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Louis Hque, "Tegel's Absolute Splrlt A Re‘1gloqu . __

rJustlllcatlon of Secular Lulture".

Bn second reading ﬁﬁﬁfe'é “félﬁglous Justlfloaylon of secular'

 cu1ture"'1s great deal more revolutlonary than when I flrst

'”read it and the rellplon asnect of it seem
s nuw, HUWEVEI‘, :

EK&KHHHXﬁHH{ though he speaﬁs of a‘“tranaceqﬂs&:ﬂgém99§&222’;,,

”needed for the secualr age,

1t appears/uhat the rellglous aura

et
*

is needed by that secular age and Z;ﬁls he (Hegel) autempted
in the theory of the Absolute Splrlt"

Moreover, . that sentence is follo.ed by “nothlng would

be gained if we oontlnued to “egara this Absclute uplrlt as

- a substituie for Cod" At the same tlme. he bllngs in Whltehead‘s <

notlon of eraativity and claims that for the scisntific age
"Cod cons tltutev ‘the tranqcendent factor in the creatlve process.

ot i

without {ever coqinciding w1tb it.! : e

The two 1arge sub-heads -that follew that interest me |
_MOSu (aftbr the! I\on SDlLit where he states that Hegel crédifs'
:thp.vnrg notlon. 5 i  Chiis stian faith asg 1nterpreted by
-;ftheomgy of Re mation),’ The paragraphs from nncyolopedla

vfthaf dre quuuad re" )and even more revnaling, is




"Thus Hege1 unltes the theoloalcal pr1n01p1es of [

E’Ia}{i‘_})ﬂstatlon under the all—comprehenslve pr:.ncmleo.th'?Sp 'y

much -moi-e revoluticn y is Dupre than either oi them.
1mpor'tant to follow also Hogeman who quotea a 1etter tha

wrote to 7 Nlehammero " for rojestants"'" schools and

— — .

'(_(ni‘versitie’s are” the chu"chgm But Dupre doesn't answer
:t-;l;'-t" muote, he has had plenty to say. . on _h_ow much
'Hegel was always 0at"1 1ng +the chikrch, whe‘ther the 'cheolnglanq
‘on the campus and how he refused .. . T at flrst to have

_*.y‘thing to do with theology.




