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Friedrich Hegel, 1771-183
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* The Spirit b}'ti':e"tiine, growing slowly and qui. © In & word, the crucible of history showsz- that tl_w'
etly ripe for the new form it is to- assume, disin- forcex of actus] revolution preducing revolutions in phile - -
tsgrates one fragmen? after another of the strue-’ osophy recur at historic turning :poinis: Thus in the
.. "dupe of its previous wor ‘That it'is toltering to 18408, with the risa of a.totally new' revolutionary
fall. in indiccted. only. by ‘symptoms’ here  and - class—the . “wrotched - of - the earth,” the. proletariat— = _
 there. Frivolity . Wuf’;agﬂiﬂ ennui, -u;’hkhﬂg“ Mars. transfoermed - Hsgal's revolution im o & -=ma
“apreading in the established order of things, th philezophy into & philosophy of révolution: This found-
- undefined foreboding of soniething unknoun—all | ing of a.new continent of thought and of revolution.un< |
- ;’;e:e @{:&W {Rere is ,-,;';,,”;ﬁf,’,‘g‘"’i;’;‘,-;;";",: chained the Hegelian' Dialectic, which-Mar¥ called “rey- |-
“which' did not alter the general look and aspect’ oluhox_l ;q_pg.rmalg_gn?g_, Coaer T
. of the whole, is interrupted by the sunrise, which,. : Just as the shock of the simultareity-of the outbreak -
- i a flash and s a single stroke, brings to. view of. Warld War.I and; the 'ool]ap;ia:;b{&tmbﬂshedi Marz, 1
- the form and structure of the new.world. . - . ismi {the Second Internstional) compelled Lenin to fum!. .+
- ‘~—Hegel; Preface to Phenomenology of Mind to Marx’s deep-rootedness in the Hegelian Dialéctic! a0
SRR e it has_become imperative to find that missing link of 'a

. " -:’..'c-l_:; - ’u' . I. e . . Wootp . 1 Py ) e
"JIE MOST DIFFICULT of all tashs that | Bl ooPhy . of, revolution .in . the poet-World, WoelII':,
e i onfronted - every  generation of A whels 5o Sorld 5 Tz Wortd has bosn e
: AR b ek it A et B metas £one . srmmne 2SR WOLLG—8 MGl W onhiG—uas L4717
f; .’-sthm;a?’fﬁ;':‘.“ ¢ beeri more flifficult Just as the . East -European revolutionurics rose up
than-the one that st o pore et | et Contmimiay foean Tevalutlo within that oz’
i, $han the one that confronts the decads: of the "bit, Bo_the Third World-aross againss Westms imiarin
.. l%ﬂf'z‘t’e;f:;: l:#%g: gfofﬁ;;;?tihmﬁm ! ism.' This movement from practice that is'itsélf a form
o E;‘:Tﬁ; Histnry."-"-Whatgid iinpértahtem geo is - cf theory has been digging for ways to put an end to .
"-“t!mt"the'ume-]iéragraph that talks 'of the - -'the separation between theory and practice. It is this
" birthtiine of hist ory ahd'!"a-beriod of ‘trans movement that hes rediccovered Marx's carly Humanist
ition is ikewise one that speaks about the pe- Jesays, ds well as the work of his final decade whers
riod of darknees before tie dawn, L Marx predicted, in his studies of “pre-capitalist societics, -

awies

L : . we. all - : that a revolution.could coms first in’'a fechnologically”
ﬁtl-'ullzﬁfn;m&?::g t.ll:id d;’:v:“gg i . backward land rither than in the technologically ad-
gel “articulated - both the darkness and the vanced West. It-has had to struggle under the whip of

dawn in the. very same paragraph 'lucidly counter-revolution-in 2 nuclearls.armed wonid. |

enough.: Yet, because this appears in the Pre- : Nowhere' has this~been more onercus. than in the
face to the Phenomenology of Mind, it looks 19803 under Resgan Retrogressionism; which has_ been
as if it wero written in -anticipation of. the bent on turning the clock backward—swhether that be
 book, whereas, in‘truth, the Preface was writ- | on civil rights, labor, wotmen's liberation, youth and ed-
ten after the ‘whale werlk was. completed: . usston of childien. A% fho same ting that:there is this-
thus, we do not realize that the contra ictory . idecloginal mnoliutisn and ihe mevoiutionary  struggle
~ unity first became .that translucent afer the i Againgt it; even some bourgeois Hegel scholars who op-
work was completed.. . . . . : : PO;hﬂ. the “SU?;'MO&". Qiaﬂegﬁ-:d by Marz and by u‘ai
el g o P day’s- Marxist-Humanists - have had to admit: “If Hege
o ever fails that, st momentous world his- has not:literally been to the barricades of strife-ridden
turning points, it is.very difficult to tell o i - -
- the differenca botween two types of twilight-— . &uﬁ'ﬁ"i ei_ploawe n%-allfnqg he hgstl.i’gen n
whother one is first plunging into utter dark- ;. .-he Huck- ol current sdeological-comba
- ness or whether one has reached the end ofa -, . TR IS LU U
long night and‘is just' at-thé moment before . : : In its way, -this, too, will help illuminate
‘the:dawn cf a-new: day.In either case, ths: - : wity we are publishing “Why Hegel's Pheno-
- challenge to find-the: meaning—what Hegel menology? ' Why Now?" Tt will have two
“called “the undefined foreboding of something - parts. What follows, as Part I, is a-study of
unknown”--becomes’ & corpulsion to dig for - giﬁ?.“c rf:m:i"a;m -Whl:" llrlharx.con_md;red h‘;
uy ginaings, for a.philosoph creetive) work, Phenomenology of -
t!;;‘:ub.:mwer tghse’.qtfestign ‘?\?Vl?er); ?;aé:v;nu;g = Mind (Geist), written as Lecture Notes for a
This was the reeson for o new revolutionary | cdass 1 gave in the Prenamenclogy i the.
. philosophy--tha birth of the Hegelian Dialec- . 1960s. Part II, which wil follow in the near :
“tis—at the time’ the great French Revolution did mot  future, will be an essay on the Hegelian Dia. |
. produce totally hew! beginpings in philosophy. It caused - © " lectic as Marx critiqued it in his Humanist

. Hogele beak with rouanticiom. His deop digging throughout i e T 2, Jevelop it
. philosophy ia Gresee’ aroung. 500 BC st in Marx's’ greateat theoretical work, Capital,
-~ the French Revelution 'was followed by the Napoleonic :ﬁ.”:ﬁ”‘u! y[,m lee final ed“:?;:‘,%‘:ﬁfi:mo":t:
Era:trying to dominate all of Burope. . Comamodities,” in his. last decade. It is there

that a citation of what firer appeared in
Marz's 1841 Doctoral Thezis reveals Marz's

-continued deep-rootedness in Hegel. )

: ) : May 1, 1987

: from Eleusls, p. 224, | e
ijomophy #aé Raevemtioa: ’ continu
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o 7‘ \HE WHOLE OF.THE .".’.Hm;nbmeii'b!og;v;'jr'*i
.+ o with- its six steges of conscionsness, cen . ’
{
!

.~ be divided into two major departments com- -
' “priging: L Consciousness, Belf-Consciousness '
" and Remson, being ‘the summation of both'.
the relationship {o, or rither awareness of, a . *
~world outside- onssell through -feudalism to !

. the beginning ‘of capitaliam, ‘L6, commercial ;
- eapitalizm; and Tt ‘Spixit; Religion, and Ab-
. ‘golute Enowledge, which’takes. us from in- -
. dustrial ‘capitaliorn. and its ideological prede- :
¢:Co880r8 covering: the ‘field ‘from-. Christianity .
- through the Entightenment to the Jacobins of -
- the, Frenchﬁ'.-ﬁcvolqﬁon,;,’h_ll;@he'- way: to “the.
~new society”. {Abdolute ‘Knowledge)® with its ;
- “pradecessor” in ‘Greek-art"and the Greek
city-state,’ CS T e T

~.~In the cese of Subdivision L, once we have -

. gone fram ‘conziiousness—whether that's only -

first, awareness of things (sense-certainty) or

... percepiion, or actual understanding where the S
“* forces of the world” of .appearance with .its_

©., . - laws which “leeve nut ‘their specific. charac. . .
. ter,"Zwe imimediately enter the true relationship be-:
. tween people and not Just things. ‘Thus, in self-con- -
- sciousness we arc thrust’ into ‘'a production - relation. -

- ship-=iordship - ‘and" bondage. So . that once the
.- bondman gaina “e mindof "his Gwn;” he'is compelled* |
" ta seg that thefe is more to freedom than aither stibh. -

bornness-or & mind of ons's bwn. That is to say, if free- .
. 'dom is mot “a type of freedom which does not get-be- -
“yond the stiitude of bondage” it must first now con- |
. front objective reality, Qtharwisa ‘2 mind of his own
. would be little more. than' “a piece of cleverness which .
- has mastery within a certain range, but not over the: ,
- universal power nor over the entire chjéctive reality.”? |
(. 240B; 119M; 150HP: 0 o e T ’
f

in the struggle 2o realize freedom, we confront various -
attitudes of mind-that sound bercic, but are in fact ad:
"-épiaiions o ore-ormnother form- of zervitude: Thus;:
‘stoiciam i3 .noihitg more, Hegel-reminds us, than:"a-
" fendral 'form of the Woﬂz?'s:'
.. ) . wn@uﬁ. .
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nationally,

;. develop via opposing- all contemporary: philosophies: . .
R e . ‘ : ~ .from mysticism to Kantianism—all this on the. day af- -

Ever: skepticism, Hegel tells us, which corresponds to. - ter, 80 to speak, the French Revolution, which dersands
some form, of independent consciousness, is .Very ega-". she' recrmanizationof. alt- revious: thought.” With: Hegel,«j -
ive In its attitude, 8o much sothat it leads.to nothing ", mmanent” rhythm and streguous tol a6 one-snd the-|

but “the giddy whirl of a perpetuaily self-crenting disor- . game thing. And finally,. the'man puts:his faith in the -

o o »
mternation

versal fea.r ‘and Qﬁﬁdaﬁ_e\."_ lp245B. 121M; 153H)

der.”” {(p. 249B; 126M; 157H) ‘That is why both stoicism

and skepiicism lead to nothing but the Unhappy Con- -

sciousness, or Alienated Soul.

. I A AT . oM
The inter¢sting - thing about this unhappy: conscious- »

ness for-the Christian philesdpher; Hegel, is thst it is a -

description not only"of the disintegration ‘of'the Roman-"

Empire, but. the Roman. Empire at a time when it had

adepted Christianity to'try to save all from the debacle. -

Of coirse, the Litheran in Hegel may have consoled
himself’hy the fact that this Christianity; z5 the Chisti-
- anily -of ihe Borgias in Tenaissance taly, was. “Catho-

-lic,” and- it really was not until the Reformation, etc.,
etc. We ars not interested in ‘any rationalization, but in
.- the objective pull upon: the mind ‘of a-genius which de-

scribes. this individually free “person with his ‘unhappy

consciousness is & “perdonality -confined- within its nar--

‘ro# gell and its petty activity, & personslity brocding-

over itself, as unfortunate as it is pitiubly destitute.” p. -

264B;.130-1M; 168-169H) You will recall that in Marx-
iam and Freedom, T have z-footiote oa this which uses
the. specific personalitics of the old radicals who cannot

find’ a place for themselves in.bourgeois society or in |
the moyement as examples of this unbappy conscious- -

ness. Be that as it may, Hegel's point is that until this

aliensted soul has “stripped itself of its Ego,” it will aot

be able te exccute the leap to Reason. -
. Befora we procged to Reason; however;.let's retrace
our. steps. back ‘to the Prefacs and -the Introduction

which,. In a.very great sense, also comprise his Conclu-
sions. At any.raie, it i3 a constant paesn to “ceaseless

LU L)

activity,” “equal necessity of ali moments,” which con-
stituted the “life"of the whole”; which, however, cannct

be seen before being seen; that is to say, it is-ali a ques-

tion of a process of “working the matter out,” on which
the purpose depends. This constant emphasis on’ proc-
erd, on experience (the erperience of Consciouaniess no

less than “objective” - éxperience) of self-development.

that must have, nay, must go through “the seriouzness,
the suffering, the patience, and the labor of the nega- -
“tive,”. that must not take “essy contentrment in receiv-

,”or. stir
birth-time and-a period of transition”—amounts to the .
very reason for being of Dislectics; and ‘Absolute Knowl-

-.and which builds up “feglings.”

stinginess' in 'giving”—all of  which signify “a.

. public rather than the philosophers, “those ‘representa-’

tives' who are like the desd buryirg their dead” :{p.
1308; 46M; 58H) This man was really saying,."T'o hell ;

;. with all parties:(representatives) who are out to. leed” '
~Ard instead,. he .was hewing: a .pathway to Science.:
~whick would reach. “a position where, in. consequence,”

its- exposition coincides with just this very point, this
very stage of the science proper of mind. And . finally, :
when it grasps this, its own essence, it will connota the

' Tu return to the last eection of this first major divi-
sion—Reasoir—we see here the first' Hegelian develop-
ment of actuality, that is to say,.the reality of the ob- |

mature. of -sbsolute Kuowledge el {p. 14587 5TM; |

. jective’ world and the reality of thqlighL'Tlié"hlsbo."l'_"'ﬁé-'""'
- period i8 the one which preceded his’own, or the pariod-:
. -before the French Revolution.:Thers is an awakening of *

-the scientific world ‘of thought- which ‘sees beyond the

* empirical, but cannot unify the chjective and subjective.

He hits out sgainet hoth Kent's “Table of Categories”
‘and the “Abstract empty idealism™ of Fichte. Of Xant's
-discovery. hie says, “But”to, pick up the various categor: '
ies again in any sort of way as a kind of happy find, hit -
upon, e.g,-in the different judgments, and then to be
content so to accept'them, must really be regarded as
an outrage on ‘gdepﬁi'ic. thinking.” (p. 277B; 142M;

 179E)

2 Ha tharafa

[, i —

He, therefore, procosds to examize the process of obe-

© servation, both of orgenic nehire end of sslf.conscious

A A LA L D

. ness. The sections on the so-called laws of thought are &
* quite hilarious, and are, a perfect slup at modern pay- -
. choanalysis, of which e knew. noihing then. Indeed, if
. anyone thinks that the very long section on Phrenology
‘merely reveals the backward etate of science at that
“time, and not our age, he fsils to understand thet
- thought or, for that matter, feeling, have no mesning

apart from the reslity with which thought is concerned,

*  Although we are in the realm of the phencamem:d,'ré-

: a]i:{ end thought are so inseparable, practical reason as

a3 theoretical combine to show the inadsquacies of

- mere observation, which does not mean that purposive.

edge in his principle that “evervthing dependa on grasp-+ - activity ‘can do away with one-zided eubjective idealism,

ing and expressing the ultimate truth ot a3 Substance -

225, A ia

but a8 Suhjéct as well" (pn; 80-81R; 6.7M: 1981}

self-carective process, the subject in the objectiva move--

ment, and ithe objective movement in the pubject or

mind, which Hegel calls Science, is in' fact not only a
_ Freface to his Philosophy, but to the entire human, epir-
it as it hes c_leveloped through thousands of years, his-

‘"On the contrary, the criticism of Rousseau and the |

whole Rowpantic Movement, which Hegal makes uader |

. S _ "L . e heading, “The Law of the Heart, and the Frenzy of |
The work, the purposive activity, the mediation, the - Self-Cenreit” &ppiy to the
. “earniestneas of a high purpese, which seeks its pleasura !
-in displaying the excellence of (his) ewn ‘true nsature, !
“and in bringing about the welfare of mankind" (p. :
| 392B; 222M: 267H) When it meets up against mankind’s
. opposition to this personal interpretation, “the heart-

laber bureaucrat and his
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ﬁmb t‘nr the ‘welfare of mn.nkmd pames therefore into
the rage of frantic . self-conceit, into - the - fure of con-
‘sciousnass to preserve. meu from destrucaon. - {p. SS'IB, ‘_

< 206M; 27IH)

It i ue ‘at this pomt that‘ ir.dividualmn t:ned t_o take ref-
.- uge-in the concept of -“virtue.” How many. windhsgs, -
"f,fmm Costro to gome ofourbestfneﬁs,arenctmdmd

ed in- :tha i'nllmmnu Immmr..l -..._.....‘: ‘U'Ii't.....-.-..'_....."..._‘_

M Hege} hltg (,mé mnm-mi- .wm:o“adfmm‘
he digs deep into tha ‘obiect obm'rehase_ ‘We' vesach hm ‘tha,
mp wm;_th cnnirt sqna“-n ‘A——‘"a Mm'a- -
m’s&xba,andnjﬂas' emmta‘-ihemtnﬂmmdm
whick Hegel: calls “Self-Contained Individusls: ‘Amsocixi-

“ed 28:a Community . of* Animsls " and the
'ﬂ;mAriaing'ThaleFwt.”mmdmuldbe
- studied in detadl, especially 80 pages 434-438B (245-52M - -

- Z57-300H), on the "Hanesty" or “Hnmh!meas" of tlus

- -type of consciousmess‘y aslly, ¢
gimply. a5’ follows” “The tme mesat .
this"Honesty ‘however, hssmnctbang honest as’
mns."(p.MB m&f,mmnythom egel
: thrdugh exposing the dsception of himself, “as-wel]
‘othere; hig conchision is an tmncom
moments of individuality
one aftar anot.he' by -this
of oonmmx.. ,

: eapxtahsm
revolmnnarympactofﬂm
°Phywbichrefuamtobeemﬁnedmwlmathe
ences have -heen Iibemted, the md:v;dml lmg
M’“‘!lﬂmﬂ n “progreases” . ;

baen
© Whether lt’s nation ‘aed the famil_; 2 and. rler”

uegmmm},orthemonlhmmdeﬁncalam

momd.sm&hbothguﬂtanddmy we find

-aonality ‘or thamasmrand!mdofthcwmd,thg
coniznues. g 2

g,

.3451‘-}. ‘not. enly Susols
mehnﬁddl&wm
m,butalmmsofaru

mxmml

“what wa would call 1=

umm v and te iimrmalm‘ml U




 Marx thought contained the critique, -though in still
mysiical form, of the capitalist state: -~ .
.- Spirit’in this_case, therefore, constiucts not merely
. ‘one world, but ¢ twofold worid, divided and aelf-op-
- o posed. (p BI0B; 205M: 3a8H) . . .
~.'The ‘self-opposition deepens not only- because of ts
. opposition: to reality, but. the internal opposition which
first, ip “Puleé Insight,” which «completes the stage of eul-
ture, which “ertinguisties all objectiveness.” That is to
zay, in fighting againist faith. and superstition, it is En-
lightenment,"but. in ‘trying’to be an island of safety for
Spit, it 'confines it from further self-development. - In
this”criiqus, of 18t ‘centiry “deism, and utilitarianio,
Hegdwomites o G TNEL
.. Enlightensent : upsets ‘the *housshold *drringements,
" tlvicls ~apirit - Carries o8 in _the house of fuith, by
vibnnging -G, the goods and furnishings- belonging to
. - the world of, Here.cid Notw... (p. 5128; 206M; 349H)
-+ The: sphere of spirit .t this stage- breaks up into two
- regions. The onesis the ‘octudl world, that of self-ec- .-
: krangement; the,other! i that which epirit constructs
i for itself i the.cther of pure consciolisness, roising it~
._- leff,abom;theﬁlﬁ._.ﬂismond world, b:o:ns (=
structed in opposifion and contrast to that estrange-

meit, i just o thit account not, freefrom it... (p.

~

-~ It is important to'keép in mind that by culture Hegel
"doeg not mean only the Humanities or-the Sciences. He
-racans material wealth and the state, as well o9 the in-

teligenisia and their ivory towers., If you keep.in mind

what Marz meant by super-stricture; you will be abl
. to swim along with Hegel’s critique of Culture. :

" In criticizing’ Empiricism (especially  Bacon’s idea,

“knowledze iz power”), Hegel iticizes not only bis

principles, but the reslity on which these principles rest:

“The extent of its culture is ‘the measure of its reality

and its power.” (p. 515B; 208M; 351H) o

‘He then moves: from the “power of culture” to the
power of state. Here we can’ gee ‘that ordinary psycho-
togical or moral terma like good and bad have a very
different ard aliogsther profound meaning in Hegel:

- " ..theoe bare ideas of Good and Bad are similarly and .
immed:ictely alienated from one another; they are ac-

v tual, end in astusl consciouiness appear ay moments
that are cbjective. In this tense the first state of
beirg is the Power of the State, the second its Re-
oouroes or Wealth. (p. 5198; 30IM; 35455H) -, -

-, Until.. Hegel reaches, the attitude ‘of “thcroug}_igqing
discordance” {p. 5358; 312M; 366H), Hegel hss the time
of bis life criticizing hoth the Good and the Bad, both
‘the State sad Wealth, both theIdA_ttitudea of Nobility
3 “Auiliority i» a way that could encempese everyone
' &l:?n"‘?“:ﬂ:dhzn. who;eymrchm had 1o use for the
state, to Meo Tee-tung, who completly identifies him-
solf with.this state. This is what is so extraordinary
about Hegel, that he catches the spirit of an epoch in
critis, and, therefore, its ramifications extend into both
Ages that &re marked beyond the one he anslyzes, and
Persoiality beyond those that he has knovm in his own
“peried or o history. Think of Mae und read the follow- ;
. m T ' - .

.. The noble type of consciousness, then, finds itself in
the judgment related to state-power...This lype of
. mind is the heroism of Service; thz virtiue which sac-

rifices md..udualbemg to the universal, and thereby

actualized, and a state-power whose ay-
ted as true.. It has u value, therefore,
ughts, and is-honored accordingly. Such a
; houghty vessal; ke is active in the inter- -
of the stats-power, so for aa the latler is not o -
personal will (o monarch) but merely an-ecsential
will, (pp. 526-528B; 306-TM; 360-61H) . .. . .
Not only is ihe critique of state power tatal in its e
sentisl respects, but also.in-its language; for to Hegel ~
speech contains “ego in_its purity.” The heroism of
dumb service pesses into the heroism of flattery: “This"
reflection of service in’express language ‘canstitutes the
spiritual gelf-disintegrating mediating term..” (p. 533B; -
310M;.364H) Orie doesn't have to'thiink or be too bright
to remember, in”this" respect, expressions that must .
have been in Hegel's mind, such as that of Louis XIV,
“I am the State.” No wonder that ‘Hega! added (p.
537B; 314M; 268H) that this was the type of “pure per-
sonality to be absolutely without the chiaracter of per-
sonality.” Indeed, on pages 5375458 ° (314-21M: 368:
76H), there is a beautiful description,nf.‘Existqntialistg .
feliow-travelers, peaple who break with the “Esst” to go

- to the “West” like. Djilas, &3 well 28 vice versa, like C,

Wright Mills, In each case we find that “in place of re-
volt appears amogarce,” (p, 539B; 315M; 369H) -

Thie type of spiritual Iife is the absoiute and uni-
‘versal inversinn of reality cnd thouzkt their eniire
cstrangement the one from the ‘other; it is pure cul-
ture."VWhat is found out in this sphere is that neither
- lite - conerete realities, state-power. and wealth, nor
their determinate conceptions, good and bad, nor the
consciousness of good and bad -(the conscipusnese
that is noble and the consciousness that is base) pos-
sess real truth; it is found that all these moments are
inverted and transmutod the ono into the other; gad
each is the npposite of itsetf {p. 641B; 316M; 37H) - - )
" The perversion is not ended when ‘culture moves over
to “belief and pure insight.” It has alwayz been a won-
der to me how Hegsl keeps trying to ‘reassert religion L]
an absolute and yet at every concrete stage or form of
religion, actual religion is‘criticized. For exampie, ‘he
does-not deny that balief or religion has always been a
form of alienation which man had to rid himself of in
order to face reality; he has been devastating when it
was the unhsppy consciousness that .confronted him,
and again in the form of culture, =nd now as "merely
belief"—in the rether world, as pure ego (sec Kant:
“‘Pure ego is the absolute unity of ‘apperception”) or
“pure thought,” and finally as Ealightenment. Netural- .
Iy, Hegel does not deny the good enlightenment accom-
plished in its struggle with ‘superetition and in its clear-
ing the ground for the French Revoiution, But when it
is made into something absolute, he feels the revolu-
tionary impulse to overthrow this idol: Note in the fol.
lowing quotation how Hegel moves from & critque of -

_continued




idolatry to a eritiqueof any “dead form of the spirit's
previous state”. which' would ‘equally be applicable to
something like Trotsky's forced’ identification of nation-

- ol property eod “workers s 0

On some ‘fine morning’, whose noon iz not red with

. blood, if the ‘infaction hus'penetrated to every orgon

" "of spiritual life. It'is then thé memory ulone that still

- .- Preserves the dead form of e spirit’s previous slate, pi

' a8 a.vanished history, vanished men know nol how
. 'That is°'why. Hegel concludes. that. “enlightenment it-
self, however, which reminds belief of the oppesite of its
various eeparate mmoments, is . just as Tittle enlightered

- regarding its own _nahzre.”;(p.‘e_liBZB; 344M; 48iH).

R LR ORI TR A TR T I e
HS‘;&.‘. loaves Yimea! one Wupnoie WAl this s just an

- empty ‘absolute. In proof, of this, he hits out againat

*Wbat we would Gall-vlgar iaterializn: T
" wuopure matler is merely what remaing.cver when we.
* " chstract from: éeving, feeling, fasting, eté., i.e. it is.not
. What isscen, toated, felt, ‘and 8¢ on; it is not matter

- that is seen, felt,. or tasted, but color, a stone, o sall, .
. and 80 on. Matier is really pure akstraction..(p. 592B;
UMD i, i b
" Read this' along “with - Marx's deseription of the five
-senses -in his “Private Property and Communism” He-
. 'gel is hitting out both'against Descartes and the Utilita-

e LAST SEGTION of the Spirit in Self-Estrangs-

ment. {bat we have. been: dealing with, Hegel enti-

tléa “Abgolvte Freedoni and Terror.” It is sn analysis of

what happenad o the Freach Revelution es factional :
ism broke up the unity. of the ravolution =5 that for

“pure persona¥ty”-the world became “sheciutely its -

own will,” so that terror succéeded so-called absolute

freedom, since; by being only‘negative it was “merely -

the rage and fury  of. destruction.” ‘(p. -604B; 359M;
418H} In'a word, Hege!-considers that if you have not
faced the question of reconstruction.on new beginnings,

but only destruction of the old, you have, ‘therefore, -

reached - only “death-—a” death that schieves nothing,
.'is the unachieved, unfulfilisd punctusl entity of the gh-
solutely free self.” (p. 605B; 36GM: 418H). This is where
he ideatifies” that ‘shsolutely free self with a “faction.
The 'victorious ” faction only 'is “celled the: govern-
. menti_and, s being government ‘makes it, conversely,
into a_faction snd hence guilty.”"(pp. 605-606B; 360M;
AISH) T e, T
.~1t is not only government that Hegel criticizes here,
but. the - philosophic - transformstion .of enlightenment
into Xant's “thing.in-itsell” In s word, he is criticizing
ali forms’of abstraction, whether in thought or'in fact,
- when fact'is narvowed to mean not all reality, but only

- nepects-:of -it.+ e, thevefore, conciudes that this self- ;

aliegated type oimmdmustbadnven to cpposition;
D ust o5 133 Yealm.of the reel and actial world passes
o into that of delief and insight, absolute freedom
- lecves its self-destructive sphere of reality_.(p. 610B;

A e IR e

. really “gelfiwilled ininotonca”

Withiz iis gresp; for what is negated

This very section is cited by Hegel i.n_‘the‘: Science of

Logic, where, in the:penultimate chapter:on "The Ides~ . - o
- of-Cognition,”. in the final section on “The Idea of the

Good,” Hegel suddenly tells us that the two worlds of

- subjectivity: and objectivity still remain in opposition:
o o, It opposiior

the compicte Gevelopwent of the uniresoived contra~

' diction, of that absolute end’ which the barrier of this

actuality * insuperably ' opposes, has been considered

- more closely in the. Phenomenclogy of Spirit.” {See
~ Science of Logic, Vol I, p. 462 in' Johnston snd .

Struthers translation, New York, 1929; p. 820 in Miller
translation, London, 1969; p. 544-45 in Suhrkamp Verlag

" edition, Fraukfurt, 1969) In a°word, Hegel is saying, in

-that penultimate chapter of Science of Logic, where we

© are on the threshold .of the Absciute, thet the unre-
_ solved contradiction between the two worlds of subjec-

tivity and objectivity “has hosn. considered inore close-

.. 1y in his phenomerological study, il .
- This ceniral part of the, Phenomenology—Spirit—.

ends with the section calie - “Spirig- Certain of Itself:

-Morality,” which is:jurt another form- of talking about

the state and consequently the certsinty is by no means
pesce. On.the contrary, it moves.from Dissemblagce
thnt‘deals'with_ivbag Mant called, &ccurding to Hegel, “a
perfect nest of thoughtless contradictions,” through the
so-called “beautiful soul” (Jacobi) but which to Hegel is |
no {o. ©65B; 400M; 463H),
that can only lead to bypocrisy. And on this note he '
ends the part on “Evil and Forgivenses ™ (You might

el

“turn to the section qn “Guilt and Destiny” (pp. 483.
- 499B; 270.89M; 200-41H),: and ‘compare the similarity

between moral and the ethical action which bed pravi.
onsly led us into “Spirit in Self-Est ment" or the -
“Diacipline of Cultwre and Civilization™) : )

. In a word. Spiril. 45 it was on the éve of the Francy | -
Revolution and developed through the terrar to Napols. -
onic France, has found no harmony either with its cul- |
ture or its state, its literature or philosophy as enlight-
enment, or, philosophy as ebstrast abeoluie a 2 Jacobi.

- Therefore, the Luman spirit has not been able to shake

off alienation and reaches Religion.

" Religion, which iz the seconid major aection of the di- .
vision into two of the whale Phenomenology, as I have
been tracing it through here, is just one step before Ab-

" solute Kné;vledge." ligion is subdivided into three Bec-
. tionnr (1) Natural, which-takes up. botk naturg, planis,
- animals, concept' of light and thep“urﬁﬂgzr" s
veligion); (2) Religion in the form of art; (3) Ravealed |

Religion, or Christiagity.

T Inhisinmducﬁontothinsecﬁcn,ﬁegelsnysthntre-

ligion h::. of course, ente'redl::fore this, ie., in the four
gages of conscicusness we have heretofore dealt with
Consciousness, Self-Consci Reason . aud Spirit, .

_but more or less on a low level That iy to eay, when we

ness, it was mexely, “the paln and sorrow of Spirit wres- .
ﬂingtogatits(;-h‘,wtginm objecﬁ?ég'gmre,butnotf.w
succeeding,” (p. 4u5B; 410M: 473 » third stage o

Consciousness—Reazog--mo Joas forgot sboct Roli. ‘

where we have to fight fate “devoid of conscigusness”
or we reached end perishndrin._"‘tho;nligion of enlight-

enment,” or finally reachad the religion of morality, the °
bosl, says Hegal, that we accomplii there was to
fzca “Abeclute Reality.” Therefors, it is only now in re-.

" kgion that’ we veally. confront the Spirit of Religion °

“But only spirit which is object t0 itasl In the shaps of .




Absolute Sp'u'it. is as much aware of being a free and

independent reality as it remains therein conscious of it-

seif.” {(p. 688B; 412M; 476H) .

* Qutside of the little subsection on the artificer, which.
‘in fact relates not only to Egyptian religionn and pyra-
- midsand obelisks, But to what in our

I wrote down two:expressions, “fetishism of commodi.
ties,”
clearness of expression.”

And it is through this clearness
- of expression that vie

‘ dge would be -
-called “the confidence man,” there isn't much that T can -
see in the séction-on Natural Religion, except I see that.

A Teach religion in the form of art,
which is again subdivided into- Abstract and Living and -

Spiritu ork of Art: 'Under Culture, Hegel deals. with - .

“one other form of

5208; 308M;-262H}, 83 the spoech of the epo, .of the

havghty . vasssl, of ‘the. arrogant - monarch: “I'stat. g'est -

estrangement (p.-"

“mmoi” (b am the State).: Under ‘Art, on the other hund,

he traces
r seif—Fpi¢o—-through the act, e, the ‘drama,

80 that the language’ of the minstrel is transformed into
that of -'I‘ragedy:;tf‘hi.‘rega'ré_ to form, the language hese,
~ceases-to"be narrative, -In virtue of .the fact that it en-

=

& from the manner in which tha iden

736B;-443-4M; 510-1131) He then

breaks up the \Jueetion of language 23 it appears whea -

it is “double-tongued™ in the oracles

_nction.‘--"I'he-'proggsa.;oiﬁpctmn'provea their unity in the
muiual overthrow - of -both -powers and Soth self-con-

or vis witches, and -
to that-in which. it-is'thcught (Hamlet), and finally- via -

scious:charecters™s. (p. 743B; 448M; 5161), action both -

as in Tragedy asd in Comedy. -

The Last section on Religion, which deala.with Chris.

iisnity, is even more contradictory,
" supposed o resch, more qr less,” the height of his

thought, the siep before Absolute JKaowledge, and hea
been put by him in
yet-we kmow thet, to Hegel, Greek Art was cestainly a

great deal greater -than- the .appearance of Ons God
emong the Jews, or even-the Christian God as it was

witi-the Catholica; for to Hegel the Lutherar, Reforma.- .

tion to make the'alleged ‘unity of freedom end Christi-

anity is anything but abstract. 1 have a feeling that the

whele section, as it hes bhesn ‘expanded in his volumes
on the Phllosophy of Religior, will, in actuality, turn

out to be a devastating critique ‘of the Church or the -

Party: Dut I-haveno chance to ‘go into this, In any
case, to make explicit what is only implicit
we muit birn. to Abeolute Knowledge.

ety LT

A 8-'WE REBACH THIS APEX of Hegelianism—the
: Ammmmﬁan of experience, of philoscphy—wa
will confront ihe end of the division between object and
subject. -0 o X ) '

This sakes

- G IR

LT =]

y the- foithjé!j making eoas&ousnesé itaelf the

& section beyond Greek Ast. .And.

for here Hegel is
_ &an extension of h;_:_xs;an power).

In u single page (302B; 488-9M; 560H) Hegel suma up

in Religion, .

1 tion. (p. 79TB; 485M; FS5H) .

- which does not fall- within.
“487M; 658H) .

_ thought existence”

" We have entersd Private: Enterprise, or
. -of capitaliam,

mediated result,”
but a process of
cnother process

which is really not an end of anythihg

a3 much as it is the end of a:former

- 9ne. Therefote, it is development where the question is | .
-.one of understanding the method of grasping.the object,
“that 'is to say, confronting consciousness, In' confronts.

tion . von .mest tha eopand sanacs ¥l
et

e este

Relatedness you must zo

the center of all Hegehanphllosophy‘ C

 Itis through action that epirit is spivit 55 as definite-. .
&y o exist; it-raizes ils’existence into the -phizre of - -
thought and kencé into absolyute opposition, und re-

. turns out of it through.dnd wi:};b:-this—ve:y-_opposiv

is'is the movement towsrds

a universal generalization

. Science, that is to say,
through social experience, to

mmv___l!_&iaﬁi__lé@;’_. fmm T

to “Action, “Therefore, ‘Action, -

* the deed, practical activity, mental activity, spiritual ac- -~
tivity,. in_a-word, doing something, ‘is always the only - -

; . e 1 0 201- .- proof there is of the -thought, and
and “Dri: Zhivago" near the following expression -

of: Hegel:" “The  darkness’ of - thought mated with the "

development which is the beginning of

therefore stands in -.

.’
1
|

of the experience which goes

to make up the action: “As to ihe actusl existence of '

this notion, acience does _

ity tll spirit has arrived at this stage of being

regarding itself,” (p. 793B; 486M; 667H) . - -
Time -iz just the notion definitely exictent...Time

. therefore appears cs spirit's destiny and nsceasity.. ip,

. BOOB; 487M; BG&H)- - . . . . - : .

Itis pecuhar ﬁoﬁr'He'g'él is cunstanﬂyreturnmg to the
« gimple - feelings .even

when he has reached. Absolute
Knowledge. He 'says, in.fac,t,_ that “nothing 'is known
expreased) which jg;riot fele to be true..” (p. SO0B;

transformation of ‘Substance’
Things vérsus’ Human Beings,
into living.“gods” or the human

We reach éxplicitness here, and have to deal with the

H4H] s‘ibjﬁt ‘{noi jun’

experience, or (es it is slso.

not appesr in time and in yeal. -
conscious |

but “‘Substanss a5 God .
and divine merged into-

the entire davelopment of Philosophy and Science oy |

Descartes’ to himself. Thus, we move from
which anaiyzes what is and“'conversely it
(Descartes), to Substance, that ia to
say, God as both Thought and. Reality; though-abstract-
ly stated (Spincza). The abstraction of this forced enity
brings ebout “the principle -of Individuality” (Laibnis),
only to move to Utilitarianism into which
the Enlightenmeit had “perished.” Here the Individusl
Will (Kant) ‘comes to the rescue

or to put it in more hwnan ege, men of good will

- will yet straighten out this topay-turvy world of private

object. Hege) lists three ecific aspeeta: “This knowl.

enlge of which wo are s ng not knowl-
edge in the sense of purs conceptual comprehension f
the object; hare this knowledge is to be
development..” (p. 790B; 480M; 550H) _
- Development is of the essence, It is the beg
of which something arises. It it the middle through
~ which somathing must be passed. It is the end, “the

“‘Appended to these Noten ia & further comment, an‘Hmi’u concept of
the Thamea.__ _»

Tragady In | .mqu;:lmwwu.l_m_hgp-

ot 10 i o t e,

Mmoo e I R T

taken oniy in jis

ginning out °

- back. To go forward,

capital versus labor,

] freedom. versus terror,
anid since this really

and finally lund into tie Frapty
Absolute of Schelling,
of our modeyn world

as Science rejected thaology to

strike out ou its own, mat up with a first statement of -
i who tried to vnify Thought and-

the dialectic in Kant,
Scientce. by sheer will, snd when that philesophic exz-
ertion failed to meet the challenge of the time, the con-
temporary philosophers—Fichte, Schelling, ' Jasobi—alid
Substance had to become Subject,
i8 where Hegel comes in, The last three pages of

the Phenomenclogy are an cutpouring of “simple medi.
ating activity in thinking" where the
leases iteolf, History and Science,
“born

anew from the: womb -of knowledge—is- thc'-ngw

continved]

the first stage’

of Absolute Freedom, )

Observation, '
finds in its

etc., etc., |
doean't happen, we jump back from |
Kantianism to the Abzolute Ego of Fichte, or Abscluts i
- a8 “intuited” by Jecob,

In a word, Hegel shows the birth.

whols procems res |
Nature and Spirit:’.

T




_ stage of existence, a.new world, and a new embodiment
.-or mode of § mm,." {n. BOTR: 4920 LR4H).

This new world, which Hegel calls Absolute Knowl-
_ edge, is- the' “unity of the rea! world and - the.notions

about it, the organization of thought: and activity, which. -« — - .. -
merge into the new, the whole truth of the past and tl'e' .

prwent wl:uch a.ntmpates the fumre.

Further comments 61 Hegel’
| ancept of Tragedy

Don't forget that l'emembenng and. recollnchon-—eich

em—-—heaawryspecmlmemungmHegelmnter—_'

m.mology, besed only, in part, that the German axpres-

sica means.to- go into one's self, andmuﬂybéchuse.xf;.'

. You remember: by’ “going-into yoursslf,”. obviously, you
. have been inthe' “outside,” ie,, the objective world, and

now have ‘to- communicats with yourself to bring about

-& new Tnity of. objechve and subjective. In the Absolute
Ides, - vecoilecticn i3 used-in the manner in whmh we

- weiild use histoiy and in'alt of the consideration of Art, . ‘
'_Hegel views: as a form ‘of the Absolute Idea. Secondly,

insofar “as" langusge ‘and’the epoch- is concerned, as &
dialectician,” Hegel ‘does ‘niot consider that you have
reached the hizhest’ stage  when you have expressed
yourself in narrative form alone. Tt has to be a drams, a
. tragedy, a comiedy, in'a word a dialogue between antag-
" onista. (In the Greek origin of dialect-ic, dialect or con-
. vérsation waa always what pmduced the new ideas, the
new being, neither the ideas you cime with to the dis-
" cussion hor the ideas. that others came with, but 2 syn-

thesis of ¥he -two' which was meithér. the one nor the
other.) Mow then tumn to- page 73GB (44-3»4!&5 510-11H).
the-last- paragnph_ .

Thin Iugher tanguage that of 'IYagedy ga:hers and
keeps more clorely roget.her the dispersed and scat-
tered moments of the inner essential world and ths -
world of .achon..In regard to form, the language
- Kere'ceases to be ncrralive, in virtuz of the fact that
" it enters into the conlenl, just as lhe cenifent ceaser .
. . to-be merely one that is ideailly imagined, The here ix-
: hznu{f the. spokesman, .and .the representation ziven
brings before’ the audience—who are “also specta- .
tora— welfvonscious hisnan beings, who. know their
" oun rights.and purpotes, the pewer and the will be.
longmg.omev:peﬂﬁcnam andwhoknomhow
"o state them. .

Alt.housh Hegel doesnt use the word m’ol;.ticnmy,
negation definitely serves that function, and it is be-
causemeither the hero, as an individual; nor the chorus,

. _because of its “powerlessness” could poasibly succeed in

uniting the mdmdual and the umversnl thnt Hegel
. writes: - .

" December 12,1960

: Lackmg the powcr fo negatc and ovpose, it is unable '
to hold together and kecp within bounds the riches . -
and varied fuliness of divine life; it allows each indi.
vidug! moment to g0 off its own ‘way, and in its .
hymns of honour ang revercnce pmu:-s each individ.

~ ual moment as an independent god, now this god :
cnd now agam another. (pp. 737-7238; 444.N" SIIH)

Turn, te nage 7408 {4450 H £131 ...), end uct.., espe.

mn“v the brillisant nntag’ b':r P:\cfau:’cr JB Bn'“-s -‘-'hc

mterprets the ~various references Hegel had in. mind
when he wrote the fol]owmg nnd whxch I wﬂl mclude in

‘ parenthems'

"He (Oed:puq), who had lhepcwer o unlock the nddle

. of the sphinx, and he too who trusted with childlike
confidence (Orestes), are, therefore, both sont to de-”
struction through what the' god reveals i0 them, The

" priestess, - through - tohose " mouth the - beaitlful god
speaks; (in the .Delphzc Oraels) iz in nothing fﬁﬁ'zraui- y
from the equivocal. sisters of fate (the twitckes tn-
"Macbeth’), who drive their victim to crime by their
premises, and who, by te double-tongued, equivocal
character of what. they geve out as a certainty, de-
‘cewethehmg when henkutq:onthemfmaudf
rakusmeanmgofwha:theymy There is g type of
consciousness that is purer inan the latter (Macbeth) -
which believer in witches, and more sober, mare thor.
ough, and more solid than the former which puls ils -
zrus:mthepnestmandths beautxﬁdgod 'I‘J':ugnpe.
of consciousness {Gamiei), iherefore, leis Ris revenge -
tarry for the revelation which the spirit of his father
makes regarding the crime that did him'to death,
and institutes other proofs in- addumr:... (p. 740B;
446-7M blS-l-iH)

Shnkespme was an, op‘hmi.st" (that is outnde of
being a genivs) and, therefore, no maiter how many

corpses at the end of a tragedy are laid cut nn the
stage, there is always the bugle call and the new amiv.
ing, invariably late. Despite all statementa to the con-
trury, including: by himeslf, a0 is Hegel ‘an ° *optimist,”
that is to say, he io surs that somewhers or another, ™

: at sometime or another, the individual and the univer-

. mllbeumtednothntﬁnaﬂyﬂumdmdud‘m]lbe
freer a8 well as pluri-ditensional, or, ‘a8 he -ex:

_..prezsed it in the Philosophy of Mind, “individusl

- ity punﬁed :of alli that, interferes with its umver-
galism, ie. freedom? - *-.. P
d::im ;am sboppedwemhdﬁng stha Greek ht;se-

larid Shakespeare: and’ ecbmught -inx ‘thoas

. remarksbie passages from Timon of Athens on
gold -directly into both the Grundrisse and Capi-
tal, notcnly becanzs they 80 well ‘deeeribed the
avarice and fetishton of gold but, also, beceuse -
the dehummntmn of man resufted fmm a claza
mety. '

Novembm- ,17,_ 1%3 .




