17, Addition)

13343
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Hegol hineelf sxprerses 4% in his Lectures on ths Matery of Phil~

caaphy: ' .
A1l molu"i.onn, in the scioncas no l'na then
. in genarsl hiz<ory, oriminete only in tils,
that the upirit of man, for the understanding
snd corprehension of himself, for the possen-
' ging of himsel?, has now aitered hiis catepor=
jes, miting ni:-:lelf in a truer, éccpur. nore
intrinsis relation with himself. (%7 .

The crux of the nuttcr 15 that thia moyenent through double

mgati.an eharnctarizas tha trmucmdenoe of each staxs of aliena=-
ti.m as vell e tha wmo].a Science of tha E:rperience of Consclcut«

neu, ' not eaclud*nw, tha Ahsolute, though the goal has haen

'-raaehed nnd a now unity of cppozites ae‘uleved. Ir there 1- "in:d.-

fa

Tamh --o q-n-l‘-ﬂ l\’

0.\...-..-.\- e e dmtrnsmmrmlets adl Fodemoms at memshden sl ol e
o — marta ee

. W uu;,u wiaw WEue ueamacan it e e —p‘-w—v
o

opponiten revesls that the opposisica: tu eignin,

. 'me wercoming of tho opposition can mly occur throuah uu-
3‘3_,;@_. ‘I’hmu;h tho reference is omnly to ‘the activity of thought,
pmtica. does hera beceome z;lvots;l. fietion,” writes Hegel, "is
the, firat inherent division of simple unity of the notion, end
the retwrn cut of zm; atvision."(2T) It vould sppoer that this
weanns asction in ‘:haught'only. Regel, nc the young Merx put it,
"has separated thinking from Subdject,” from the human heing who

thinks, oand by smuch t3ehumanization” of ideas haa created the

{25)

ms)l"lﬁno&&:’m]oﬂ, r. 408,

‘27 ).Ih‘l d, e 703,
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111uaiun"that‘ the aﬁtivlti.es of kaowledge ¢an transcend the ali.

‘eaated wor ©1ld, vherees it can @ly be abolighed by acticas of ren)
. people, Hevartheless, even hithtn Hegel's sbatracticns, one cane
aot. help but fael the drive of exinteme ~ time and raa.l.l.i_'.y. Hew
. £9) coneidery them integral io "the last embodiment of spirit e
Msolute Knovledge " and notes that science does not sppesr in
t!.ne und In reality t£131 spirit has orrived at ¢hia stage of cone
: sciouunesa roga:-c‘.ing itself.
| Eegul, 1t ig true, rema.ins in the realm or thaught and idunl-
izes tim "as npirit'n deutiny end necenu.ty." All the same, Timg -
kltrumta.‘ay‘ dons ti-inga. Hegel himgself tells us not to rorgct l
the lentuous reel:lr:gn Just becaune ve navu :-eached Abnolute Kaov-
. ' 'led.ges "_'.g.nothhg is kiown which doas rnot fall witkin =xperionce,
or (aa £t i ah:o expressed) which 12 not felt ‘o haéme "‘28)
Ho natter srhich HEY you look :lt is tha movcm-nt, the selr-
ereat-.&ng “Sub.jac'l- vhich ia the principle underlying the Aboolute,
therety d:lstinmxishiug 1t fyam "the empty Absolutes" of other phile
ooo—phem._ Over and over and over aénin, i'{egel poitﬁ:s cut that:
‘ It is. inherently the :ovement which i3 the pro-
cees of knovledpe —— the transforning of that
inherent nature into expliecitness, of Subotance
into Subjtect, of the cbject of consciousness ipe
to the object of gelr- ~conaciousness, i.,e., into
an objeet that 1s at the sane tiue trmscended

== in otder words, into the uot:,g.} This trang-
famim- process is a crele,.,

(28)1014., p. 800,

(ag)rbid., p. B01,




It nov-twas b that thia “tmnfcming process" 1% NOw

fhing chory of Hlltorys "'I‘ha process of cerryins forward thiy
fora of knavledge of Staelf is the teak vhial #pivis accomplishes
%5 satual fNistory, v(30) - Do that alJ. the shadovy phrases oa the

‘-'la-l‘-":‘ﬁmku_-a—-n-f Tt . -

follwing pags vhich geonm Go project nhilczsphera from Dnenrtez,
ieftnits, md Gpincaa, to Fa.ut, TFichte and Schelllny, actullly

desl vith spec*ﬂc hi:turic perioda, Yor een the merious render

o nil o reenu. that his predeat ll‘.tﬁckn on Temply. Intaitim were
_"_.:utdiuted a3 carly as the Prefaca® {vhich ves wctually written ar-
.ttr tha tarl. vas co:cpleted). The a.rb:l.tm:y eup;-:laa of' -u-op'tet!.c '
o (31). vas not"Heml'ﬂ cencept of "the seriouunan, the
“lnf'fer!.ns. the pnt!enca nnd. the labar of tha negn'-iﬂ.
In appot:itim to nuch "arbitrmry capr:lce." Hegnl thrusia us

—struir,ht agalnnt a nav negativitys "Kno-.:Jedm 1n avare not only
or ﬂ:lelt but nlua of the negativa of 1tue11’, or its .u:m. Know=
:lng M;s Unit meana Imowing how to uu.crii‘ice itself,,. This leat®

forn {nts which Spirit passes, Fature, ia its living {msediate

process of dmlopmnt...“w‘? )

(3001044, p. 603,

$The remder should conzult, aleas with the standard Ratllis
translation from vidch we quo"e here, the new translation of the
-Preface 'b:r Walter Kuufmann: Yemml, Pay ntervrotntien, “exts end
Commantary, Doubleday, .Y, 1965, poa ;

(.1)

Ibid., p. 107,
(320,45, , pe 80T,

T e e e e
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This iy certainly xn upsida=dmm wey of prescnting Hatura.

flene foacus phi leaophery hc-'a anwelyzed this literxu;y, a3 1if Now

ture "cane owt” of Spirit. Wrong as thcy are, the trulh of the '
tltenmt ﬁ.a nothf.nr .1 uimpla u standing Ragel rignteside up.
For on.a thing, Hagel qu.r.c)tly snough shovs that the other aspect

o? Spi.rit 18 THistors. Imd today's commontators make no such

gross errers in ioterprﬁtn.ion. The diffim:lt:r sriges becavue
I!cgel aesns hera to shui the door on all reslity as we reach the

enmtie last ‘pmgraph. Abnolute !Cno-.rledpe is said to hgva

found . o ‘ -

...11.9 pathuny in the vecollection of spiritual
torms [fiolster] a5 thoy arve in £hemselves and as
‘. thay eccomplish the orraniza.tion of thoir spirite
‘ual kinsdome.. Both -together, or History -(Sntel *
T 'h:Mun'l '|v\ nomﬁrnhh‘\ﬂaﬂ 'hln'if‘fﬂﬂ]: Tare at cslon
the reﬂollqct on end the Oolpotha of Abvsolute
" gpirdit, the reslity, the truth, the certointy of .
its throne, wit‘tg*ﬁ vhich it woxe lifeless, solle
- tary a.nd. alone.

.In truth, as ve.sge; “e bm reachnd .net heaven, but the
Golgotha of Ausolute Spirit} Hegal trias no!‘tening the shock ot‘
roashing decth at the very pinnocle, Aboolute Knowledge. Theolo=
Ams. ersong others, hﬁvp of coures not f'a!.J.ea. to &1l attention
to tha faot that _Hw;el ane replacing Caristian theolopy with hio-
o'ini philesophy. Thals view of Hopel 48 true and not tyue at the

£anc t;mu. Theolopy has bean replaced by philoscphy heres but

(33)&%’ Pe 808‘




' Kegel, hwying spoken shout a nev form of the world spirit, having

baen "‘bm aums fron the wash of ks owledge - tha nevw atm of
e:istem.s. 1 vew verld, and a nevw emhodicent oz ucd« of Sp:lrit."(%)
has bnen rcmung to vore than other "agbodiments™ of "forld
Apirits.”
: Tha ‘vhole chapter has basen an ocutpovring of the szmple g
lldiutinp: activity in ‘chinking"("”. Wnich has led to this “ralosse”
u!‘ Snir!t in 'H:ltuw ond Soienca, in Wature mad Resollestion, wd
‘.--"in th birth of "e. gov world." "’ﬂia "new warld."' it is tmz. 18
l.ncth:la,, .nnalb].e. (_3. ) It w11l senfimie e thr'.- pu.ro roncepl:ual
-thmg:t-elmrorim of' The Sciem:e ot IdﬁiC, ror uhi tha I-'.zenm:en-
__m' vas the "mtraluc ton." " put thie cannot ovscure the ; m
_'thu.t &bnolut.n anlqdm wan not.. after nll, the m‘ld. : me f.'l'ln n;v
atart o? t.‘m Fhenomenolog Es in the Preraeu, !.eg'.-_ ntrcs:c:‘. the uni—
queneu ol his outloo.u "In wy vl.ewg..mrything depe:u!s on
"rgrnnping nnd exnresaing the uitimte tmth not 1] Bubutanca 'hut u

" Subject ns -.rell."un

(3 ):md., n. BOG,
(35)11,1‘5

(36)'1&. without interest for the American reader, hovevar, in
t‘he attention lierol vas paring to 2 reni,‘fworld. In his __1_..\_1'11_151_
on Mare and llaced, pome T, Hypoolite quotes Hepal from the ok
n-.enf.o ZJe vnm0lsg .,nt':tc luns:  "The tax imposed by 4the Enplioch
Parlipnent upon ton irmoried into Americnras minimal, but the bee
lief of the fmericans that by accepting the payment o:‘ that susz,
hewsvor {nsisnificant in itanlf, they would be ylelding au the nome
tine their precicus right, nade t;he American Nevolution,”

(BT)P!IGHOM:‘!OIOI‘ » Pa B0,




e

B T P B S S

"

And now that m'hm reached the fina) chnpt;ef, ha ictepn'

rcitorating over and over-azain, a: ve sar, about the "movenent "
the "transforning™ of Subatance into Bu'b'leut.' The "ultl izate”
tlu-nu out to be nor. the Abnoluty uhirh haz Just snf'ered ita Jola

mha, Jut a ey 'beghningl fed volat o rture. In = vord,
Repal ia 1ot str.nding stock-sfill Junt beoauge hn reached the Ab-

soluta and its negation, which will become the fmmdation !'or a

..m- level of tnrth he will work out in T™a Scionce of gic. 1he

abjaothm vorid and the smlfethinkip irg Tdan have 1ikevise net coma

_to [ Stop.  The mMovement 1g ceaselans,




Section B ~ The Science of Lonié, or Attitudes to Objectivity

. ..
The self-~determination in Fhilosophy is not en 1l-
vwhich elene the Ides is, is lvsion; it igs the algebra
to heaxr itself spesk. of histery. ‘

' ~= Hegel _ -~ Morlesu-Ponty

Hegel's concept orf philosmhy as "the thought of 1ts time"
:anolved, at-one and the same 'time, a sena.rs.tion from the empty
Abso.:.utes“ of h.:l.rs philoso'ohio eontempora.rics, and & meeting of .
the challenge of the t:Imes in a way which would sbsorb paat phil-
csophies and vet be & historic continuity i'.he,t was tptally nev,
.asrnew as the,_,sge of rovolutions, Whether one frels that Hegel-

’ am nhilosoph;r iz an impenetrable closed ontology, or the open
road from which to view mankind's development as a totality, end.
1ts dialectic as "the slgebra of history" or "of revolubicn.” the
point is that Hegel himself had not gbandoned Reality when he en~
tered the realm of "purs thought." Althcrﬁg‘n, &s against the more
tengible strugzles of consciocusness and self-consciousness in the

Phenomenolony, Hegel, in The Science of Loeie, deels with ebstract

philosophic categories, he nevert‘neleés does not depart from the
prineiple of freedom in which his entire philosophic system is

grounded,

A single dislectic process upsurges Irom actuslity and from
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thought , a].'l.qwins neithér the" thing~in-itself" nor amy empty Ab- .

aclute to escape the test of this new diziectic. In place of a.h:,r
la.d.der to the Absolute, the structure of the Logic :eveals itself
end esch of 1= 'ree.lms as & circle, end each reglm — Being, Zc—
sencé., Totion~~ starts afresh with new ecategories, on new grounds.
Then we Jdo reach the Absolute Idea, it too becomas & fd:;undatien
for still other "ianifestotions® — Nature, Mind. Moreover, Hegel
i‘rom the sta?'b makes 1t clea.z' +hat the acceptance of any catepory
at face value is en "uninstmcted end barberous procedure. “(3?)
'1333 f£irat question that Hegel poses is: LR th Vhat st Sci—

ence Bngia?" Here we ere in The Science of Lo=ic, having a.lready

sone througn the whole of the Phenoenology end ree.ched. Absolute
¥nowledge, gnJ._r to have Hegel gsk, Myith Vhat iust Science Begin?”
e are told, mther, 'bha.t if we sre locking for an immediate,
“bland so:nething thet has as yet not undergone emy-media.tipn, we
should know "thers is nothing in ¥ eaven, Hature, Solrit, 01: any-
wiere else, which does not coritain irmediacy as well as media.é;,r_."(ag)

The same theme will be vepeeted &t the very end of the Doctrine of

the Notion} v~ The Absolute Idea ~— when we are confrented all

(3q)ﬂ_’ne Seierce of Iomic, Vol. I, D ko,

(38)1vid. , p. 280,

(.w"’qe ward, Notion, rether than Coneept, the more precise trensla-
tion of Besriff, !y being used here because thet is the word used in
the stanaaro. transletions by Wellece and Baillie.
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over epaim with the need for new beginnings!. PMhere is neither
in ‘eetuality nor in thought anytring so sinple and abstract as
ll(ho)

iz commonly imegined. Such & simple entity is a mere illusicn,

Two uovemem"s emerge out. of the Lovic. Although & unigue

single dia.lecti.c process contains both Tought and Actuality, the
reeder ig mede also to confrout — epd thet et once «— 8 polemi-
cal movement, Thus, after three short pe.ra:.:ra.nhs two of which,
Being and Hothina- (on & single page!), veri sh ipto Becoming, hﬂre
_ro.u.‘luw no less then twenty-two pages of "Chservations.” "’h:!.s neu.-
- ¢ral designu.'hmn cannot hiuie the veritable "Bolshevlk,“ UnCOmDro-

: —mising imnau:.encn. with hic ccntnwzporaries, whose a.ustre.ctions He-
gel 1ikens -to "the Indien...rehearsing his O:n On Om...had one

" pame for- e11 thege concept's — Brahna. This torpid and vacuous
consclounness, taken as consciousnes.;, is Being n(h1) Hegel's
Doctrine of Being is, of couroe, 4 Doctrine of Becoming. Ind.eed,
th:i.s is the red threed that runs through the whole of the Loa'ic.

To compre‘r}t_and. fully the movement of "“pure thought,” we must see

vhy Hegel cingled ocut Jaccbi. e did so first in his .Cbservetions '

o Being, end then, more then a decede later, devoted 4he. entire
Third Attitude to Objectivity to Jacob'l.‘s Intuitionalism. Obvi-

ously, taough in 1812 he had referred to Jecobi's views as "perhaps.

(ko)
(41)

Ibid , Vol. 1T, o. W71,

Ibid., Vol. I, p. 109,

R st et s et i i
Wl
!
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already forgotten "(az)bw 1822 he had decided that such an at-f;

t*tude uo . Jectivity would always recur huen, 1n the process
of battiing contradict*on, the Subject . becomes impatient with
the seemingly enaless stages of negation it must suffer unroucnj;.1
and therefore, iﬂstead s8lides ‘backward into Intuition., Be. vt

causc nothing is more cogent ror the impatient ones of our

day than the Third Attitude to Objectivity, we will here turn

to the Sma11er Lopic( B)where Hegel created no less than three “

'chapters de;  xl to "Attltudes of Thought Towards the Objective

World.

The Th;ra Attitude to ObjectivitJ, far from sivnifying
eny sort of "syntnes‘s,” B8ignals g dismemberment.‘ There ie a:
forward novement from the First Attitude, which covers all
pre-Kantian thought ~- ‘simple faith, the old metaphysics,'
abstract understandtng, scholasticism ang dogmatism ~- to the
Second Attitude, devoted both to Empirwcism and Kentianism,
Instead of an uninterrupted forward movement frém Emplrlclsm
,and the Criticel Philosophy to the Hegelian Dialcctic,

Hegel traces a retrogression intoe Intuition, "the school
of Jacobi which rejects all methods.s (%) Mo f??pﬁd*ﬁ

—_——
(42) Ikid., vol. i, p. 10?.

(43) What has oi'ten been referred to as the Smaller Logic,

. bublished in the United States as The Icric of Lerel, is the

Logic as Hegel recast it as the first booi of' his anrxclonaedia
of Philosqphloel Sciences, Para. i-244; Parya, 245-376 con-

stltute?The Fhilosophy of aeture, and the PhllOSODh of Nind
Para, 3 7-577, completes & ) nnoxolopeedia. Since 1970, a1
three are flnally available in English, and Since, both in
English and other lan"uaﬁes referencee to the Encyclovacdia
are most easily traced by citinn baragraph numbers rather than
bages, this will be done in referenoesto any of the thy

books of the Enc-cloodedle.

(44 ) Encyclopacdia, Fara, 77,
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more incc-mprehaniible to Hegel then abeenca of method. . Bo deep

ho roots” of hegelean thought in the objective world that
no-ching sv enrages him as S.ntuition gone "wild,® It is thiz,

“he ma..m,‘ins, which forced Jacohi to return to the "nogmad.c
. metaphysie of ‘the past from which we gtarted.” . In that, ite

“reactlonary Nature" (&5) was dlsclosed.

. +  'This r'-‘trogressive step iz seen :ln the feet that Jaco‘bi has
reduced "media.t;.on to the immed.iat.:.ve the intuitive“ with its
pas"m:rds ’Ili.ther Or'. "(‘9 Hegel draws a sherp line between

- such rnductionism end his owm Doctrine of Essence which ke con-
siders wholly Wa aiscussion of the intrinsically self-sffirming

T un..ty of immed"acy and. media.tion "@ 'I'ne gsensitive reader caa

hes.r Hegeﬂl'sr anger. rising to a crescendo a:l- the "one-sidedness"

or ‘the Intuitionali’sts whom he sees reducing 'Iw.th' itself from -

smething erising from the "natu:ce of the- contnnt“ to pure sub-
Jectivism.
Sinee the criterion of truth is found, not in the.
charecter of the content, but in the faet of con~-
seiousness, all alleged truth hes no cther basis
than subjective knowledge, and the assertion that
we discover & certain faet in our consciousness,
vwhat we discover in our own consclousness is thus
exaggerated into & foct of consciousness of all
and erﬁ?)';i_mssed off for the very nature of the
mind. '

In sho¥t, the trap thal aweits sll who fall to grepple with whei
transforms philosophy into a sclence, how it all emcr_ged out of

actuality — the historic process — is that of the transformation

(48} o1a., Pare. T76.
U“)B’E" Para, G6.

-
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of the perscnal consciousness “iito a fact of consciousness of

all ‘and even passed off for the very nature of the mind.";‘Z_ﬁg

 Hegel ‘expressed it from the start, in the Obgervations following
,the‘ﬁ.rsﬁ' three paragracvhs on Being, Hothing, Becominé: "Hhﬁ.t is

 first in scfence has had to show itself first too historically.!(48)

In setting off his Absolutes from the "empty Absolutes™ of

_his philosopﬁic contentpoéaries, Hegel demeonstrates that each realm

- Being, Eséenue, Notion — has, 85 to speak, iis om Absolute, _-

¥ Ehis is what Sartre may or mey no§ bave mesnt when. he‘said.that
wha.t wes original with Existent-‘ alists was tna.t uhe Uar e.ud t_he 0‘c-
cupntib; A"made us. recl'iscover the Absolat‘e at the ver:,r heart of Vrer-
htidty 1%self, “(hg) Insorar as Hegel is concernea, the form of
'l:he Absolute ths.t emerges in the Doctrine of Being was found to be

rela.twe, even ss its ca:tegories o Quality, Quantity, !f'eg_su.re -

were found wanting. . .

Conceptually, the Absolute that emergec in any speéif.ic
reelm is found to be “"wenting." This is 50, not merely because
fh_é Absolute, say in the Doctrine of Being,' is of & rather lovwly
In.nd - Absolﬁté Indifference — and, ss such, does nect "attein
“to Essence,"(59) though it is e treansition to it. Even when we

reach the ground of Espence, are done with Peing end its quentitative

(ha}ﬂie Secience of Loric, Vol. I, p. 1021,

(k9 )Jean—Paul 'Sartre, ¥hat Ts Literature, Weshington Squeve Press,
H.Y., 1966, n. 143, A

(50} e Sclence of Loxie, Vol. I, p, W60,

¥ See. Cha fiv X, "The Theuq Lt d{: Mao Ec.f-‘f?uu ,{’ where.
, ‘f‘h} -}‘0 Lot Aﬁuf ﬁui &T&eﬁt 12 ot a.?n.,

; . 13355.




‘messurenments, turn to such essentialities es Identity, Difference,

. Cmti.‘ed.’geﬂbn, Appearance, Existence, Actuality, the .:ontra.dic_—
'tion only b-ecmaes the sharper. '1'he verving cetegories are not so’
much gynthefized as gatherad for a life-snd~death strugf;le.

Now, '.-rhether one teinks of the categories in the Doctrine of
Being.ss.earlv stages of thought-develomment, or a3 early sieges
of develapment of freedom of meckind, or es separate stages of
developﬁ\ent within = given-society, as, for example, Marx thought
or the r‘omodity under ca.pitalism, these catcgories Bimply fall a~
part as . one ‘moves to a dirrerent ‘gtage of aevelonment. whether
that be :ln history, philosophy or "economic" pro&uct* on relations.
Thus, when Harx left the merketplace where “elene rule Freedom, E-
que.lit;, Property and Bentha.m"(sl) (even es Hegel 1eﬁ‘. the Doctrine
or Being with its uua.ntita.tive measdre'nents) to enter the crucisl
lebor process end there meet relation of lebor and capitel ab 'I:he

point of production, he had fully trenscended the restri.cted. Hepe 1--

ian concept of labor.(sa) Be accused Hogel of limiting his own

(51)capital, Vol. I, v 1296.

(52); filcholes Tothowicz is sbout the only philosepher—theologian
who, despite his antegonism to Harx, pinpoints whet it wes theb
lare criticized in Hegel's anclysiz of lebor: "In short, Marx does
not eccuse Hegel of having trested labor os if it were a thought ac-
tivity. Rather he sccuses him of heving in the Pnenomesnolocy de-
scribed hwsan hisl‘.ovy in terns of the dimlectic of consciousness,
not in terms of the dinlectic of lebor. then he shows thed the only
i1nbor which Hegel recopmizes is ebstract mentel lahor, he has in
mind the structure of the Phenomenolory sad, in fact, of Hepel's
whole philoscphy, not the passnges of lebor in the Pnenomenole::v and
cther writings of Hegel." (u Toeory and Proctice and Practice, n. 32§i Jary ecalled
it the “d humnizntion of ¥ Geas,” QM .
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diniectic to the exterior (conaciousness) rather than the interior
_ form {n;nn); But Marx 4id not end his greatest theoretical work

' with the analysis of the lebor process, as :{egcl ‘hed not ended his
_gi.c with the Doctrine of Essence. What is exciting in thet sec-
tion Is the forr in waich the Absclute makes 1ts aopearance.

mhe categories from the Decbrine of Being hed broken down es
: to reflect essertiaf reali
it became necespery to move from the sbstract sphere of BeingA tle--
gel introduces new ca.tegoriea e Léentity, Difference, Coabradic~
tian. To this da;r, philosopners have not tporgiven" Hegel for
placi.ng ccntrediction in the center of reality. Aegel would not
'huéga : "Contradic..ion," he ' lnsisted, "is the- rout of: all, movement

’

nnd. Jii‘e, and. i't'. is only insofer es it contains a COntra.diction tha.t

" anything moves end ha.s impulsa and activitv n(53) g he continues N

.on his separate way from ‘b‘-.e old metashysics, moreover, 1t 15 clear
shat Essence is not merely scmething "behind.“ Appee.rance. .Fron the
very start of the Doctrine of Essence, Hegel establishes the re—
ali’.'.y even of S'nc';r, for Essence, too, must eppears 'cTe get to Es-
gence only “i‘):-om the unity of Existence and Appea:tmce. The truth
1s alwoys concretie,

| A3l coatradictions, grounds, conditions develop, becomé mor'e

acute, s we reach Actuality, in which historic materialists see

the totelity of the crisis of capitelism. Vhet Tlegel does is have

*

(53)me Seience of Lomie, Vol. II, 2. 6T.
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' the Abavlute make its sppearance girectly in Aetuelity, at its

very stert. that seems even less understendeble Lo édhenents of
Termty P&gqlutes" {s that the Mosolute rzils to éevelod Actuelity

i{n g satisfactory manner. =Tne econtradiction vetween the Abaolute

e.ﬁc'i Actualﬂ'.:r b;a'co:uzs explivit. T+ 1z true we are not facinz Ab-
solute &3 it will culninete in the Doatrine of “fotion, the rbso-
. Zl_.ute fdeé.. ™a self which does the treonscendinr of cppcsites here
has woved from the abstract principle of so doing (Leienitz) to

~ Sbgolute Substance {Spinozal.
TS -peterminateness‘isri'enrution — ity ig the fbso=
T lute principle of Spinoza’s ohilesophy, sad this
. “tyye. and :simple insizht is the foundation of the
.gbgolute unity of Subsience. aut Spinoze does
npot pess on ‘bayond neration es determinateness
or. quality to & recognition of it as =hzclute,
that i.s-,.seli‘anega.tins, negation... Therafore, (514)
Substence lacks vhe nrinciple of personality... ' -

'mer fact that the pclem;.cnl'movemen*o in the Logic here oceurs
in Actu=lity i3luninates the.objective drive &s well-as the hisfoi'- -
ic conflict in e mz.mner‘ fer beyond & conflict of categorieé. One needs
to be clrost oppressive:l.}' avare of this polémical movenent aé 8 con="

f1ict of fact {het is in the cojectlve movement 28 well as thought.(sﬁ)

(54)p4a., p. 268

(55)up.ce, pailoscpnic thouzat has this direct connection with
practicel freesdon; that &3 the former suprlies thourht ebout the
ghsolute, universsl end real. universality... O account of this
genaral connection bevween politicel frecdon and the treedon of
thousht, Philosophy only appecys jn Iistory shere and in ag far as
free institutions ave formed.” lectures o the History of Philosos
phy, Vol. I, p. 95.
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As we shsll gec leter when we conslder Tenin's 3tfituﬁe te

gelié;rt philoscolys Ienin felt the more confident in erecting
the Gree:!: Di.vi.ae vithin the gsocinlist novenment, pre*isely ‘ceca:u.se
the para.llehhe drew between tendencies $n the moverent end cha.ngea
4p cepitelisn were both materialistically end '_nhiloso?hically graund-

2d in the diaiectic. The point hers is thet, whereas o the surfece

‘it vould seen that once we reach the Doctrine of the Notion, We

ha.ve come to the end of 'the pol_..»ice.l movement, this eppearance is
deceiv-‘ng. T 18 true that, a8 age.inst some ..hirty “Observa.tions
©in the Doctrine of Bei.ng and fou:.een in the Doctnne of Essence,

there are only two in the w’nole ‘of the Doctrine oft’ bha Hotiom. Ib

.18 not true 'hhe:h ‘che polemical mo\rement -1 p’n.’\.losop‘nical "tenden— '

cies“ ha:\re ground to a helt, On the contrary, the battle of idess
then ‘becomes SO  integrel to 'hhc whaole ﬁresentation of the Absolute
Idea +that other philosophies‘, in..teaﬁ. of being dealt with separa.t.e-
1y as i they were "side yemarks ," sppesr direct];f in the’ te:'b.
marough this contrg.diction,l"the positive in the nega‘tive - He-—
gelianism es against “others” ~— coﬁes to a head.

" Zronically, academic 'ghilosonher.,, though they show & mrked.'
pr.efez;ence ror histery of thought as ageinst actuel history, heve
kept shy of ‘the polemica.l nature of the attitudes to objectivity,
as if Hogelion pnilesophy as & vgummetion" of all previcus pailo-
gophy were & nere ouantimtne designation for Hegel's "ancyclope—~
aie mind." This i the same term used by Cormunists who never
weary of ottermting to seperote the ligaicntific materielism” of

1]
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Marx from Eegel_'s "mystical idealism."(ss )

Ipsofar ng Hegel igm ccﬁcemed, the drive of the idea of
freedom snd the che_ctive pull of history are inseparsble: “When
- individusls snd na.ticns have cuce got in thefr heads the ebstract
concept of ﬁ:ll-blum liberty, there is nothing like it in :.'!:s
unzentrolleble .strength, Just because it {5 the very essence of
mind, and thet as 1its very a.c!'.ualit:f.."(sﬂ And 1t 1s this which
litarelly breeks down the ca.tegorias of th.e Doetrine of Essence at
the stage vaere Actua.lity moves from the form of the Absolute as
Subata.'pce to its ‘rorm as Contingency, Neces'aity', Caucality and
v .:riecipmcﬁy, e;s 'w;z_'appronch the’ Doctri'ne of the Notion that Hegel
- characterized os "the realn of Su‘b,jectivity or Freedom,"(58)

Nuu' that we. gre in th° Doctrine of tke Hotion, end meet its
central ca.tegor:l:és b_f Universal, Particuler and Individuel, these
;:awgfrul_ly illuminate what Hegel intimated in the I;hér-xdmenoid

(56)13'0:' the role this played in the turbulent Germany of the
early 1920'3, see Kerl Korsch's Marxism and Philosoohv. (Ftn. 15
above) :

Phil
(57 WP&‘&- Lg2,

(58)'1'he Seience of Io{-ric, Yol., IT, p. 205,
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vken Abgsolute Knowledge "e.n.uounced" that these categories define

the mmrement‘ of the vhole "syatem - The Science of fomic as well

‘a8 Phenomenolow, The Thilosovhy of laturs as well as The Philoso-

ggg: of ¥nd, The moverent from ebstract to coneretoe through per-
ticule.r!.za,tion necessitates double negetfon. Hegel leaves no roon

for forgetiulness of this sbsolute creati: 'tty,. the motive force

that it is fcr the whole development,its awesome creative power.

Véry obviously we are a.pproe.éhing the turning point of the whple

'movement of the Hotion — the second negativity which will finally

tra.nscend. the opposition between Hotion and: Reahty. To be prepared

:t’or thia critical negation, Hegel writes-

tmg hold fast the pvositive in its negative, and
the content of the presuppesition in the result,
is the nost imvortent part -of rational cognition;
-also only the simplest reflection is needed to
furnish cenvicilion of the ebsolute truch and ne~
cessity of this reguirement, while with regard
to" the exemples (g§) roofs, the whole Lonic con-
sists of these.

_No simple "remewbrance of things past," this. Recoliection here

must include vhat Hexmen Melville called “the saock of recognition.”

The Doctrine of the Notion develons the cctegories of free-

dom, of subjectivity, of reason, the logic of & movement by which

‘man mekes himself free, Dzgnite the Tact that its universels are

thought universels, they are. concrete. Hegel keeps reiterating

lﬁ9’&?1& Science of Logle, Vol, IT, ». 476,
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that even when Wotion realizes itself through Motherness," which

*cums out 1o be "its own Ofher" 5 even when “through the transcen-
demce oi’ this rea.'l.ity" it has "established absolute reality" so
tha.t the "result" is "truth'; in a word, even when the Subject
has "'comprehende&" it all, even tﬁen it has been misunderstood, It
has nct been "properly co@rehgnded by forms of judement like 'the
third term is immedisecy and nediztion,' or it is their unity, for
it is not B quiescent third term, but, as this anity, is self-medi-
a.ting movement and activity. n(60)

‘the mo,\_rgmenb has not come to a helt., The dia.Lecuic i3 atill

&t work. - It cazmst be othert-risé‘ e beginning was the univer-

sa.:l., the result is the individuel, the concrete and subject...”
Nor is subjective eny longer separate from objnctive, the negation

of the negetion "is the Innermost end most objective movement of

Tife end Sp:[:it n(61)
The Doctrine of the Notion expfesses man's subjective. detere
mination, the need to master nimself, What is being worked out
in thought categories is the reel history of humenity. Whether or
not the Hegelisn concept of ;;-eli‘-rela.tion is being “subverted" as
revolution in Mé.rx's "trunslation,” the point is that vo Hegel,
too, it is a constant transfermation of reality and of thought

which prepares for o "new world," fThis is why from the outset of

(60)'3‘he Seience of Yorie, Vol, IT, p. 479,
(61)

hid., p. 478,
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the Doctrine of Notion we see Hegel constantly trying to set his

dielectic apert from Kant's:

It will elvgys remain a tatter of estonishment howr

- the Kantian philosooly knew that relation of thought
to sensuous existence, where it halted for a merely
relative relation of bare apvearsnee, and fully &c-

- knewledged end asserted a higher unit:r of the two
in the Idea in generel, snd perticulerly, in +he

idea of an intultive understanding: but yet stopped
dead at this relative relutior end et the assertion
thet the Iotion is end remains utterxliy separated

from reality; so that what is unnsunced to be rinite
ovledge, and declared to be superfluous and im-

. proper figments of thought that which it recognized (62
as truth,. and of which it esteblished the definite .ncti ioh-

For the next 250 pages Hegel Lkeeps deve:_l.op:lng from thg spot
':rwh'eré:'i{ant‘ “sto'pp‘ed dead" by ﬁﬁtting an impéne‘hiabie "tl:l:ixi;g—in-
‘n.tself" between thought and experience. ' The Great Divide betwesn
. Kant a.nd He,ge.:. is reached. in the final chapter fmich. is 'bo'l".h quin-
tessence and summation of the whole work. Mot only is the Idea

"Absolute," so is Method. To any to whem it appeared that the

dialectic of practice and dislectic of theught continue on :bheir
seperate paths, the very first sentence of that final chapter
Asta.tesé‘ "The fbsolute Idee hes now turned out to be the identity
of the Treoretical znd the Prectical Téze; each of these by it
u(63)

gelf ig cne~sided... Heither cen pass beyond the contreadic-
tien. HNot only that., Anyone who was locking for 'Ehe end of all
contradietions once we reached the Absolute Idea better look

clsevhere, for at this point the reader is confronted wiih a real

(62)ro14,, p. 226.
(63)

The Seionee of Locie, Vol. II, b. k66,
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s‘nocker. Hegel uneq_uivocall; states thel %ue Absolute Idec non~

lf.n@'

tains. 'l:he hichest opposition vituin itse

It $s tyue he will, iﬁ +he same paresreph, 8iso tell ue

"that the "Absolute Idea glone is Being, i.ajnperisha.'ble‘Lii‘e, self-

knowing trutn, and the whole of truth." But, Ter from stoppiag
thers, it is there he sirst turns to self-determiretion which is

both method and Idea: he seli‘-u.etamine.tion, therefore in which

aloné the Idea is, is to hear itsel? s;peak ut 5‘)

Cux f-ont.emporaries e.re, of course, more concerned with tae
B ﬂelf-determina:bion of nn:bions than of the Ides, but the goal,
I“reedom,k and "the 'oath off se" f-constructi.ou" by which to. achieve
:Lt, gre not 50 fa.r removed from the seli‘-detemina.tion of the
Idea.., Freédom, es oYy apnenr et first s;ght. In any 'case-, whel
Hegel is driving ot is that, naving been witness to the covercom—
ing of the opnos:.tion between content snd form in thought, the
only thing thet gtill remaing to be done is to consider "the uni-
versal element of its form — the metﬁod.“g -

Te development of what the dlalectic method is iz as far

removed from the mechenicel triplicities of thesis, sntithesis,

synthesio (vnizh never were Hegel's formuletion) as eerth is from

heaven., And it is the earthy c‘narac'tcr of liberaticn which is

-
2
\ ] -

(6P r1a,, o, 46T,

e,
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the very bones and ...[nc.ws ot Ifegel's wniversals, T_hough they are
enclosed in thought, these univarselg &re conerete, full of lii‘e
and c.emlopment. Not a single uniiication, whether of subject

and object, or- theory a.nd preactice, or concept and real‘.ty

merely stbiectivist and exte'nal{not even the critiq_ues- of other

phi.f.o..o-ohies whose "truth® he hag gbsarved. They ectually give
U8 an Inslght jnto the movement of history itselr, Hegel, more-
mrez",:is not exclud.ing his Absolutes from the need to be subject-
ed to this dia.loctic of development. "The method therefore is
'both aoul and substsnce, and nothing is either eonceived or knowm
. i’cs 'b"u’ch except insofa.r es it 4s comnletel:,r squect to the
i metho'd- it is the pecul:.a;. mer.hod of each individual i‘act ‘be-
: cause :l.ts activity is the Hot ion."-(m '
‘Jhough to a higtorien or philosophy, thought is the "resl,"
the :i.m'nu.'l.se to negete what 15 before him, if it i5 not the drive
to trensform ree.l:'.‘ty itselr, it is the brepara.tion for such trens.

formetion. When Hegel Ja.med Synthetie Cognition against the Anaw

Iytie, he wrote: "omig equally synthet:.e ard anaiytic moment of
the Judgment by which thae- oripginal universal determines itzelf out
of :.tse:l.f to be its om Other, mey rightly be ealled the diglectic

. moment 1" (6"

Ihe dialectic does not of course ™throw out" the Analytic,

(65)1p1q,, o. Les.
(EG)Ibid., v. W73,

g oy
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nor "abolish" definitions whick go with synthetic cognition. It

 does relate the concent of facts to the facts themselves, the
miversal to the particular. Tne "defective" element resided in
the fact that belere the Wabsolute method" engaged in baitle,

thone opposites sort of peccefully co-existed, Instesd of al-

lewing the negation of the n::éa.tion to transcend the opi:osition,

they were lying alongside esch other, or, as Hegel expressed it,
«(67)

éhey-cém.e "before consciousness without being in contect.

Now thet Mihe dialectic moment" has arrived, the movement }f.l.li_l;g"

cea_aeiéss__. o ' ! Lo . ‘

‘Wherees up to.now Noticn, though the climax of the three

“books of The Science of Lomic, was only the first section cf ‘thls

th.i:‘-_d'book, now, Notion 1s everytaing and its movement is “the uni-

vergal and ehsolute activity, the self-deternining and self-ragl- .

«(E8

ytic cognition, where it wes s mere “tool' in "true," thet is to

izing mpveméﬁi:. As opposed to the methed of inguiring, anal-

sey dislectic, Eognition, there is here no distinctien between
means end end., There is no other way to resch the gosl, except

through the neans, Cnee egain there is a need for new beminnings,

Now thet we heve reached a concrete totality, the key concept of

Hegzl's philonopnic system: "as concrete, it is internally differ-

entiated,.." (69 Tais is the tyve of differentiation that serious

(6P rbid., ». 477,
(‘g)_rﬁ_d,, v, hod.
ENrvia., v, by,
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revolutloneries of our dey sre confronted whth in Stalinism's .

trensformation of & werkers' state into its opposite, & state-

cepltalist’ society. "g'.‘he confrantation with the counter-rsvelu~
tion within the 'revo-lution denands new teginnings greater than
sy Hegel 3earciu;;d for philosophically. This is what makes He- .
gel a contemporery. '

The' concrete Universal menifests itself as absclute acti-

vity, actiﬁty without restriction, either external or internni;
" for the method 1s the Irc;;'m of tlie Absolute Idea, self-movement )

as:me;ctl:oa. It allows:no opposites zgere.‘g.r .fo ‘co-exist pee.‘cex“ui—h
"1y, oi',-;to use Heg‘el"s vords, te co':"::é "‘b;afore, ccqsci'oun;'xess with=
" out belng fn contact,” "but engoges ell in battle,”
| l_“Jhe‘mbveniént of the Absclute Idea, as of the Egi_c in -genl-
era:L, ﬁa.s been from the reeomitiﬁn of oppositions and the refu-
.saJ..__to stoé in sight o;‘;-“ them as if they were "fixed" to seeing -
tﬁem as fcl*énsitions'."in and fox themst;lves"; ____QE' avareness of
Just how ghiectively grounded the universals are to the 'realiza.—
tion thet the Absolute Idea tao will undergo self-determination.
To put 1t differently, the movement from abstract to concrefe is
8n awé.reness thﬁt the beginning is not ﬁerely the eupirically
"given," that the immediate is itself a mediated result, end that
the further develonments then lead to the concept of the con- |

crete as concrete totality, the nev concrete viich contains celf-

differentiation,

No wonder that the revelutionary i
mat
a3 he watched both the self—determinakio:teg%aéistliggﬁn'
ge:grm%ngtion of the Idea, exclaimed thit the
] Aniute Idea was the "mogt materialigtic,

ation for outright reﬁgiggfig.Obdeotive-aubjactive prepar-
13367




