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' Regarding Hegel's notion of the"midale" compare Schmitz,

‘op.eit.p,120 ff,
“ﬁétho?“ g quoted from Hegel ana signifies method in the,
‘stilr”tO“ba-angued Eenae of Hegelian "Losic . Xethod without

quotatiAParks means the preeant’y current notion of method of thoae

*Rasarding Kant s Gritlcism, 8 eriticism ofﬂpracticaly?qnly by

.r"“"

:.morality“ gmided, reaaon. and ragarding the falae ragmat*c

Qcomfort of this reascn, Hegel writes ! MAs far as thia contradic+1on _‘
. i—— : ‘_
ween tc‘ought and-té—be )) seems to be hidden by qelesating the’ _

””'/bristq/

ﬁaal"ation of the Idea to Time , to a future when ‘the idea alao ia ,'

i a o
sive /?/ conception, the infinite progress, 15 Ammediately noparng elae
than the perennially posited contradiction itself™ {Enec. 1830 §60 .
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Note 9 : Diltey regards ‘the "Phan“ 23 the already hegelian path of
Kant, Fichte, Schelling to Hegel's historical metaphyaicp

(D 128-134), still profounder Kroner in his great book (cemp. the
following paragraph). When he attempts to ses herein the "inner,

,easential, losical neceagity™ of the development f“om Kant to Hegel,

then it 15 & renet1t1on of the "Ph#n" in the category of history of
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- the M1 nd (of D11thoy) and ite chief witnesa for the meaning of thie

O L TULIP

developmen*y:”.*ate Judgement of Hegel'ﬂ on the "Phiin® quoted by

.\—;-.N l !
Kroner mey eluoidata this :;‘ Kantian nhilosophy 3 mOBu definitelJ o

Tbe ragarded 1n such a way that it Qggpalyed the mind d_as ccnsciouenesa,‘

and gonteing oomplete ¥ @nl determinations of phaenumenology and not
(i 4
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Eof ite philosopb} ......Fichte 8 philoBOphy has the same point of

(Enc 1830, 5 15 ) - ThisHegelian passage presents also




