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B e TR LT PRPPRSEY L I7] POl

e TR R e , Y...ingofar as 1t @ agd) las made
S e e e e ' "us touch our limits I shall may that :
Ll IREICE " Ve aro gll motaphyoical writers ... e
o ST ‘ For motaphysies is not a storile
S .. . . ‘ dlocusoion about sbstractharotions
PR T which have nothing to do with
' e R exporionco. It i3 a liviny effort
.‘,| N - to embrace from within tho humsn
S R I T - copdition in its totality," -
A . i Jean.Paunl Sartre .

Bucu.une ths trnnaformtion of razlity ic central to the Hogzalian '
9

d.ﬁlect 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

g
‘“' jf-‘tin.lar he .'unpact'. of th.e Great French Rovolution, eroatad his ok

phﬂosop‘xy_, ‘-;a_rx L.ved in snnthar pm-iod »" '-r‘ai... cf 1'olubﬂr.mn re'.rclt -

n

gm totally new phﬂcaophy of 11berat5.on. of Historic

. itqeli“ both fmm 1:1&.113:.-: and mater,inlism. nnd ig, at, the sema timn the
,;5)).(? mLot e CAENLA I}MUA-‘\L:::Q
h'uth uﬂ.ting b°thm‘f\ in the praxis of the p*olutariat 28 woll a8 in Hogells

dim.ectic. Lanin, at tho outbrcak of World Var Ig and. tho collapsc of 7

-‘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 reo-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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:harl dong ‘Ho:'koﬂ :'}n-.b Vorld YWer IT and its aftm-mth did, howmrm-. protduce "
4 rebirth of- stndiesl ot‘ liogel that wont hamd $n hand with & rediscovery of '

7 Ra.rx'S‘E:ohnnlo-?ﬁllosonh}g_mw, which rovealod that Marx's

’ 5 g - cr.ltinuo of tho dogelian dialoctic wag, at tho saxo timo, & critique of

| "vn]an‘ commnisnh as at bolng "thn goal of human- de?olopmont. tho form of | :

- hv.aun socioty. “(1),:-"1110 postiar throocornored debate botwoon Communlits and
tho now ph.'l_osophern - Sariresn L‘briatantialmts and Catholic {lumanists ..
é@a«confincd to debating balls far rmved from the angoing mass st.ru-gles.

; I‘.vlutouthlim did brealk ncm uround in discerning and olaboratins an 1nnu:-
R Buttie. A et doa Q.b-
cannectlo': oetwan idenliar. and materialist dﬂnlectica. FAut-th rrw

':thr ‘.':.nto.'llortua'!. an:l-tbu vorkor, .Jnom- d3d. net, wnt1l & new turning potat ,
“in: hintoe:'e'k _gu. uuvr:::ent fro:n Emctica Mmargod felluwing the death of

"_'-Stalin. on the ona h.an"‘ ar.i tho Eant German fievolt in 1953, on the othar.
g Lndor the Mpact of iz vorkers' rovolt, the East Furopean
: muﬂ.-.uauuaa.., ba-qn 0 rulce tlm question of "{he young Harxth z.y the time
. of ‘the: !hmgarim 'iavolution in 1956 "tho Humanism of Yarxlam and thu dog oi'lian
| dlnlactiea woro brought to-tho-rront centar ‘of the historic stago. T:g:‘;d:'!'@
< ezalnod thero svor “since, as the revolta in East amd ost Europe 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 a nou, ""}'!.rd ':p'orld. E.\fon us irtello;:tuals vho, through tho
-l'cf,art‘mritu 1950%s, hed luxw'iu.tod in the suphoria of tho illnaion of "tho
e ; cnd of idaolog“ wero rudely awakened by tho simuldtancoun appoarances in
o 1960, "the Africe Yoa::- "of this now Third Vorld and the f1lack revalution
._-‘_" "rge v withla tho United .-.tates. tlm.t h&l’uet'.!u producn. by tho nid-1560's, a wholo now
‘ : RES) Harx, l:-St*-':'m of thn !!n-:r.'l.i.nn Bielaatlc, I happon to have boen
o the first to translate into :n-lish tho now Lazous Signaaie~Fallengthie
FIE T Yamtancinte, BN amd an quoting from Lt (Apnen ey iarie s

.- . elition, pe Juj}a Gince then, many translations have’appoired, boo bis .:.:..o wraphy
. - . for a listing,
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) ‘sonm‘*a'ton of rmolut.iona.rioa. whito as woll ag Sluck. who refused to
tcpnnn.tu thc_:;;lr;;lin ol ali.onation in the 1vory towors of education, rrom
-thair opposlu.on both t:o raclon and tho Lnitod Statoa. mpwmmt war in
V!.otnnn Ina uoz'd. tho rovesent: from practice -- whother it was in tho forn
of cutright rmrolutlonn in Eagt Turcpe, in Cuba, in-Africa, ar nizgod Tow
i'oiixt.ionstaa 4in Pario-or Crecheslovakia, or m‘oré .révolfe.ein Japan and in tho
Iinited Statau v rofuaad to ba stﬂlod oither in practiSe or in thoory,. |

It ir truo thki'. ospooially in the United S uutosjztho now acadomic

rovlval or I-Icwol reusins wm-ldu apart from the aacond rediscovery of Farxts

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

of allonstion in acadcmia. t.o Harx'n thao'-y' of cla.ru aliana.':,lon. et.ill goparato
st hi,ta-y fzd ‘- 2od o ;s‘.:h or 5- Marik's beginnings in & asw Dumanlsm from

a culnimtlon of tl*e Hozolizn philonophy in tha Absolute Idce.. It. i3 oqunlly

true,- however, that tha objuct.i.v{g" ol=bhe i‘orco that brought the youth

fn.oa to face, .ot .one ard the name timo, with reallity and with Nirxty theory

of nlion.a. tion, will nlan compal thon to como to. t.i rips with the fezolion clinluctic,, '

G{. sty Aa '{‘0“‘4’ ,.-»_.-ML
sm!ceh *m‘mrrya ny tloserited as one 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 Harx, -

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

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

P
Hogel's Absolutus. ‘

(2} Capital, VYol. I, o
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_ el
| ,mls is not to 5ag that, wo can diaminu. out of hand{ ko contontion
't.h_t Hq,el'r; Abuoluﬁaa avo-a ranu tament of uristoﬂu s Absolutos, ii' not o
t‘moubnnk to Plato'a concapt. ut‘ philosophoreking $‘.hnt rei'loctad Groek

. ca'-iot? ﬂhurn ..ln.mn did a13 the hoor and tho intellectusl clasz, who did

no{’. Inhor. dixi all tho phil;sophizing. But. to this writor, A.t,ho-coni;antion
fnils ta com g'ribs with the roauon vhy 60 against tha Groek philosophurs
who ‘re:l...n 1n a.cadcm..n. t.horo 13 the nmltiple ared new robirth of Hegzol studioa.

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

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

.-

MJust ag Promothous, Laving stolen

Tire frox heaven, beging to build housen
and sottla on tho ecarth, co philosophy,
haring extonded AtzelSl 4o tha wodd,; torans
againat tho apparont world. So now wWith
tho lozolian philosophys!’ = Marx

‘me .s;efy"fac.& tha.t. Iﬁ-al’a concepta of Reason a.n-l froedon are Y"in
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_ﬂéstionu 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-toa.ntchon tho counter-revoiution is not Just outslde,
bat w_i_t_.h_ﬁx_ the revolution itsell, domands that we put the Hosellan disloctic
to tho tost, flogol hokl that the dislectic, which ho callad tho Absoluto

| A P
Method, td--'bo,"nt ong arrt the samn tlre, in constant motion.and so “alamantg®

13132




»na *tovmfnap to bow to any Abnoluto ‘-‘ubst.anoa preciaoly bocauoe 1t 15 .the
| d‘.lzl'u;.:tic o!‘ tho .:u‘b_luct. the cont.!nuona procmn ot .baoaming tha colf-mwing.
aelf-auuva, nall‘-f.rm:scmdinp rothod of %hnoluto .norni.i\r.ity" h':m could
;l.i.ts dj.acovaruz-. ‘Hazel, pozslibly have stoppad. 1ts J.ncoauant motion? 1 "rothing
' :ni'thar concoivod or Smown in 1ts trn‘t;h. »axeapt gofar Az 4t ip CO:npletOIy

— ] el .

]‘f/ ) -\‘!;

‘to’ no’l‘.hod " (3 why not aubja"[: Eozltg Absolutoz to 7 g not
{
the' logic oi' Hogal'a Iowicf “hy not, roll the n ot H%ol‘a ontolozical

¢ app@ar&noo '1‘n tho Phonowo:

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

-_nei:w queotdon nr' "ntmi.ng ‘Iagel r!rhtaida up g Ja ?ouo:-bachc - l!n.fartunataly’.-"

feven thuse diko Lukncu.? vho ha.vo probod doaply ints tho orizing of

..H'“-" h.....osnyby. viourad . clear of gha 4Abzolutes, raferring

.":.‘to trmnsiate .'-Io-zdt's co'mo;:t oi‘"Subjoct" and Marxig conorati..ation of it ag

. thiy prolotersat into tae coneent of tho Franguard Fartys (5)e By tho tine, -
hnwom-. ‘that Lonin roachiod tae finyy chaptor, "ibsolute Iqean of ‘gne Selmen
Cof Loxia, he ,tssao axcitod gvar .{e,-cl'a Absolutoe Mothed that ho c;.ll :.ttor'tion
10’ Enrolsty conclunion that "the s,,rst,o-n of He-;ol As mator dadinn turned U=

. -8ide dot:n. " '-f.}' ‘Ro that ag 4t may, tarx'a problems of tho 1840t ang 1660t g,

' {3) .cinnm of lozie, Vol, II, p. 488, -

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

(5) "O::-‘a the Pm-ty is 2ocoy ? tho hintorieal fory am tho
dctive ecarricr of . it ﬂimultannou.ly boconas
3 Proletariant, n
(.;uorg,I.u!cacs. Hoanhie) 1 ¥ 5 intnvedn, ehaptor on
Mona luroabm'g. sdarilatn)

BRGS IT -
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' \
: Engols‘n of tha E!.&%'u. Ionin'a: An 'the poriod ot‘ +ho f_rcf \ "r:!rl Jar, Lul'acl

“q.. .

.‘m tha- snrly 19‘20'3 are mtﬁr‘g.‘ﬁ !Iegol'a phﬂosoptv has a validity oll of

-—-—.......... PR

- ;nqt tho go:ll of bun devolopn;ant. the rcrn oft- human socloty", (5) On tho
g{’s Iacap@'—':mg:érm'jmﬁgl” L.. md.stent!nlim vould hava Hoen drm-m
s ta. !&a:x'u aha:rp diat&.n"uan buhfaan monomic solutions —~ abolition of private
‘.":"pr:opéfrt.} an:l crua.tﬂ."o humn rﬂaﬁ.omhipa. aspecislly as the. v-aturo Yarx
."mqmssed it: Ptho dwolopmmt of timan power wiatch 12 4ta ovn ond, the true
reain of iroodoa." (9)." Tﬂo 'po'.‘i:rt hooa 'ﬂ:ﬂ tlm.t by tho ctart’of -the 196015,
‘ oo:iatnntialism found somthing hcklna‘., ln itsclr n:: M; could not neet the
' challenzo of tha.ino::f. turbulnnt- dacnclo. turl i'b is 4‘1\13- docado uhich hag i-marf.od
4 now wrgensy to tho task of grapplizu:; with Hogalls Absoluto as paszible nouw
bozinnings,
(6) Sitiatlons, I'I; pe 315.
{7)  Thno, chaptsr on Sertro appoars in Par{? II, Alternatives,

\( /!z’m{v'JI'}
A Seyvdun afd Prmda'u. Pe 303,

(9) Canital, vol. TIT, Pe F5%.
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D o - 7
ilnct‘.an b G .I“.lc. nP‘]ﬂ'O.ﬁ.aOI.Q..Y o= MIiD, or Trnorioncan of Zonsclousnang -

T

¥ s Qur OPO"h ’.ﬂ a birth-timo. ardl a
pordod of transiticn, ‘Tho apirit of man
has broken with tho 514 order of tnings
-hitharto prevailing, and with tho old waya
of thinklng ...' = ilopael

I‘ha Phono-mnolom of Mind and the Scienco of lopic e Hogel's "voyage '’ |
ot diuco':ary" and Alo'vic of sbotact cauogorios == aro a oumons Lo mon Yt 5
161'. the deed bury- the dosd" (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- Ioa-,ic 15 without "concrot.ion ‘of sonne." the mito- v

_‘bjoctivu.uorld ﬂ“‘ “‘h'\ics"les of nolf-consciousnoua with. ot‘m:r. tha g

: ' betrvrar, /-
.conuoiouanpua ‘of othora o’ ba that bot‘.tmm Lorduhip ‘and Bondago. or cf ’sacr' : L

coruniousnass 1-.::!{- lua own t.m.mupmous =~ that the reader is resiy 1-,o Tollosr !o-
Hd{;el upon “the lomz. t.or‘uoua 2.500 yoar tro.-: of ste'm philoaopbw i‘rom 1tu
bﬁrthphno in rrooce fono 500 B0 to its leap to "nbsolut.a freedom" in the
great Freanch Qovoluticno iHog el did not consider it a more coineldence tha’t

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

e N

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

of sbzoluto Spiris vhosa "t.smo has comeM.<hiptory itself, it ig truo.n
manifortation of the torld Sp‘*it) tiovortcheless, what we follow L tho
(10) Phnnosm. nnlocw, p. 130 '

: ('.Ll) Selanna of Ln'-io. Vol,IIX, n. 35: "thora are ne tracos in
Tozis of tho now upivrit which has arigon both in Loarning anl
in Iif e

(12) leotiros on tha History of Philosophy, Yol. III, p. 583,
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- "arperiencen or conuc&ouuneua" It 19. in- ract. 1mpossiblo to ..apar—ato‘ the -.
tﬁa v~ reallty,nm up!.rit -’){u! notsbevause iogol hes imponed spirit upon

_ raality buf; bocauge’ api‘rlt 45 1mm!.nont 44 voality, " |

S } T!n-odahout Phﬁnormno.mgz &163 Forr oxistenne. “tho c!mnant

| rhythm of the moment cr ccﬂcnptual thaught" (13) has ‘cast a spell on eritics
dnd t’olllomn'a alllfo. ma dincoverer of Hintorical Hator!.nl!.am, Kard ¥ary,
cr.u.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:
ng crlticai .phllonophy. - Howover,
i‘aat atho a.liomtion of-}an == gran

fan nppeaz-s only in tho 20rn of Spirit ae to ‘that extont
enorits of - oriticiﬁz 1io h.’u:!den AAn it and ‘are often -
raJ.roady reparod and worked - :out in'a mannar- -extending far
. "beyoid Eﬁ'ﬂ hogealien Atsxipoint, Tho sosticng: ‘on "Unhappy
N (:onac:lﬂmesﬂ’. :the Honsrable r.onaci.ounnnss'. the struggle
7 batuwosn the - friohlo! and ‘bagot consciounsnoss, ete., ote,
“.contaln oritical &lemonty w. althsugh sed) .i.n .an allenated
. LOrHL -a of whole uphnrmrlﬂ.o .(aligion. tho State, Civie
.'wog ‘ofc,” (1 J

(' " 13 That ia 4o v sy, dospite tho faot thnt Han s nowhera brosont in iy

thnomenoiagy; despito the Taot, that; Hegel &nalyzos the dovolopmant of cone
_ Belousnags end solz-eorscio ERASE a8 disambodiod apirits; despite the faet
that Frocdom and 'lenson 1ikariigo Appear only as activities of tho nind;
-despito 't.!:o fact. that Ha;el‘a "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

\."

objactiva movement N/ Harx nlrwlud ott trenscendonco ag- an objoctive mavenant, -~
i .--- - .

.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

)) Phonomenclory, pe 117
»ﬁlllﬂnaa@n A Aritaa mlevandon, p. 309,
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-.1.t'. fm.’ maql'}.m *t.‘n:ut thad. dnvnlopn& 'tthe act!l\ro uido" wh!.le thoy, thewmnlvea,'.” ‘
CET S eeadl s -"‘fw'n.«r. - ’

fnﬂod t.n aoa noh-dovolopmont in aetualj.ty ,na-wel‘!. ~a8 in the u:r.rugp-las Iof
/i

consciousnass.; Tt 18 i.ho aolf-dwolopnont. t.ho fact that no outside force
.prope;ls 2 uova-nont, forwurd. that «allo:-'od tho moot’ -oncyclopodic nind of au-opa
’ to Bea tha dwulopmmt of théught as. "panallelt (15) to worid hiatory.

. Himtho:; ono- accopts Hnr.*:.'a crit.tqua." ind soes the multxludinous
ntagee ci‘ 8lionat1cn. of su.bjoct nncl objoct. of Conselousness and Salf-
Corwoiousaosa, oz" Reason anl "twolution. of Spirit in Self-Estrangment. not
'to mnt.ion ‘.'.he divlsloqlwinhin the Absolu ituelf. a8 an "ojstmngod"

)

al)'conrino:l 1n»rthe.rcalm ofi thought) ;Or. uhother L

f_rqm both Bphé. oa, :ur:l Gons "Othm-" m:istentia.lly as, "Hall e ;e

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

S——— By

i A 50, .__‘:"«'s*y _s“'_”f oi' 'ﬁauom&i&‘ﬁgﬁ:ﬂ. davalopnmnt. "‘L‘n hat
thought moldn 3.ts m:perionco in,a Fmnnen that,tcwu' nrain Will--&t bo possible
to sepamto thﬂzsa t-i'b oppos!.tou into. aeparate realnd, - Tho mothod or uniting
'thol. o, dinluctica. iu irrccintib'lo becuune it conos fron within. Although
thu:hiato fo poriuds eno . not apocit’iod by Hs"ol. noithar aro thoy supore
d.mpooad by othcra on*t‘m stagas or consclousness. History remeins the innore
moat core of ali. ol‘ Horal's 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 ('Section on bpirit in Sali‘-l‘.stmngomunt") due to tho
concm.lad pro enco or an histor- leal I‘ramawork." .Tn a word, ifarxists ami
non-l{arﬂ sta n.li.ke he.vwf:x'nspod tho trutl-.. the doop hisborical naturo of

- .

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

(26) Heozol: 4 Ro-rxaminstion, pe 119,
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'ﬂ-e‘;no-appoarance °f -otie and-. the sane -movmqent ~ the dialectio }

. &s. a oonti.nuous pz‘acuas of ealr-uovo.!.opmont.. & procuv: ‘or devolopmont t,hrou;'n ‘:.'
cont.rad:.ct.ion. thraurh ane.-»ion. through uoubla magntion. 22 boging with
: umsa—cmum\, nru “naver cép#'ug 2ty So2seloss motion, no% sven at itg
npta:, Aosnlu ta xncw.leuge. 4% As tuo dwalopmnn.. of zarkind's nistory from
bonda.go.w frec.dom. and frau: tha French Revolution to Gormm philosop!v.
,-tho Fk'onch Rwolution transrormed into dizloctic method., -
‘ Iho plcn!tuna (a.r:i uuﬂ‘o’rin{;} of econsciousness 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 vary:lng J.nteu-pretationa (very oi‘ton ’by tha aamo
-discarning ree.der upoq _oggt_,re-ronding of a passaga). But thoy can do so
‘ bocnase, uxi 'only becausa. 333,01 crcatod hisg mﬁvm'ms through a most painu
"”s..ak.tng and rigorous axam!.uatian of “tho movement of fo leaa than 2.500 yearg
‘el hi.alory. fnct t.‘mt in:us Jaboriouu developrment of nanizing cuuz:mated
| .mf.thmporicd of tho:Frencn rwolut*on drove the geniuu te broak wlth tho
8 introvorsion of ‘his phﬂoaophic cantomporurioa.
Ba'-ausa Hegel io doaling with univarsnls, u.s not s;apa.rate “rn;m the
i.nuividual'm "mtpariome" it doesn't. -mattar If one dwells on a single stage
of elionation or on tha ‘allomations in their totality, (flow RANY GX0ZGGA0 ww
i;rom Jqsi:zh loyce's roligious prooccupation with the "Contrite Consciousnass"
to Horbert pia retse's comncern with “tochnological reality" and its "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
impeso- Just two divisions wpon-the whole of tho Phnno"mnolm' F» ovon this
wvould not be Mmongtt, Thus, hat lappong Up to the Nay of Ravolutionpn

(I77 Onon- Anonaional Man, Ppe 56-83,
M‘“




Py of,hin grnu.t:nst mrlca.
e thtm‘el‘ls tho rea.dor can st..ll objo"t. :.-e.yri.n,

'/‘;s't it true &

n.'ll aliem.‘ions. opposltiona. contradictions como to rest in the nurn'ountin-'

h ';A o!.‘ tb.o obje*t of conuriousnoun e ao!!.i‘-conuciouqnaas w and becoming Absoluto
Knotﬂ.odg&? \\'hﬂ.u 1‘ ia &rue that the ond, in Hagel. 1s but congunmation of
_ tho bouinning. no-rort.helcsn. ontolo-ricahy. hasn't Aegol “trangcomded" all
voppoa..t.ion. abnorbod it all 4in Abrolutoe. Knowlodgo? flo doubt ho did roplaco
| thaology‘ with philcophy, but. it i3 an Absoluto all the camo, isn't it? .
Anl .'r.a fc. £roodon Just conaciounnesu of freedom, not sctual froolom?
| It doon.""i-'ndnacl'.-"'éum that at tho .ond Absolute Knowledga, pure

thought, has devoured nct\ialr;l‘roodom 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”, a8 E-.a‘rx orprossed d.t. 13g hio on'ly act',

(18) Philosonhy of iistory, p. 124

i
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prm-:holtm. biu "nst:u.nguu hsight" dnto mn'a aotual davolﬁymont s
-drivon by tho- dy'mmlc of ronl:lty. the irresiatiblo diaJectic mathod boyond '
tho oanf.'u:s:l af' Abnoluto Enovledge, hnc:mse Miagoluto logativityn 15 the

Mcosmt uot..con. ovon the Absolute Iden-does not escapo negation - ;f'
becoros the Golgotha of Absslite  Spirdt, Lot'a follow egel into "Absciute

Knouludp,e" s.ml g0, )

_ Hegel heging a.nd onda the !Lml chaptar, o 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 1fo, Ho begina his rocull with the rirst aaction..
witn’_:modiatm "aanso-mcporienca" n.nd “its relatednoss to "Othar" pu-tly
aa porcoption. and aasenti.ally T unddratanding. Bowevor, instoad of going

' or: bo}.he next aoquonua == golf=consciovsness, olther as it expresmes 1tsolr

&5 Lcu a.h...p u.nd Bomikge, Stoi icionm, ..xcuptiaisn cr the Unhappy Comlciousnoaa -
Hegol stapy: .‘cx ordur to drmr out, whint 1z tho quintossontial ¢ not only of
Sacti.on I, but of tho entira Paonosenslory and, indeod, of tho wholo "syctomt,
not & pagc of which !md Yol boen written, Hore 1s what ha writes:

Tho objoct as a uhole 45 the mediuted result (tho

 syllozlsn) er tho passlng of universality into indiv.
$duadity througxh spocification, also tho reverso procags

fron tho individual, to univargal through cancelloed
i:ﬁlvi:lual.tty or spacification, (19)

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

catch the readar nngwmra 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 Losie, It 49 to be 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,

ZIOJ Fhenogonolo~y, pe 790,




w1

‘ lt haa oftm onough buon notnd that tho Phanomgag'._l_g_gy f.ltat hag- bean
~cl.|'un;e!.:ml '£u an, “Inh'oiuction" to tha Lozie haz.lﬂgro:n to 800 pagoes and tc“"" t'
tainod,”ln.fnct—, mny of tho major idea!_,of the Ingle )which would take nou.rly
" d»cado to complebe. -dmrﬂs-, 't.h.'m Tect ism Bta.ted merely in order o .

axplain‘ tha difficultios in understanding tho Phenomonology, The explanation
- 1s also uzed to sapﬁrato u;hat Hagel had cellod “tho bachanalian revel® frox
‘ltho "systom"; as if the Iopio bad, iq deed, M’Mﬂ _//tha pu.usionu
“,of “elt‘-Consciouenesa. of Man, buﬁ. that: the vision itself had bson lost 1n
"_."_.i "the ntﬂl cpaﬂas of thought."
‘ ‘Ihora 13 ncudoubt that tho ten years aeparnting Hogol's "voya.go of .

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

:as ve ahall soe lator. that 4he-driving forcos no longer characterize the -

B

T-Si_e TIn any cgse. th.. 1g tha YAYY Taason foxf ‘i:ainp of the Phenomenologv.

1

- Hogel undarscar'cs that. double negation, hhlch characterizes the movement from

. A . :

Abstract (the Univaﬂial) to the concrote (the Individual) “through specifica
In a word

tion“ (tho Fa.rtlcula.r‘ holde true a.luo when tho process is rovorsed, nowation

) 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 this which charactericos

tho whols of the: Phanozennlony,
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& spolko

(20) Toid.




of s p}u.losaphy ,a.a A dovalopmont of thasinnantithasis-aynthesia. this atato-

ne-\t bas &o-of ton bacn misroad as an oxpression of }Ia'clhn dmloctio -thafr
'Re mug tm‘ry " :muont, 1on._,m- t.o-uhow Ahnt the throe categorias montionod -
‘-,hora &ro nob a “triplioity" (21), not & nyntheniu. not synthotic cognition,
_but: the dialectic ot melfdevelopmont; through a Yousle nogation, Mo
, 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 itfelf,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. charactcr.iseﬂ ot only the Logic but 11fe° or, more .
":corroaﬂy put, 11:. is a moveuant in the Loglc. in tho Phenomenolo:ry. a.nd :Ln

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

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

blca.. of ..‘m dizl actic. Tnis is not'becau’sa da-ml "lmpasulff it upon bla

- Ioaic, or’ tho'?hosno'nonolonv', or tha Encyﬂlon'riia of Fhilosophical Se: ociancou. ’

It ig the nature of davolop:ncnt. It 15 a fact of 1ifa, ’ )

t ) .
Having underiined "this mothod of grasping the ohjectl, dogel sends ™:

(4

the readers back to the remombrance or things past, at the stago of neason -+

(21)Later, when-wo grapplo uit’h the Looic, wo shall hoar Hogel
leuzh at tho whole construct of triplicity. insisting that it's ;
roally @ quasdruplicity: "If number is applicable, thon 4n tho .
whole course this socond Ammodiate is tho third term, the first |
imzodiate and the mediated boing the other torms. But it is alse
third of a sorlos composed besides of first {or formal) no?ativeﬁ’
and absclutn nn-ratwlty or sacond negative; now, since tho formary
{the first nojative) is itsoll the cocond torm, tho third torm --‘"l#'}
may now be counted as 1ourth. and tho abstract form of At may.

b3 taken asz 2 quadruplicity in place of triplicity. (Selénca
VO]- IL, p. I}?B)

AT et A PR T -




out

;:"f"‘of Hom nnd how." "pure cn.l.turo" x.ould T

' or -eality am thonght.. tneir ant!re edtmngement.

Ba note.. tha" tho momem‘. canre before, cunsciousness as Pure Insi;;ht and En- by

-

l_ghtm.mnnt. twhich _may apppas moro rolmra.nt to ourage, . S 3 )

, " This euli"hl:anmont complatos apiritta so]f-ostrango- o
“ment in this roalm, too, whothor gcpirit in solf=allonation
. turns to soek its talety us to & region where.it beacomes - .
.conscious of tha poaca of eeli‘-oquipoao. Enllzhtonment S
- upsota the hounohold arracgemants,-which spirit carries out ST
" 4n. tho house of faith by tringing in tho goods and furninhings
'balonging to the world of Horc and thetlow, (22)

are wag

AT

the
" The point in that in each ce

to bo but f.’u-ot na'-ati.on mist undc-rgo a aecom-! ne.ga.tion.

.rhus. thougn A
the ﬁnlightenmont "upsets hoL.sohom arranganenta in t.ha
uoca'xiod 1n ¥

.

nr.mging ,in tha gocda and f:n'niahings bolonging to- tha wor.!.ct
ot negato tno fMinivorgal :Im'areion" )

the ono from the other"-

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

- reetitics, Siata-pover and. wenith, nor thoir doterminete cone

. .'copt:!.onu. pgoﬁd and vee, nor tna connclousnbss o gooa and baa
/(tao conszivusness that iz noble .and .the conseclousiness: that is

- DASe) possess real truth; it i Found that all thoso momonts ara

Jdnvertea amt transmuteq. in one- “into tne othor, and eacn is tha
opposite or itself, )

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

81l other stapos
of aliamtioh.'

The needea rovolutions (24) nover emt, Ag Hogol himsel:

exproasea it in his Lacturas on thr- Hintory of Philogophy:

(22) J.Diﬂ. Pq 512- (23) Ibig, p. 54l

{(24) Mo aonht. Hf‘['ﬂl 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 v
bhilosophical. mothod waa dealt with in absolutoly obsoloncent forma,
"may perhann seom pomewhat boagtful 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. vellcion wag, ansailed by thouzhte. .Philosophors
ware acaordincly bani..lm! or put to Joath an rovolutionists ,,."
(paragraph 19, Addition.)

13143

‘whcro !m had made hin rrithtw of tho philoquhius -baged on “pura awo" - -’ '

I & S
86,/no rosolution of contra.dic*ionfttn'na 'd

houge ot :a:l.th" anu*' --f‘ b




"A1). rovolutions, i tho -dcienr'
hintory. orizinzte
the erderstanding apd omp*-ehm..sion of )
ing of himsolf, has poy- altered hig cntagories.
in & fxuar,. doapar. more int.r.trgic ralation with
The crux-uf uhn mttmr is thn.t t.hiu movanant tbrongh doub?n negaﬁion
chnractez-izes tho tz-anar-endenco of cach £tega of a.l:lom*ion as tfall au tna
whole “Scianca of the mporionca of Consciou " ot eo:clnai_ng____
Absolate, . ‘ eacks
ir tharo iu !’.Lnally to; ba "a roleaaa" (25) ¢ plunge 1nto o
i‘roedom. it cnn oome onJ,y- fhrough the ovarconhu oi‘ .lnternal opposition. P -'wn:z
.E&ch new unit,v' or opposi tea rm; ‘oala that the oppoait:lon is with!.n. r——. -,.._, [7O¥
overcor.ing of tha opposition can only occur t[xrough aet:lon. Tbough tho
ro.ta.renco is only to tha aetivit,,r or thonght. Practice doag he_re’ become
pivotnl. I - T '
' “J‘.-"i‘.un". Writey Fogel, nig the i‘iz-st :mherent division of simple )
unit:,r of tlie notion, md the returg out of this diviston?- (26) jng again:’
"By this Knowledge,n (27) It would appoar that this meant action in thought
only. Hogal, as Marx put it, Yhas geparated thinking i‘rom Subject," fron
the huzsn being who thinks, and by such "dehumaniza.tion" of ideay has ereated
the 11lusion that tho aciivities of know"edga can transcend the alienated
world, whereas ‘H: nap only be zbolished by actions or roal man, Nwortholoss.
aven within .‘{egél's_ abstractions, one cannot help but, fool the drive of

existonco me tine and reality, Hogel considerg them-aa—:.ntegral to "the

lagt embodiment of spirit a. Abgoluta 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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. .
“

mt appm Sn ‘ino and in rssl.;ty ul.{/sp;,pit »’“ﬂ arrdv ed at this atuge PR
. LA . 2

of being consclousnsas’ ragarding itself, -
aogol. it is true, remains 1n the rea.'ln of thought -anl idc:.\l:.nas
tino “m 5p1r1t'a aeztiny and nooucal m tho same, Time st.uightamy .

does thingu. Hogul hinselt tol]s ua not to rorgat the sensuous t'eol‘.lngu,
_f‘-j- Just- bacmse We havo rea.chec’. Absolute kmwledge- ",..nothing 48 known which
daas not tall witnin erxp *1 enca. or (aa .‘:. .'u; ‘also ax:péeused) which is not

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

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

and ovea:- again. Hagol pointn out that "I 15 1nhorently the movom&nt which

By / ‘,is‘ the prccoaa ‘ot knowledga == the trnnaforming of that inhercnt m.turo 1nto
. ,‘t | ac#:l nuas. of Substunce :!.nt-n Sublact, of thy ob3act m. conso:.ous::esz inta
| the objoct of’ aeli‘-conscio..wnocs. .04y into an ob,joct that ig at the samo
t timo tranaoendod in other words, into the notion, This tranaforming

f T

) procesa is a cy'ole....CBOJ
"It now turns out that this "transforming processt ig nothing short
of m.story: "The process of carrying fomrd this form of knoulodge of itaolt‘
1 the task which spiris accomplf:shos as actunl History. "(31) So that 211
the ahadouy phrasses on tho following pagod which goan to project phi‘losopharu
from Dauﬂu-tes, Laibnitz,{ é‘-pinoza,to Kant, Fiohte and Schelling, ac..unJJ,y
rdealp with apaoiﬂc hiastorie pnriodn.uor can ‘the serious reader fail 4% o
recall that hio presont attscks on Mempty Intuition® Yera indiea.ted as, sarly

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




C.

_I

- 8 athﬂ :Preﬂn.oo* (whiah wag aotually written after the wor!c wag oomplotod). 7 .:
“'Iho l.rbitt'nry clpr!.ce of prophnt‘o utterunea" (32) vas hin own oamupt of A‘?"
“tha sr.-riodsnoan. tho suffoiing, the patience ard tho labo:- of the negati.ve. " ?“ -
: ‘In oppouition to nuch "u'bitrary cnprice" Hogal thrunts us atra..ght '7
_,M ‘ o.ga.'mst a now. nogaguvity- "Xnowledga i.s &waro not only or J.taolf but sluo ot‘
' ‘ " the fiega tivo or itaalr, or its lin:it. Enowing its 1imit mosns lcnowing how to
: aacrlf.‘ice 1tse1f aae '.l'hin last rom into ‘uhich Spidit pe.ssoa. :luture. 1:) its
living :immndiate procesa of davalopmant ..."(33) ¥
'l'hia is cerrtai.m.y an tipaido-down 'uay of pmsanting Ib.turo.. Some. ;

¥

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 showed thnt the other n.upact of Spirit 1e His rz. :
.And todsv'a comonte.tors maka no mich -rruse srrora in Anterpra .,..c..f.". B T".a
dlfficulty arisos because Hegel goems hara to shut the door on all roality

...s we :rnnch 'hhe clim‘.ci.ic last parae;raph. Abaoluto Knowledgoe is said to have
’ /found "its pa.thmy in the rocollection of ppiritual forms-(GoisterJ as they

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

¥

(N

9’.}%

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

begl

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

. Yorm at once the reccllection and thé‘Golgoth& of Absolute Spirit, the reality. B

Solitary and alons." (34) E SR
In truth. 28 We sca, wo ha.ve rsachod// ot heaven. but tha Golgothn
L of Absolut\#pix it. Hegel h-ios softcning tho shock of roachj.rg death at the )

P [P RY

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

(33) Ipta. p. BO7. (34) Fhonomenolomy. p. 808,
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T n S R s e

< . . . !/ L .0
' va p!n:utolo or1Theolo{,ia.na. uong othara, navo/(; courua. not railod ‘bo

BRI call attontion {o:tho .mct. that-Hogol was roplacing *Christinn Theolagy uu,h

: _-.4. o bia. own philosopmr. uhicg is true and’ not truo nt ‘tho came timoa "‘hoo"cgy

o

a_ l

) t'.ha neu' s‘aae o!‘ euusf.once. a now wart!.d. nnd a new emhod..men. or modo of

Spir.i.t." (35) has been refen-.'lng .more than other. "ombodimants“ of "‘.-Ior‘!.d
Spi:its.

PR

l'ha whoio chapter han ‘bean an ontpouring ct' the "81mple nediatﬂ.ng

activity ;.a thinking" (?6) t.-hich haa led to thia' "x-olmo" of Spirit 5.n

Hlstory.o.nd Soienoa, in Hatu:-a m:l Reeolloution. and in the birth o.f.' "a. new

S mrld.' m,ennw mrld" At J.'s true, 18’ m:thing tangiblo. Iv wm ‘continue. b
e eSO
A f.puro conceptual thoughbucategor..ea ot‘ Scienca of Lor ic,i‘or uhich tho

Phanotuennlogz*wns the "Intro&uction." But thiu cannot nbscnir-n t-he fgy-+ -O;h,,-v»

40”14*-9 KﬂOﬂﬁdEe was not, after €11, tha eds As uaual. the end 13 the -

cu..minntion of tha baginning,which bscomes a new point of duparturn, 4ground

1.. e

TR

for B _new bs;-inn..nrr Hegel gn't: standing stock-stm a8 Absolv.-.e Enouledgn

,@f)chich ho w.'@l analyze in tha Selance oflozie, Balther have tha objective
world and the mass movezient coms to @ stop. ‘I‘ha wovement 4o caasole:s. ¥y

rnmm TTTTUSS) Dbl e 806 . (36) Db, PooET

‘ 2. % Jean n Syppolite, uhc traced, 1n detall, tho relationship of
tha actudl stazes of the French Revnlution to tho aoctlons of :the .. T B
" Phensmeinolo (Genasu ot stiucturs de la Phonomefiolorde de Laspirit de H_ﬂ'al. i
Ausiar. Parls, 19456;, has also called attention to the fact tdnt the

. new documonts of fHogol's intelloctual. devalopmant ~e Dokumanta zu H’a'rulu

.. :  Intadsklung, p. 269, reproduced Fegells remarks on "Sanacﬁlottﬁsmua"

L5 - Kot without interost for' the Amerioan reader iz that this dolment (p.249)

N - quotosiogel on tho American Revolution as foliows: "Tho tax imposed by the Eaglish sardizment |
B upon tea imporied iito Amorica was minimel, but the bellel of the Amaricans that by accept-
M - ing tho payment of that sum, howevaor Y insigntficant in itself, thoy would bo ylelding at the '

BB . same timo thedr most preciois right, maie the American Rmrolution." Both guotatlons ara
Bk part of Hyppolite's chapter, "The Significance of tho French Hevolutlon in Herol's honomanoloﬂ
- in his book, Studies on Farx ard liegal, {3asic Books, 1969),

o o g e o P i

i
i
i
o ) bacomes the foundation for a now lovol of truth, the diﬂlecﬂicﬂl davelopmsrﬁ - E
i
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IR OF 10313, or Attﬂ.twsnn.to Ohjcctivi_{_:y

"phillosophy is not an illuaions
;;h _ . v Tt As tho algebra of nistqr;r,-'.-.""
1tuolf "pcnlf i el 7' . anloau—?om.y
Ac nvai.nst. the tanzible struggles of consciousr.esa m! .
.7 in the Phcnomcnolcr'z. tha "subject" of The Seienco of
'..!.mlc ia the a.but.mct philosophic cnte;ary. Thio does not moa'?n‘ that. Hogel
'_ha.l returr.or.t to traiitionzl n.n.,aphysice. It doos not mean that ‘his revolt
ms'd!rcctoi only azainst the ootri“ication that mor.nph,yaics had undm-.,one
e's &b{:aphyuica. 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

thai‘. ol n,ular ruvolution "y raal!.ty. It allowed nothing. no "th*.ng-in-‘tsmf"

no.- sbstract cate-orios. no A‘b olutes t,o escepo ‘tho tost of this new di.a.lectic. .
o Ee.fel's con"ept. of philecophy as nthe thought of ltu .

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

1

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

s-r. ,'

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

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

W
"""”l l.—!\a

mg-.ee:’,ci an the om‘.-f\.wa:t,l :nusod

I{isbory hna 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{'ahlishﬂl uarr.lsm (tho r‘ermar Sonial Lomocrncy)a anl, on

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

utu'ly of Lazolls ileallism ,lha., leuaons for our days I;It el hin: fo tho
conclunten that “Intellinoent idgalicm is noarer to intollizont materialism thoan *
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‘-"u‘umpm mt.ammn.mmeoi 1cal idealism *nst.oad ei’ mtalligont'

muphyajnal. undevelopod desd, vulgar. static instesd of utupid." (3?,

80 eagar to return donel to acaf'm:..a. cleannod of the "subvarsions"f/ﬂrat

by Hurz and_ thon by Lenin. that thay finml themsolvea in ,{( ve:'ita.bla 8 _graen-ant i

';ith Commmistaf/ who, for tholr own raaaonn. wish Hagol kopt 1:1 a cloged

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

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

uv\.%,

hh 1t

nelvea 1mdaqua.to fio the task of z'oali.sing this p*inciplo. an$ “perlils
Nou it is true that the perishine! ix through anfhehung which ig not only

. Ahﬂoluto. _ ‘?:ch Toalm - na..ng, Fssonce, btion -~ gtarts afresh with new

e-ategoriea. oR new g-ounda. arxd .whon we do reach the Abgolute Idea. '.I.t}too.

becomos a founiation for othar "l«.unii‘estations" -~ Nature, Hinl,

The structure oi‘ the Ioxic shous no atreight line fc»r the Absoltrta
: t Frd Not
L }{ntho;;. the lorie in 2 circla. Each of its roalns is a circle.j‘only that,

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

+ T Yt———

(37) Ah-:traot of Hordl's Scionce of Loric., I-hnppon-»to-&uuo—- wWeaa_
« ....boem~the firstc to have translated thin philosophic commontary of |
..lonin's, It appeared as Appondix B in the 1958 odition of Marxism ...
and_Freedon, and 4t 13 to that Work that I wAll be referring. since
then, it haw had anofficial"irannlation in l{oscou,a.nd tho reader

.-ecan refor Lo Ionin's Callectod .brlca, Yol. 8.
(38) Selenco of logic, Yol. I, pe 30.

L
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ct.tc.ro:-y bc!‘c“a us ewn px*ncc.-vl !‘o:'\:arcl.‘”'nm Lirat quc::ﬂ".l%"tlmt ilogol,posc;u'

i Ul T P Y ST Srie £

i T M Lot ¢

Aoz "‘-s!.t.h »-'hat wust delonco ;,cr'in?“

Hﬁro wo’ara in t.ho sionee of lo-ic, having alroaly gone t.hrauﬂh

chu wmlo o" tho ‘“-“nﬂnmg_g_—y anl ranchod ..‘b..olute KnowWledza, only to .lmvo ‘
I_'.cgm ark, Malth W .at Must Soionco Joglalt e aro told, further, that il wo
' avo locking for an Lmoliato, bland corathing that has ag yot not undaergono
amr roliatisn, wo s'.m\fm know tharo 1o nothlins in leaven, Katurd, Spinit,
ur ammhom o‘lao. waieh dooas not contaln immellzcy na %oll ss modiecy,"” (37)
Tho eano thezo #ill bo repeatol at: the vory ond of tho Doctrine of” t:ho
_lbt!.on" — "'110 Absslnto Tdoa = - tud ﬁ:ro coniront.o:i all over acain with tho
-:‘noed fo:' nm- bag.hnln"ﬂ! “T‘zora i.n nolthsr .’m actuallty nor in t.hourrht; any-

"thinp' ﬂo olu:plo and abstmc.t as 1: romonly Mauino'l. Such & oinplo entity

i'is a nero ﬂlusion.“ (40)

T In @ vord, x’egol‘s doclsion to bo;'in thc; Iozic with the "E:c.tr&.ns
or Bn.tn " sho'.m tho Jvmant of tho whole Iz ggt}'afrom in:.o.u...cy throagh
ndintlon u-ri roturn to tmmaiincy, Or, to put it tlifTerontly, ub.i.ng Herol's
rovalation vhen wo had reachal Ansolude Enovledgo in tho Phonsrienolor

wora cont bazk te tho 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_g‘:-‘,;‘ojiuclose thae movensnt from Abstract to loncroto.
'.-m«.\t‘.:o"{a'osx lsok ot tho Jo-ic eca thola or any sestion of &t, this vill hsld
trun, Jegel wlll :"'vcr ellnu tho readers to forpot double m n{'.ion au tho
motivo foreco, -}:M-r-\’ord. it isatt tho first nogation, says / of Tnzoaco vermig

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 |

et R Y R A
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" pecond negation that contrediction ia transcended. litr.-h— ue, that you
cannot gob to saconl augation without having undergone firat negation; jou.
.ha”'.'o to negate 1&?. is immediately before you. Bu_t that doea not resolve
-cantradictions. It is only thc socond negation which has the positive in it,
-i’hich creatos a now foumiati.on. a now beginning, The now bogi.rmi.ng hera, now

JEE A YL 3 o AT i e b Lok T W 8 AL deaty | ]

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 "Observaticas®, dii‘farentiating his phllosophy from
othor ph.lloaophiaa. . Nwhero is this more datai.'!.ad than- .'mf:ﬂaptor I vhere,
u.ftor three short paragraphs on baing. hothing. Becoming. there i‘ollow no legs
tl:a.n 22 pages of "Obsorvations... ‘What lis crueisl, Vl‘lowevm_'. is not theldetail.'_
'_bl._lt the ro.'!.nt.ionahip?"ﬂbservatlons“ have to a new atructure.that anpears only
“in the "%mllm' Logie’, that of “attitudes to Gbjectivity." ]
7. In Chipter T ot the nc‘.lan(‘a of Lorric Jin Gbsm'vntior;j. - \which 18

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

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

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

Jacobl.

+

@" A docado lator, when Hegel preparod tho much expandes second o&!.tion
“of the. ngcla;:odin of Philosovhical 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 lorin, Vol I, p. U7




tho gubject cecomos impa.tiarit witn all the stagns of nogaticn it muct

suffor Lhrough, and dnstoart rolls bnek into intﬁitionalim.‘ Hegol, therofcng,

tntroqucos a m.olo new ur.ruct.u:-e cLund '\tt!.tudos to ObJactiv.ttv" ff.lt cone

aiats ci tnres chapwm.

lt l } ¥ar Irom this tried signitying uny sort of "synthenis", it signalu.

. --.. p——

‘!.natm. a dismsmberment. Tnere is a rorward novemsent Irom tno tirst attituds,

LR LR L0 KGN 1 A it et i VR ZEAT WA U ik F e e o et

(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 Ppiricicn and Kantisniem.But, instoad of

golng forua.rd from tho erpirical and the criticul to tho dialoctioc we and./-“”'
nnt.urﬂ.'!,y Hego] ‘coneidered his dialectic tho ‘highest atage. the absolute -l
thoro 15 a retrograssion to Intuii:ionalismg #the school of Jacob!." "which
rojecta 211 nathods" (%2} 14 bocomes fudld?, returna to the"dogm.tlc nmeta~
pbyeic of the past from which we startad‘? Thue, if sh

mbzro ar tho school of Jacobi,.™ (1"3)

T

This backward step ia goun also in tho fact that Jacobl has reduced

"gedhtion_to the immedinte, ths mtuitivo. with "its pasawords, 'E:Lt.hor-Or'" (&)
Hogel calls attention to the fzot that the whole of,@iﬁ Doctrinae of Essoncey 5

e dikcuaeion of the intrinsies soell-affirming unity of immodlacy and
medtztion,n (45) . |

{&2) Enzyelonodia of Philes cohical Seionces, Since what is known
" as 3 tho M§TaiYor, logiet, Lncladoa An 1t, has goveral etitions, we will,.«-
/Instoa'l of queting pasen; quote thoe naragraph.nusber, This is paragraph
77. “Tar furthor reforonces 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 hoar Hopal's angsr »lping to & crogeendo ﬁ: the "ono-si.ded-
boks cosnpdnoia . s L:-M.J
néss" of the Int: utia lists .Lo-eeen—s-m Ji.in,r«luaa’ﬂ the truth fron aomothlng

A/
. ":;\aria.m trom the "nst.r-e of the conuent" btz 4\ ¢ pura aub,joct‘.iv!.sm
BN "Since tho criterian ol truth is iot.nd. not in tha character
of the content. but in the fect of consciousnnsa, 21l allegad
truth hes no othor basls than sub Joctive knowielgo, ani the
. assertion that we digeover 8 cortaia fact in our consciousness,
What we discover in our own consciousnoss 1g thug exapzoratod
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 Iozio mkes cloar onough how she.rply he aaparates

_ his Absolubes fro-; the Tarpty Absolutas“ of his philoaophic contempora,  ries,
Z‘ﬂ our. bringin._, 1n the attitudes to objectivity from Eneyclopaedia hare throua,
. £a L TN

t?-
ua hopa, 8 further 111umination on what wo started pointips out when we said
its ntrncuure shows no atraizht line to the Absolute, "Not only that. ‘e!a_

shnll itow ses that oach roaln has, go tp spoak, Mits own" Abnaluto. hich

4n. shat Savtro My e ney not have meant when he sald that wisl Wag original
wi‘l;h Exiatentialistswas that the Yr and the d’:ct.pation Made ngik rodiecovar
the Absoluua at the very heart.of relativitér stoolr,n (47) Incofar as Hogel
in ccncerned,, the forn ot tho_.-\bsoluto thaet energes in the Dc;ctrine of 3elng
vas found to be relati.va avan as lts ce.toocrien == Quality, Quantity.}i‘easur,e-
were found wan..ine'. o . iy '

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

found to te ralative. T‘nif; is oo, not morely becnuao the Absolute,. may,’ in
tha Doctrino of Being)is of a rather lowly kind == 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
qQuantitative mnnauremcntﬁ, turn to such ossentialitles as Identity, Differonce, ‘
Contradiction, ippearance, Ixistence, Actuality, tho contradictions only boccome
. the gharpor. They are not me much synthesicod aa gathered for a .J.if'o-m(-don.th

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

(‘R)  Balonee of Towle, Vol ¥, p. 460
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‘Now,” whother one thinks of tho categorles in tho 'Dnctrina of Bes.ng'

T

lll enrly staras of tth&{‘lt«dO"Olﬂmeht. or of previous nocietl.os in the hiatory B

3 8 . Loy g ,.‘.'.'.J.Z
"ol mankind, or}nopurat.o atagas of develepment within a given soct oty, as, %y.“ v

anx thobght of‘ thn unrkat phnnomem undcr capitalinm, thesas cstogcrieu simply

R A P YL

%

1
AR M T 1 Mt R Tt Al TR by 5

tdl apart as onc rovoes to & dirferent. stago ol dmrolnpmont.. uhathat' that 5

v Sae st

f be in history, philosophy or economles:  Thus, whon Marx left the deocptive ’

| ".,' 1 sphore of mérkét-oquzllty, of exchange of commedities and monoj. evon as !

T Hegel left the ‘Doctrine of Haing' with its quantitative me_a.suromenta'. to Y-'
. . : -
. sater the crucial labor process ard thore meot reiation of labor and capital C
' ‘ S lt{mint of' pﬂ:duetion. he hed fully transcended the restricted Hegelian conar;  iJ
T

4 -
- goph of la'bor Ug);.accu..hg- dogal o. 1.{m1tirg his own dislectic to ﬁxtex‘.ior '
(eonsciousnoas\ rather thm L{"‘ 1n*.er.or (man) form. But Marx did not end . =

o ‘:‘ . hie: graatest’ thecratical work with tha analysis of tho labor process, ag Hegal 13

' ;: SRR ksd not and-:ri RYPS logic with the Doct.rino of mcenco. What in axc!.ting in . ‘,’-:-f_

thrst. section ia ..*mt the form of the Absoluto mnkns it3 appesy “.s_}-. in :‘.‘.c‘ualf.t'-. s

'I'he catesories from the Doctrine of B.,ing. hmring rokon down & they id-

. Identity. diffﬁrunce, Contradiction. To this day, philosophers nave-not "I‘or- ' ! 5

hnd to raflact. tho realitj in itg escentials, Hopel introduceu now categoriod e ".g ‘
é
3

S givan® Hozel for pla.cing contradiction in tho conter of :'e-ality. Hegel wont [ 1

his vay: “Contradiction 15 the root of -all movement and 144v, and it is only

venury. Anoolar aw 1t contains a Contrndichion that nnythir\, movos and has impulse =

ard activity. (50) As he centinues on hir separaga way from the old ruet'.aplvsics. Ns

(7)) Nichol'm Lobkowlcs ia about the only philosopher-
. theologinn uho, dospite hie antagonism to Harx, ptnpoint,s what
it wag that Harz criticlsxi in Ho,it-l'u analysis of labor: "In
short, Marx docs not aceuss Hozol of havling troanted labor as iAf
it wero a thought activity. Rather ho accuses hin of having 4in the
Phenomenolony deseribed hiJman 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 ijagel rocofnizes 138 abstract
montal labor, he haa in mind the nt:'ucturo of tho Phonomonolosy
ard, in fact, of degol's wholo philesophy, not the passages of labor
in the ono-mnolo-gy and other writingo of Hezel." (Thaory and Practico,

. Pe 3‘2) ‘mu,”‘_r ”[ /M LU ’{Jf[l [L{Hq“-z&u D {’(-eﬂ.‘i.'lcaee ‘?!‘Jfﬁ‘r" M(LAJ
(50} Seionen of Lovie, Vol IX, p. 67.
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";=-uoroovar'. 4t is clear that ocoence ia not neroly somothing "behind®

appoaranc:;_. Frem the very atart of the “octrine of Essence", idczel ostuollnhou :

t.he realdty even of phow, for Evsence, too, fiut appear and get to Essence

*‘pn:l,y- from the unit;y of Exi.stenoe and Appearance. the truth is sluays poncrete, i

o All contradictionﬂ. grounds, co.rx.l.tt.iona devalop., become more aoute,’
a8 ws reach Actuo.lity. in which historie m.terialists can see the. total!.t.y
of tho crisis of ca.pi.tallam. 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 g
to develop Aott.a" i.ty ina sa.t!.sfaetory 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..n (Spinozn). “Da*ominntcnasn is roration «- this &g tho Absolnto

principlo of bpino...a's phﬂosophy. ead thiz true end s.‘.mpla insight 15 tho
fourria.ti.on of the ahsolute unity of Substance. But Spinoza doos not pass on
- beyond- negation ag detern:inutaneaa or quality to a rocognition of it as
absoluto. that is, aolf-neg,at.ing. negction +«» Therefore, Substance lacks

the principle of parsonal' ty oot (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
froadom of thought, Philosophy only appears in History whero and
in az far oo free institutions are formod." (Locturon on tha  History

¢f Philosoohy, Yol I., p. 95)

.
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&8 wo...n. ag o!' 'I‘lo-:-hf.. The objaouve pull of history will be unmist.akably
clear i.n ?.ho 'F‘h!'!.orcnhy of Pindy . “'.'.'hen 1nddvidualo end nations hn\re onco

got in thoir hoarlu {the-abatract consopt of ru_ll-bhwn 1iberty, thore is
of.'hing"'ii!-:'o it 4n its uncontrallable strongth, Just bhocause it 15 the very
esgonce of m!.nd. arct tnnt as Lts vory actuelity.” . And, 1t 18 this uhio!‘: )
1iterally broaka down the eato:rorloa of the Doutrine of Essonco at the stsgo
whm'o Aatnallity woves fron the fom of the Absclute as Subatanco to, its fora
a8 Lontin»tency. anossit.y. Causality am! Zecliproclty,as Wo approa.ch the -
Doct. !.no c!‘ t.ha iotiden: tuat da,_,ol charncterﬁ.zed as fthe realm of Subject-

: 1v1ty ‘or I‘reedo:n a (53),
: ’:,--1 = e l-\-i"l‘
' Aa H"‘-‘"" 1""’ us know. in the Phnnor: noicsy ho has no uec i‘or. "tha

\

‘ ﬁfﬁééﬁéfm of %on‘.ﬁ..s" who doan not wich to go thrau-vh tho ‘sorlousnoso, labor.

pnt,!.once. uui‘far.lnrr of the nogative',; who w.it:her to ruach for the Absolute "l:d .

8 ahot o‘f.'-t‘le i::isf.ol." What ho vald, siien hs, ..::Hcl-.i. . !.chtn. tho romnt:.cistu 2 :
in ninl. Hogol, in mero to-tpcrate tams. &6 WO BAW, dirocted in the’ Sclanr- o Tl
'or'z,on-ic a*a.inst his Abuolntca fro-u thoso of Loibnitz and Sphnosa opoci.fica‘.ily
1n the gection on the Aogoluto as it appears in tho Doctrine of Zssonco.

Now that we are in thu Doct.r‘l.no of. tho lotion, it voull secm, on tﬁa
aurf'uce.Athnt we -hM reachcrl the-ord of the polonical movenont, As againﬁt
some thirf.y "Obsm-vationn" ir; Book I amd fourtoen in fook II, thord are only . .
two in tho whole of Book IIIL . 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 » foala thet the turning point of the whole movancat

of Hotion == tho gocon? napativity which will tr-nnacar.d tha oppositlon betuooen il

(53) Selecnen of Ineie, Vol I, p. 205.
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hotion and’ Roallty, *wo "anumies" mmt agein once and for all be "negatodt K
C.!.) synthetic co,_,nition which recognizes the ralationship betunon Universality -
en‘! Partl.culnr "rtops deoad, will not move te the second nogstivity. to the
comrem. thu :l:;dj.vi:lual; (2} Intuitionalism which seos “nullity™ sa only
pcauible :*esult. Trem abenluto n‘omt.ivity or d&ublo no;ntionl. Hegol, thareforo,
\nntn to define what exactly is "tho most important part of rational copnition,n

Hsw ono must hold cn ih the positive in the negative: PTo hold fadt the positiva' .

'J.ﬁ i1tz nozative, and the content of the presupposition in the regult, is the
"‘most ﬁnpnrtant part, of rational cogniticn; also only the gimpleat rafloction
'. ia ;medod tio furninh conviction of the abﬁoflute 'fluth and nocossltﬁ' of thisg

requi.remen... vhile with regard to tho exemples of proofs, the whole lesic

eona!.sts of theue." (s&) , B S -

- !_L{Af)\ﬂ""r' '.‘* e
Aia—iﬁ-—i—hwindee&-an 1ntmnsigc\=nt politicsl debats against. a11

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

: ( taitionelism to Hegel), Len!»:rvxa inspired by the ..cvc::c'xt Metrbne of -t-hn
Rction, not only to goperate himself from all other tondencie.. but. to break
td.th hia own phllosophic pnai.. and,. at that aubjective pcint in tha Doctrine
of tha l‘Jotion tooxmi'keut the ralationship betwaen the objective and the

uh_losophio movementc in mnlu.nd ‘g dmrelopmont-

“Whnn Hepql txlas wu gometimes even strains hinself and worries

to doath ~= fo subsume thae purposcful. activity of man umdor the
catozories of lopic, saying that this activity iz the Tsyllogism' that
the subjeot plays the rolo of come sort of fmember in tho lozical
CIfAgurey of the syllogism, eotc., thon this is not onlyra siraln, not
only a came. Thate is here a very denp content, purely materiilistic,.
It in necossary to turn thie around: 7The practical seotivity 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) Apponiix By Marxlom and Froedom, p. 343
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_ The Doctri.no ol the Hot!on denls, wit.h the ca.togori.aa of frasden,
o!‘ uubjoﬂti.vit:{. of rouqn. the logio of a movement by whlch man makoa himgelf

) _i‘reeg Dogpito the fact that Ats univarsgly are thought universels, they are

concraoto, {56) Hogel keops relterating that svoen when Notion realizea itself

tkrough ﬂothor.-nou". evon when "ﬂwugh the t.ranscam;enca of this realityn

it has Yostablished sbaclute rea.lity;l)ao t}nt tho "rasult" is ﬂtruth"t in s
word, gven when he hag "comprehended” it all, even then it has no% been
"prepcrly comprehnndod by forma of judsmont dike {the third torn i¢ immedisoy
ard nedia.ticn"'. or it i3 Lheir uni.ty}ror- 1% 1s not a'quiescent third term,

1 but. a.u th!.c unity. is golf-modiating movemont and no..iviﬁy.“ (57) -

'{‘he novament ha.s not coms to a halt. The dialoectic 1o nt.ﬂl ut wnrk.

_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 separata

: rrou ohjecuve!-t.ha nogation of  tho nogation "is the innermolt and most objmt.-
. iwo movemont of Iife and Spirit.m (s8) -

The Dootrine of .the Notion axpresaea'm'a sub jective d‘etermination. ‘

’ the nodd to macter himself, What is being mrkod ovt in thought oe.tegorioq

1!‘]

i3 the real history of humanity. ‘Uhot“.her_,l the Hogelien conoept, of aelr-rehticn
ig being Msubvertod" as revoiution in Harxye "translation,” the point 18 that .

to Hegol, too, it 13 a oonstant- tranaform_tion of reality and of thought wb;i.ch

(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 critlcal years 1620 ard 1921, Ho notenm also that the theolcahn
Iyin's Fork on Hogel so impressed lonin that he mtarcodedx
relanse {rom jail.

--l

(57) Sclence of Iogla, Vol XI, pe 479, -(58) Ibid.p, #?8.
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e ek

prepares fér a new world", This is why from the outset ot - the Doetrine of

Notton we zee Hagol constantly t:;ying to set his ‘di'nlq.ctip spart from Ké;_xj.'e:

i, -It will a.lways reradn a matter of agtonishmont how the Kantian
‘Philosophy knew that relationof thought to sensuous existence,
.2 « where At haitod for a merely relativs relatlon of baro appearance,
and fully acknovleized and assorted a higher unity of the two in thoe
o, -Jdea in general, snd particularly, in the idea o!‘ an intuitive under-
"“”"stan'ling- "but yat ctopped dead at this relative relation and at the
««  asgertion that the Notlon is and remains uttorly separated from
reality; so that what is announced to bo finite knowledp'o. and
.. ..teclared to be sugerfluous .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.inv an impenetrable "thing~in-itself" betweon thought
PR AT LT P )

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.togorias 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---uhieh sepa.ra.tod hi.'n bot.h from scientism and
subjoc i.viam. Suffice it to aay ths.t 1'0 1s prec:.soly tha Doctrine of the Hotioxi

. i s

whieh _:gave I..onin ao b?eé.tf a 'faeling"of a plunga "to Trosdom that ‘he excleimod-

“Prac’cice in tl'm thoory of cownition. Alia.s- Han s cognition not only reflocts
the objective world, but creates it.u ) .

There 18, & d1aleetic I . e e oos T T TR

D (2

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 Ednti'ﬁ-""-"-‘w
dictions once wo resched the Acsolute better Look elsewhera, tor hers they ax;e
1irst tocontront & real sunocker as deged mi‘ormali:t\.a-';an the Absolutu lawa contains
the nigneast oppositlion withain ityeli." (6¢) it is true he wits, in the same'

paragraph, siso tell us tnat tne Moselule Jues slong 1§ pulng, amperiSnavls

Lile, BULL=KROWLAE wwutn, #nd Lho wiols okl truuh." Hut, Iar 1rom STOpplng

LUV} aputukiii 9y Faralsm eird fUOofltm, Pe 3"[7
oLttt O 101, VOL 11y e MO0 o (v&)  load 13159




‘r.nm ‘The' grusnor part. 01 thé wnols chapt?s‘ HJ.!.l concerh’ PRy uim‘: r.ﬁe

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

....Jja.""'.-'lr"»‘l!'-":'"""""'””’/N GRS Lty fayp e ewown

Pl

._v“_‘, o

ﬂim.‘er:t.t.{: ﬁ:et.nou. Rty u.g;a:.nsr. e way ox “tne Pnanonmnu.l.agg wiiun wu Wew' e uum:.

.- il

on -2 re.nemuram.e ot \ning pa 2 “whi wy ruachuu .'\oaolu:.e Know.r.uuga. n Lo

Se16Ace of uj;::.c, whan wo reach ‘Absbdlite Idoas ‘wo find it is not a'roview of

the stages by which the Absclute was reached, "Inﬁﬁéaxl‘ oi ‘concerning oirselves
w!.th"either “the past or the content, self-determination of the idea 1s Hezol's

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

Lo T . Wt

is:t6 Hear ﬂ.sélf speak." (63) ¢ Tt
Y E AR tm'ally z-avolut:!.omry contemporaries ard’a grpafi deal 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 far removad from the aeli-dotermination ot

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

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

rbmains to"’ba dona.- 5.9 t-,o consmor tltho I-Us.:.vewﬁa.l. eﬂ.emen.. of its form - thB
e epeniasen il S a PR

methad, " (6w
T Vi
‘Tha developmont ‘of what tho dialectic muthod is’ as fa.r Pamoved 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 universals, " 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

“TTTU(63) _Seience of lonie, Yol IT, P ue7

.(64) Tbid,




- lnd reality. 13 noral.y subJ oct.‘lvisr. and sxternal, Nor 4s Hugal// ﬁlud.trLg
h!.l Absolutes from the need to be subjected to the d...nlectio mothods "Tae
leﬂ:od thm.'nforo 18 both soul and aubntunce}and nothing 15 either conaalved

i

LT PSP |

[T T op—

. How,
“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 is to say: ftho pure correspondance botioan .*Iot.ion )
and 'Rea.Lity (66} Aa op_poaed~ to tho method 4n inquiring, analytic eognition B
_whera 11: wna a’ maro "tcol“ in “t.rue" ths.t is to &3y, dialectic cogn.it:lon,_
thea'.o"‘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 rmchad & gonorete totelity, the key concopt of

._Hegol'a ph.tloaophic systnm: oy concreto. it ic internally difforontinted...
This is the type of differontintzon that serious revelutionaries of - -our day

‘ confronted uwith Stalinisms transformation ol a revolutionary ttate 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 rostricticn. ei'rhar 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-elyf/mcat uJ.'Ly to co-axint, or, to use Hegel"o words,

-.._..---

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

battle.! "

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

’




'I'na mevemant of ths Absolute .[dea. an ef tho logie 4n gmarn.l. hag

'bm fron ths -ecognition 74 npposltion'it'u Tefusal to top in uight of thoy

u i t.hoy wro “r‘.xad" "Yo soning chen fa traneitionz “ijg ana for thma.vub"s

!rom ma znoa- of 3uar. how ob Jootively grounaea tha nnimsa.l.f;.. t0_the realiraw

Lmn tzm tho Aosolute fdez i only an "11: Atsolt, only a potantial v:uen

wﬂl dc:armino :I.t:lolf tlu'ongh it oun dhlectica.l. self-devalopment; fron
conuctoumaus *huf. r.hs bnginn.ing 48 not on.Lv- an ompirica.uy "glvon". that
th' Smam w is 1:3011’ a ned:!.atod z'nau.lt, to the concopt of the concrete an

A
pomrota tot:x.l.lr:z and th or&rore 11;3911‘ cortelnn salf-diffarentiat!.on: md

ﬂml.ly this. nbove all: thu mavemnnt. of viowing the dialectic momont as the
"equal]y synthattc and ana],rtic mortent, of the. J'udgmant. by which orig:!.nnl
un!.vm-sal deteml.nes 1tsolf to ba ite own "othm-" Anevitably propelling one,

‘mt. jt.st to 'l‘.he firat, but to the nccond negition, #s turning potat of the
: mola movamont.-. “It i3 the si:mlo point of necative aolf-relation. the inera

mont aouroa of ¢l aot‘vity, of 1iv1ng and -gpiritusl self-omovo':lent. the
dinlactic aoul which all truth has in it and tThoush which it a.lono ig truthy

: 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 g the man of the Absoluto roaching the hoights
and wbat doog ho potind a.ua:r at? Absolute nezativity, Is thig negation of
tho nogation Juet anothor abstrnction? The vary opposites the crux, he says,
ia not the absteact but the conerote: "Each now etage of axtoriorlr,ation.
of further detarmir.nt.ion :ls alno 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) Sedonca of Iogle, Vel, II. pe 477
(68) DI, po i3 L




h and lmt !.t 1.1! tha.t a nov euergod not on.ly in tho Doctrine or !'otﬁon in gonnml
‘bne in the Abaaluto Ides in particular t‘or the highest contradict.lon iz in

cognition itaalf. Fiom the vory firet, sentenca in this {inal chaptor ho

"atmaseg that t.ha Thoorstical and Practical are each "by 1taelf one-n.l.ded anl

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

ituelf uau \.hat it way "J.tu oun Ot.hsr." What &v Ats plgnificance, not as
ontolom.oal Ideul..em's "delusion" to uzo an exprosaion of larxts, that thhl 8
ﬂ; can "ubaorh" tha o‘b,]ectivo wor-ld into itaelf but as an ideal tomrd which

jmams? o . ‘ IR

G Hezel'a ansver 45 that it ia the turning point of tho whole movenent

of | tho netlon; "It %is the simple point of nngative melf-rolation, the inner~
méat_, gource 62.-011 aativity, of liviné anl spiritual Bolf-ﬁovoment, tho dinloctic
soul which all truth has in it and through which it alono is trut!fs_'_fc;r the
tranﬁcendénce ot-‘ the oppoeition batwoon Mokion and fleality, and tht; uns.ty '
vhihh 45 the truth, rost up::n thin ‘aut?jucpivity alona,n (ﬁB) Think of it:

here iz the man of tho Abshlute reachinz the heights and ‘what 'c'!oas Yo ﬁoun'l

" asamy at? Absolute nezativity.

(67) Secienco of Iogic, i’ol II, p. 1&55
(68) hid, p. a77.




e
' ;"ld\‘“"a‘\' .
. , - e

‘ Atm:ne who thifks t!a‘c tho :.chiwunant o!‘ #S\la sei!f-rolation oan bs
aonta&ned by Hegzal bocause ha. an philozophor, !uu att.sined :!.t in ‘the Prussisn
atato. 13. in rsc(.. dﬂmrlng tha compulaiona ot g birthtime 4n hiutory whau.

; :lli entlina. or as’ in a f]nsh. o got a glimpso of the future not of a

molu’uon. but the ace of ramlutionu. /Aa Hezal corwciously thinks only ot‘
different apheres. diaciplinas. sciences, &nncornad only wlth the “totality"

anlng aach aca Pfragmontn or a chain, oach of which "has a bafure and an

ratto'r. *re OT rnther. each hag onlwa beforo. ard in its conclusiona shows itu
's..tm-." (59) He ssos that the “aystematic dwolopment in itneli' a realizatian."\?f X

'And "u totallty in thie form. it 1s Maturow,(71) ‘ ‘
) Prsciuely whuro Hozol sourds moat abatract, aeems to close the nhutt.arn

-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 writes ag if
i the ros;:l t.'lon of epponing 1.'Lva roroo.. can be overcomo by a more thought trans-
“coindonco, But he has. by brinainz opponitions te t,heh- 'nost 1oq1ca1 m:tromg |
openad now patha,’ no.t rolationsl*ipr of thoory t-.o ‘practico wbich Harx had workorl
out ag IS totally now rolationshSp of - philosophy to revelution and which, today'
raﬁolutionarics can turn thoir backs on at thoir otm peril, T :‘ v §' 2
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" i, (" . l&f y
€9 n:m. p. 48 70} Ibid, p. b8
(71) o P B55 - (72)
(72) fu-ol: A rocoxaminntion, p. 344,




.

rha rod t!n-rmd that has ru.n throwrhout this Linal chaptar cn the

‘Ablolnte 'Idea. the !m.ity of the theoretical znd praotical idea, to that ferm
,or 11¢e which 18 ths activ.‘l.ty of tho Nstion, 18 freo creative power. And

'_ unhatio an 1e my uound to these who .'msiat Hogol was talking or..‘!y of ideas

uhon he himaol? taiks of raelity as wall, it 15 Hogel, who after 1dent1fy!.ng
h‘eedcm with Tdea, wrote "mc Idea 18 not sn feeblo ‘as merely to have a right
(o &n obligation to ou:ist without actually existi.n? (73} Taat 16 why the

ohaptm' oi' the Absolute Tea 1is ovorwho.:.mj.mrly Just abcl.t method, the new

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

. abcmt previcus i‘orms of cognition. analytic or synt.hetix., empiric or int\dt.’we. .

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

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

mkabla. The transition oi‘ +tho lorical idea ig to l.aturo. It bri.ngs one
td.thi.n a hwd'a grasp of naterialim.“ (71“) Vhatevor oné may think ef Ionin's
interprotation. 1t certainly cuts tbrough tho fentasies of the noe~-Hopelians
who phQosophiged ondlessly about "doduﬂi.nf," Hattn-e fronm "hougrht. Thast Ienin'o

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

tc Phﬂosoph_v of mms tho co-nolntlon 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 i‘ace of tho fact that Hegel the most encyclop-

- aedio mind, the intellectual titan of tho 19th cantury who took-euch sharp

_exception to tho empty Absolutas of othar philosephers anl triod ae valjently

(73) Enclopaolia of _Pailosovhical Sedonces, para, 6
(74) Spneniix R i‘arxi.;m ars! ¥roodom, pe 352

13165




o ph!.looophy 5.n a-uo -195 of Aboolutoa. In the Phonomenologz of Hind Abaoluto
Knowladga wns tno uni.ty of Eistox'y and Science. or dj.abory into.‘llootunlly

‘the Absolute Idea wag the unity of
f.fmt .has of_rm-_oome ali. opposition between concept and -

g lopaalia of Philosophical Sclances, it was Absolutom’
the Ph!.'l.osophy of uat,ure urites

hind whero Hagol, soon at‘ter his return from

"tho Absolnte is Goist — this is the suprrono dorinition of ‘the Abaolz.to“ S75J"

’happens to bo who:re tha y;oung Harx 'oroko off hia "Cr!.tiqao of the Hogolian

Ihis ia whoro W ahall bozj.n T

i
B
1
[
1
¥
"'.

1% h e

.t

'5) Encyolopnadin, para. 384




Y

&onuon m.— ;g pm‘rgnzav oF 1T
. A

v ted Lo veflection san be cut
[ aff Jator by the refolution for-
- diatever purpese it 1likos, Dut

o philosophy sorld . nsves have been

. ablle 46 wse the hesis cut off by
_the vevolution 47 tho lattar bad .
praceded AL, ‘ee Honrich Hoine

A Movement from P-rﬁnt!cor

" ® 7The min shortconing of all

watorinliem ¢p to new (including
that of Feurarbash) is that the
abject, the mensuoueness, 18 cone
aelval only in the forn of the
object or of intuition; not, however,
a8 ganauous _hinan activity, f‘rtud.a;
not aubjectivoldy. loncoe, tho ’

. soklve sile was doveloped abntractly

1In opp- opposition to materialism by
Ideallsi ase == Marx

The

Pq gggghz oi' !hturﬂ'intmonui_ babmen the gle (the aubrcrviuto:.. varelon of

l

4

m,Sciehéo @ Lagio) and. t‘\o ﬁ;‘ ﬂosoghz g 1 e The. voll.mirous dabates on.

bn%pehb'j ’!.o be .luo i‘a tho fact tbat scia':co ha.a mdo such grnst. strion
‘-book i c‘bso!.m.a mci in-elers-.nh

Thiu #ag uot tl:e reason for h.-u-x's

_-'.

'l"mo vﬁole Iardc 1n, thsroforo, the proof tlint &bstract

"n‘-!; K

fqr 11:30.11. t.hat. tho Absoluto Idoz is nothing for iisdlf,

: ' (7?) In dci.ng so. continuna Harsk, Hegel fau.la Luto
for :lcﬁlch ho hnd attalcfcod nbst.ruot understaniing, 1.0, tho

mcpt&.on 12 Pz-oroseor J.

y _n_.'_agt__gprotst;on.

-(~

Fimilay, Soo his Hepel

....

-




pbuouonhm-. m whou ho reaches & oomrm unbeerscl st nwwtholcu
a;dn ge to c::terml ratlcctmn 'or conmt aﬂ! ob.‘_l;ot!.ricnuon of the Abmluta
u!ﬂ.c\ Md e mshal by the; dialooﬂ.cal devalopment of t.houghtt the mere
transponl.td.nn ot vh.tch .t- ﬂrst in iifc. 1n rea.uu m— turs would not have
hnlpcd ror Man u ncdwro to be ==en. Jlnd bu:-o Harx lashes out ageinst fHezel
 tor npamtina "thmdns rron the myaot" é?BJ VHan, slfenstod fyon hinself,’
h m t.ho t.hinker uho di.emta.l fron Lis osﬁuncu. 1.0y Ms mtuul and

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

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

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

il

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

ﬂ s'nia'po:nont.'b’t nimi .;, theao ato mm Jonin: atroossd in thé gio 15 "golng '

!ntt.l.o with t\ﬁ narrou "dobm-n!nisn" 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 scientific anl bohavioral. balled Hogol's prorw':.litr i
- m:l.;ruimg ha'r.uro as “encterl.orit » The post WIL Fronch rovival of lkgal
ptidies muvived the oplit within ?):ispuntianm. thio timo on tho queotion of.

roality, ‘Unfortunatoly, Merloau~fonty'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




ST " pruhonstva:l.y deslt with as in tho vaat serlon of Loct.ureu. one

RSy Py

, "‘“‘ 6n the’ otnu- “hisad, tho ;u'j.od foﬂowing tho dut.h o smu, vhich 110t
g:l tzn 'm!.aht unr.!m vh.te!a Enat Burepe had datn’ prootrnto. witnessed ;baoluts]y
u.uprooedenﬁod. tota.‘!ly nw. spont.maous proloturian roveolts tron u.ndor tot.ul-
A i.tnr&an C‘.omniu'a ova*lnrd-hipa These nev Ieaps froodoa leod to totally

N nmr :!cpnrturw toz- thoz.r.nt.
lex and Hepol uml now to’ probo tho new beginrdngs frem practico, lor were
ef rasﬁ'i:s'tad to sk En'ope or Weu% mropa for t!ut:ma.ttsr. fhese now -

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

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

‘ "'}m r.lnterprettti.on of Hegel and of Harx a. Too deba.teu
tho dhloctica or Ilage:l. oscaped the 1ntelleetull

e 4 1] b ," - .
et L RS T
ni %id by." hi.nkorn, ncnda-d.o or revulutionary. 11'.

i W
ig 1"of-mn..no Bagal wﬂ.thbyon c.'.' t.oday.
S R .

."._

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

&{ e i ;mm*

3% i Y "- e

ould" and no —_doubt. uould hnve oppound v;l nﬁs construct

—14.4 LRt I
s

bb%nw." ‘,‘l‘ho po!.nt lt 1usua, houevur. ie nat Hcgea.'s own

to“.f.'c l}oﬂaen
t ile hﬂve re chod the rarlt'iad aunulphan*o.rnf tho nvubau

*.i
yﬂu mﬁLnu us. o!.ther thoroushgoing or mvlnr & Hork a-

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

. Philosophy of History. threo vo]umm on History of Pailoscphy, four on
* Aesthotics anl the laut compiote work from his own pon, Philosoohy of Picht,

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

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

mﬂv quality o

L\m !"hﬂn- ovher Af Mirty Praelen Lo intond the conutrush of the vorld Hoezsl
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" fhe I.dunlog!.ﬂd debates that followed thon on both ‘

t aa wou as fro:n tthe pure uovnment. ot though t..

f.he Selcnce of Yorlc, nor are thn au.bjoots a8 eou- y !

R T L O e e )




hﬂg, :hou;h 1t wm* by tie name of lrbr'.!.d Spr!.f. and aven thllt w28 on’y

tho "u;n!.foate.uon" of »\bsoluta Spirit, it wes a.'.lulyu the realit _y of freedos
" that arutod t.ho condi&iana for the fresiom of the mimd. Even Hegol's own
e rocos.\cnhtiun, not. with a r&tloml but the nou* k'rat.ional atl_,to of Prussla,
thl.l ltﬂl eould nut.tj.n the strictly phﬂouophlc development, put brakes on
thodrivootthodiﬂoouc-. e e S A

. . By

’ m. zro- the, my .!'h-et pmzrapn of the Introduction to the Philoscchy |

(?9) Sos the Chapmr on Automation and the low l{umnnimn in
Maryxiem and Freodomy alzo 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 ixiatentiellast to Horbort llarcuse, (Soe
 hiz Ono-Dimansional Man,) .
- :(80) Philocoshy of Hind, pabae 377.
(81) "1bit, para, JBl, .
(82) Ibid, para. 382,




o] :-"If to hll mﬂro of the .‘k!e.l to ve avare, 1,0, that nen are asare of
fmodeu u ﬂw.’u' wunuo: ah. and objeot s ut.bcr of ggcuhtion. atill this
vury Qn 19.&01! la ho mtmlity or mn - not aoncthi.n; which they hava, as

. mny. b'at wh!.ch thuy m.-' (Bh)
,:,Mu ,‘:'; ey :

vr 4

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

Y

‘u‘ .‘A

'ea; mtitutai-- an muv:mmmy. howevers also

7

his ?.lnt, z00 ion 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', o {85) Toloinanto_zu_finzel .-.ntwicklumf. quoted by
' : Horbert }.arcusm, oagson and “rovolution.
(36) 2 oaop ik . para. o




cdaumu Imn no notu-.l rulity. 'me t'an'.lt of ﬂl theas uodes of thought.

uld m..ma h th.at they atop nhort of datin.‘v.ns anbat&nca as subject and as mind, "(87}
i m’h m Bogal‘a prlneiplefrou the outaet, beginning with the Prefacs to° . °
.the tham gg 'xha'o he told us ihat "The spir:.t of man bag broken with the |
o!l.d ardct ot thﬂ.ngn sos (uﬂ wot abony its oun transformstion.® It resained

his prhoiplo ﬁn'ougﬁout; cvidanced l.n tna hst ler'turo on the Eistorz of Phila

lut.'.-syllogin;mreads- "Tbo f.’u:ut appearance in fomod by tha syllogiem which 1-
baged on tho logleal systez as sterting polint, with Natwro for the middle term
uhich couplos mind with it. The iogical principle turns tho.Nat:.u;;l amd rature

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

-

(87) Ibid, paras 573 ¢ ;) Ihgg, parm 5?..




In tho .uogic too. we sust
1 t.ha Abnolute .tdu mergu:! cut of the Prectical Ida. 'Hhich We wore
told Lind ugtm- t.bu. the Thearctinl Idea wince &t had not only the "dignityn

of th. univerul. bnt. tms "mmdhto.g- a3tual,® Oy az5 should not encounter
Y

nnmn-mnnta‘.:l? ,dlfficult;qe ._h_nMoratanding the uovarent Irom prectica 1:1...
it 91 the" ). syllosimns of 4 0 Hinifor 1t s altor , |
_ ' . Eageﬂ:lan dhlecticc' out ut‘ the acatemic halls and- phﬂosop,jhig_
bool:s ox.\ _to f.he linvihr_:g stago or h!.story. It is trus that. this trans.fomtlon
P y bag beon via :m-x. It 18 no acoident, however. .

_ & taok on Farx hu been yia iegel.. Because they
?_3?%_*"‘{_ "f:‘ ‘Ei;a, ao--cﬁﬂo;_lt _yystii..nl Absolute Meh negation of the acgation®
Al Hogal romsina so a‘!iva and worrisome to t.ho .
mhm.mgurian Rcvolu‘ion stﬂl hsunta ths-u. For ona, |
2 ga Hebol'n conccpt of the
mt.!onal struml-: t‘or tx-eed.om are not ag far apart as

Yy ,’... .

on the uur“eae.., o P o
‘ t« ee:nu to this m'.i.tar, io- to hu &Ware, even opprass-
1vely um-o.off tho aimple truth thl.t Hugol'a catezorlen are not anly permeated
witn redity. but tl;q ..dan itaolr 1a roal.. ives, movoes, transforms realitz.

r‘ f’

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

R

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

pruutieo to I -ugic. A




VL .A,-v 4 . ¢

: Iltln‘d]y he n!m'z s\m.'o ot u\v amh moveasat u tho preu;at m-c‘.ter doscribel.
' X lﬁt mﬂy bccauao it muldn't hwp-n roa- nore thnn & oentury. but because, as &
’rhﬂonoplzer. uohtod in an s.vory bom, ko couldntt iu.vs Lxagzined thnt caxses L
.h mﬂnm. thsir qu.t-dwehpaent mt!m- that of 1deas, or the custodien of ideas - |
_ ths phﬂosnphcn e wnld hmnim, so ‘to apenk. "the sbsolute negativity®, unite
‘ ri-eedon l.mi rodity. Nm'mholcu - mi hory procisely lieu Hogel's goniugew
.‘ Hegd. "Srz:.ly eom.dn't koep hhear rron ou-r:;ir.g through the develépment of an

L ‘Idf' to :!.ta ﬁgied. conﬁlus..on(*-’l‘nt '.w ncw .t‘ollou bim a8 he shows up how Hatm-e

RN il

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

v h

i hathes. t5 'munt Bt wrivenes of finste ahatractlons.

v

0 . 'f_uﬁléhj:llberty 18 t.ho n.im, and which g itaslf the way to

the othar. handn but"the Mtegrﬂity of ain and meange Lo e
) -" «Now thnt thero ia ho pneparation Votyoon means und nim. we can alsc; mo;o
to tha unit,,v of cbiret and sub,joct, ftho soli‘-knowing univ'c;rcal" that Hegel
a(?O) Toid, pnra. 575 (51) Ibid, para, 576




,umsnu 1n thc ho ay'ﬂozi-u. A 'n:n Mu nr phﬂ.osoptw vhich’ hu uol:dcna-.-:u:g
| mmu-nl for m aiddlu terms & n!ddlo which divides itaslf into Mind and

lnture.gnld.ng thu‘ toﬁtu' its preuvppcaih!.on. a8 ploddns 4 the Idea'a sub jeote
h’o uﬂ.vit..yu nm'\ thc htw 1(‘.: uninrul axtrmes as proceas or the objecte

dgvolopuent"of tim*mao;at{s

l thlt evamai‘. the* ami“ %:éd z;:.tu' .tiac strossion’ tho faat that the wvhole mmmunt '*z
cnereos. nnd tha.t tho aubjootivo aotion or cogrition iv at ono with "the nature
of the facte" - T S T

(92) Ibid, pavas 577




ol

At ti:' va'y en ‘..ha 1lent Ienteme — tho at-arml does _takl ovar®s

Tho otat'nal mu. _ ru.'ll fru".t!.on of its epaence, ot,orm:lly sets itselfl to uork, o

augendc-l ‘and on.jnyu itoelfl as. Absoluta MAind."
of "the Went", espoch.ll;' in the United States, hnve o

i Hest :eadmioimu
o (ne profound oxcoption -

mﬂ; dumud mrxist !.nturpretl.t.inn as "suhveuion.

1: xnrl Imd.th. who. daaplte his cppositian ‘bo Har::. hoaitstes nolther to trace

tho !.ntogt‘al.tt.r of i’oselun md. l'hn:un dh}.ectd.c. nor to point to the pet~

r.‘-ﬁution of uegol tudloa brought on by mo Hegel cchohrs t.hemseil"eu bacause

W e,

"'me bourgeoio .’mtelligmtsh b..d cnsod s.n pucti.oe to be an histor!.call;'

.oling tha m&ts,a.{-.s.ve anl ir.pa.ct of their thouzht." (92)
‘aven oppressively svare b

JewrRe -

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

oy A e
~J..‘

B, S, .o..‘-.-.-v.‘..

iluﬁ*rml '.I.l.voa. novas. ansfot‘mn -realitg. It uas. o.!ter
S .

A ‘s». o
) ot the ayatous wo ave, now considering. hn.d
P {

s

"ﬁ.‘qv' ot s

! '&mant "rom Ilatu:re ot Eractice to Log&.c.' o
tho author doacr!.bed. Citpt M -
s the sither aeacribad_\ tot -

4%, 'mnﬂxh'tfhappan fo!‘ more than & oantury. bht becnuse, &8 &

nly. b a
DT ?m‘*&““\i P I .
l’{!losap!iaz' i !.ao‘.ll.tcd 1n an !.vory towor. hﬂ d:.dn't. he couldn®t have imagined
e N R
in mt!.on t.he.r seli-dwolopmnt. ra.t.har

tho phﬂoaophm'u o would humaniza, 80 to speak. "the

than that of Mous ‘of the

unite tx'ocdom and rcalitya. Hovorihelogs ~- and here

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

ing through tho ovelopmant oi‘ oan Jdea 'bo 4to logleal concluslion.

The pluri.-d...monfional in Hogel, his presupposcition of the infinite

'énpnci.tios of man to grasp throug,h_to.tho “.\bqoluto“ not &A gorothinga

(92) Karl lowith, Fron flezol, to liotlsn m:ho: The levolution in

Hinotemth-r‘entury Thought. (pe 120)

LX)

1&&! “-uk-a'.




'-l" 'tb.nﬁnonlp of tho pmompw.'
tr;'reﬂ rron ﬁéhuﬂu'r Abaoluteuo _ Bocauua Arisbutlo 1ived in a aooioty
- pind of man woulxl nest

md‘ on nkvcry. h!.n Absoluuu ondar! in Mpure Forn®
ho'll' r&lroua th !.n?s ara, ‘lecanse Hegella Absalutes

rea.du Absolute

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

gf"‘l. - “\"rr rﬂff}Jf i
Tho. aimplo tru 1 .ls

oz'vn.ti'm Pruanlan’ ph*lonophor' :

f.‘ta.t. p‘tl.touop‘:ﬂ.oum. :!ogol naver, ndt cven when he
u:;tm'ol A8 & "cons N cat ovm' tho coxpulelen

: :1'.. T to aompﬁﬁwﬁ:! t.ha munnln:, of t‘w.t. o,:or'hnl Jdovelepment of hig Limg ~- tho “reat
I Fronch q\rolut.ion. ..o:l.ther tho fact. tlut hu hiaoolf wan fio goord & latheran that
! s ho plnco.l tho Jeformatlon "after!, thnb ovonl Go that Frotesianiun, "tho rovealc!

) . i Lt B .
: i
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.50.

.

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

ei'«ku.houes eould. hmlwu'. t:uncccu:l t.hnt. event.. Ats development.

wsti.ctl vai.n t‘:lt Hngol thraw evur his philoaoplw appears total.
'!'ot. !.‘I'. mum bo n cauputo nurudl.ng of Hezol's philorophy were we %o think
inat !:31 Absolm .‘-.ll either & mere rerloctim of the eeparation betwosn philosopher
and tuw unrli of nux-.nl prodnetmn. e:r ‘that ‘his Abaolur.o is the ‘empt;r absoluts

i .
crin Mmtud inmt!nn of the mubjootive $16alinta from Flokte through

4ti.ght'.£a gain rreedo-s thuroby s rmnlad #tho nozativo ‘

d.‘lu.oé tia ‘Hag righﬂy hoen unad nthe alzebra of rwoluuon.ﬂ ms

canmt ewraoue tho histor.\.c bu'riero In this inatanco, tie o=
'nzem«x :Labor \xhich the young nom. 80 pas.gnan.l; doscribed
' ; m "Subject." tbo ‘astive Loren who would u'nnsrora
: of his First

5.
-

S
- -s;um*aw navar to pehn'n to thm. not. only could not utop history, it cone

!.nued t.o havo a pnll on hia, tho pull = 40 futuro, o future ho rofusel to
ecognizo but one that rauogn!.:od him, Thus wag tho nonnpolist of tho meaning
ol.‘ wordd h!.ctory hi=oedf MJO uto take in pertnern.’ Aml 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 froxz balow wag hinself & rovolutionary: Karl ¥arx,

13178




ing om hn-u rnl.r.tionu 'nu rul queat:nn 18 thia: (P TY
smlu!h.e to mko a Ll bﬂglnung tm- tho spirit of arother sge upon Hogel's
Ablolntn 'ldthcut h'eaking totnl.’..r with Haq,olf Harx didn®t think eo, He aever
Mo tlw mo:' of comidﬁ"lm Bagel'- ‘Abpclutes a= no moro than a retura to

ﬂ.“lclqh.-} Fo-d DU
edmple "aumun{ !.sgcl mr-t-ui . s
P ‘ o

-& or

didn t lw tm-ning geéevmgm side up“ h:ut.oad of lett:!.ng

ohu af.ru(,glan thnt came into tha open ¢lurlng the last yonr of Hogol's lifo an!
developud i.ni.c ndl-!'lo:i;;t.d rovolutions in Marx!sz timo o urke:l the bozinning
of & totaJJ,r now nao arl, thoreforn, nlso or philosnphy = tha nature of the fuct

and of cognition,®




therc hu bwn a :ont..!mc:n retwen to zapal. both by the creator of Historical
umm.im md h 1st of pmleta. lan revoluuon, Farx, aid by Marx'y zost :

!amus ;d!m-ont and 'practltionw" of 20th oont.t.ry rwolut!.ons. Lenin, We turn

to thm nau not: on.‘l.r to g'nsp ‘ler' tua':u t.hat-, oive alroaly cnteret higtory, but.

fot' .tb.o mum_'nt!.on t!lf. thay my ahed for the new challenges of our. nge.

— N iy e e e
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