% % (ﬂﬁm: Hegel. Let's not forget that Lepifkonsidered

- againat :'t'.he ‘neo~Harmonists and aol against HL,

or & ong time and from whiqh;‘-ua have %ys quoted{ “the self—
- ceFeainty which the subje & 1N the fact—of its-determinateness in and

| “THE DIALECTIC (SPECIFICALIY SCIENCE OF LOGIC, EVEN MORE SPECIFICALLY -
- SECTIN 3 OF VOL 2, and MOST SPECIFICALLY AI) VS. THE
‘HETHOZOIOGY OF LUXEMBURG ‘
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‘ Intereatingly'enough, one place thal B.Rﬁrlgg__in_a_:&: nota
from Hegel ding RL is fron nowhere else than the ibeclute Id;_aib
;p:;ifieauy ' *Where legel speaks of mokhimg-shamb-ef The Absclute
1ethods = - &P eI T

- . ot T r—

'The concrete totalityﬁ . inning contains as suc-h

sginning of progress_and of 4 (55 Eoncrﬁe} it is internally
diﬁermtmted...thw‘fiﬂﬁﬁj, on the olhler hand, does not hold

tha poaitiun of ext ). reflection; it draws the determinate element

- N @drectly from its object itself since it is the object?s immanent, pn:incipie
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Now 1t is true that BR becomes hrave uss he is talking

: @%he truth is that
hen- he stresces that they confuse "the method of analysis uith the
ghopanon. 0 be analyzned", they may think it 's equilibeiim and he may
%hink 50, ‘tind she-wdy think 20, neverthclsss it is exactly what she does
and the. only thing thet RR is left.with is "method of suctessive conerat:

-Hha.t_ha..i.a—tqd.ngvTe:y hard to do is thatTURTems onsimteos T\
cdialéctic mediation , there s no eEcaping the Tllusion that there
X l'l:,!'b;pidr_ge""‘bet"-rean the abstrf._c_t_ and concrete, _____/_._._ -— .
' " What I am interested in now that he did bring out absolute,

"+ aveén though he tries very hard to make you think it is only method and

not the absolute he is talking about, are the following: .

section 3," Tea', as the best of all deseriptions of the dialectic.
GheR troced. hig 16 point definition. Above allBhe stopped
es{l1 ied

for itself, is a certainty of its own actua ity and of the non-actuality of J
e world."® (i -*"'”l = "‘/
_ — the end of that secticn ( :|"In this result then
[Eomition is reconstructed and united with “the ctlcET Idea .,..-n0t
owever(as in inquiring Cognition) serely as ohjective world without the
sablectivity of the Notion, as objective world whose Inner ground and
actual persistence ([ the Notion. This is the Absolute Idea, " {

Now this which introduces you to that final .chapter is where
Len rery nearly doesn't stop quoting, In a word, after the 16 point defini-
tlon, after stressing the objectivity of dialectics, he first gats thishigh

- ®* RR must be quoting a differ ecavse h -what_comes out on
rage 4 4-V'The procedurs of common sence finite cognition hers iz’ -

it takes up again equally externzlly from the concrete that vhich it
left out in the abstract of creation of this universal," Then the quotation

is as above, . - e e e
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i ‘pbjectivdly universal". Then comes

cciation of subjectivity and d:h:ectly afver1nAiif giotas Hogel-amainmt
mo béfore conscicnsness without mutual contact" he ctresses " That is
{:the_essunce of anti=dialaectics", and at that point he goes into the turning -
T point of =scond negativity; "the richest iz the most concrete and the

most sutjgctive". And then leaves out only the last half of the hﬂ.mm:———-"""

N @w/"
Hegel, I-imselt(‘—om:e he mtroduc:.s fhe unity of thoory and
.practice and ocomes te the\ébsolute lﬁgthod the rage before the une
" gquotes, Hogel makes clear What he mesns ’E;( this Abuolute Method, 4@_
-{that the irmediate elemer.t of the bLeginning “must be inherently defective ‘
d must be endowed with tho elerent for self-development. In the Absolute
Method, however, the Fniversal does ;om 1 the merely abstract but the

i72 where the stress iz that the
- Ahsolute is so "only in its completion™: cghen)ths mara. RR quotes, 1 just

. - 'ocunnot sas how anyons could possibly think that it's & question fust
" “batween Harmonists and nic-Harmonisis, ¥Why then, 2B%NEX does RR correctly
©. £831 wpon that: t guitaiion fron Hegel ? Somehwere thn question of

. [ddatectic medistion /is reduced, in his mind, to mediator, even' though that

o vary sama aentcfce stresses that when something comes before consciousness

;w:lthont cu'uing into eonta.ct it is the essence of tho tnti-dizlectic.
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o L > We do come to cause again, only Ehis~timg .
i.~1t is Tiok a4t appeare in JBMEKEK Actuality Iut, cause in the Notion, P, @

ina ‘cause is tha highest sta.ge in which the concrete Hotion(as beginning¥—

ant_inmediste ‘existonce in the sphere 'of necessity;but j.t"IB'm _
Lbjecto—g_.________ —— o e .
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Something in Hegel himself on the question of mechanism and. chemism
a3 he anmroaches teleclogy is at one and the same time contrasted to it but
. teleology 15 none the less criticised. Grace once said on those same 2 pages
" (374-375 ) : "End as "subject', i.e. mechaniam as external relation and
indifference of objects is the other aide of the coin of teleology as based
upon extra~mundzne understanding. In fact the conecapt of end is arrived at
from ‘the conceptlon of mechanisn,”

Prac udas a r__co@ition..oﬂ.histmcal_s_pacificitL —Afd where Hemal

'Thus-'end-rela:tion is more than§f judgement; it is the syllogism of the

independent and free Notion which new objectiviiy binds itself tc~ether

with itself", Tt can only overcome this suigectivity and finiteness

by 1roceding " to cancel ti:@ presupyisibion of the end. (rxd~ Re poscible

yse-for HR) difference between HL_AilwmsB0HX thinking in terms of the .
& mere Inte ___ted._a.hs.oig‘l_@_ggbgiahce and Lenin's in terms of

ew’ﬁginning which will determine the end,/
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