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uch opposite directions as did the Russian

"cleansing” “in the Sense that it @
“rubbish that erudition throws: ches way-<quantity of fivts
man nauseun, and leaves outt
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_ the "cleanaing?
Hilosophy s philosophy
HODOLOGY.”  Put:differentl




is why both sto:r.c:.sm and . skeptlcl
-bu‘t ‘t'.he "El}e Unhappy Consclousnes
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he:dismizsed Matter as

buried in spirituality

al;-here is:how

"pure matter is merely what remains over: wheh'w
seelng, feeling, tasting, ete., i,e,, it"
en, tasted, foli and-go on; it:1s not matter’
felt, or tasted, wut color, a sitone, a salt; al
Matder.is’'really pure.absiraction,




! ﬁ@%
T
T

.-35‘
ARy
T

i

Intion




i 1S not that it is a commemcration of 150 yearsw
"“tne contrary I is precisely because rather than;a
'tcammemoration, it actually answers today 5 probLems and
ORGANIZATIONAL :
in doing so actually elicits / ‘questions, that you
]wouldn t thlnk is anywhere near the 1nterest of Hegel

ither i nis" clme or in ours; is what makas” 1t 80"

rontemporary. And this contemﬁ@@anelty emerges not in:f"

_order for someone to say, well hn was. young a and-. bi??‘a$9
orlgin'which Hegel long since aaandoned in fact totally
:demol ished as he glorified the state, is now quoted not.

to show the yout.;ulness and contrast it to the abandonment

but to the obiectivity which £irst brought it aboat, that
is to s8dy, the French Revolution whlch had him say |
tutopian things_like 'we must also g0 beyond the state.

For. evefy state has to treat nmen 2s mechanical ClOCﬂWOLﬁg.
-and this it shall not do. So it shall cease." This
iaeolition of the state (quoted on p. 448) which certalnly
did not get repeated again. nevertheless remained in—dnoe1"

coneept of freedom and not merely in the poetry of holderlin,

or the mjth of Hyperion. It is'the way H.S, Harris defines

_ "“‘*'"f:l“"_"di.‘;_lléct:l.cal in the mature period _ llt!-mtis e e e e

to sny,

they are not directly consisteqt with oue another.r




"But from the time that \Hegel) dec:.des that 'thpre s
a radi\.a.L breach between 3p1rit and nature, his-phi 1o§0pbly
‘assumes this tr:.partied character, logic, the: bagic 0

‘conceptual structure.-- nature; meaning . sub-human nature,

spirit in otherness -- and spirit, ahlch is'the 1'eﬂ?m--ci"*‘hﬁa-
realization. of. ‘human nature, in-the old Lerm:.nomgy Ihe

introduction of this radical breach between spirit ahd.

nature is &t the same time the abolition of what used to
“be an absolute divide between Absolute Spirit =~ and -
-_,cfinite spirit whlch was -part of Nature.u._ Because now.. al'l




