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' I 
' TM Spu;l of ti:~ time, ~~~ing slowly and q/,;. I 

ttly.ripe for. tluJ new fonn it is to·asswne, di.in· 
lt[/Nlhs one fra#lmel!t after Mother of tluJ •true­
two of ill previous world. That it is tottering to 

. iall. i• indicnted only. bj "J711Ptol>lll · hue 011d · · 
· tluJrc, FrivoUty Olld · ill/ain ennu~ u•hi<h'f are · 

Opn:a<iing iia 1M eno.b/isMd ordu of tiling•, tluJ 
· ··undt(ut<d foTi!botJine of •onitlhing ut!lusow,..._;,ul 
· the .. '/ielo/un, .tMt there. Us IOTnelhing t/si ·ap· 
.proadlir-lf. ·.Thi8 gTGa~al. crumbling tti pioct1, 
whkh' did r.c.l alter lha general look and CJ!?-CI. 
of lhe whole, is inlm-upted by tluJ sunrise, whkh,. 

· . ir. a {los/&',titld. tJl a single stroke, brinj:a .to .view 
the fonn 'arid ib-iii:tiire of the new u.OI;ld. . · . 
~Hegel; Prer.lce:tii·Phenomenology or MlDd 
' ' . :: ' . :•: t ··:?j):~/· :.~;{·~·.: ~-~.:.· l~·:_.·~;- ... :: .. ·. " . :. . 

T:IE MOST 'DIFFICULT of all i.aSr.o fr.at 
. ·,i..:.·. have· :·confronted • every' generation of 

· MBJ'Zisf'..g.,iJi .tn,:'Ciin?lr··ri~lf:u._t_ ....... ......:::_ ~--

· .. )Qi ~ th~ {i'*~~~;y.ti;;,;~.;~;~iiiii.,:;;; I 
.. !han: the one 1:hat ·collfronts·the· decadll of the 

. · 1980s.'·We 'often'lilie to· cjuoti that. cr.atively , 
· ·!l""'t;·mtement-. of. HegeLabout the ·"birth. · 
·. time;of History."· What iS impOrtant to eee iS · 
: ~t .. t!!~ .IJ!Uile•:~Ph,.that talks ·of the 
· bUU1·time of .hi3tiiry .. and .. a period of trans­

ition iS likewise one t.llat epeaks about the pe-
• , .riod of.darkneea. bo'.fore the dawn. . 

Tbat .. iS wha~ ·.we. all :have had to .euffer 
· thro~e,darkness before the dawn. He-.!. 

gel · articuiatea . both the. darkness and the 
dawn in the· very eame paragraph :lucidly 
enough, Yet;·btcause ~ appeare in the Pre­
face to. the Phenom2nology of Mind, it looks 
liS if .it .wero· written in anticipation of. the 

. book, whoreas, in'truth, the Preface WM writ-

-!h~ ·::~o~:t·-~~li!e u:; th~~:~~Jl~~ 
unity firnt became ,that' trarislucent after th• 
work waa comP.leted.:: . · .. . 

It .i.ever fails tliat; at momentoU.. world his-
toric turning points, it is. very diffieult to tell 
the differenca between two typeil of t:iviligh~ 
'>lhother cine iS'tirsfplunging into utter dark-
n..,. nr whether one has· reached the end of n· . 
long night and·i!i.just: at·the moment before 
the·- dawn oi a:new~ day.:.Jn either casei thB:­
challenge to ·find·· the: meaning-what Hegel 

·called. "tlto undefined forelioding.-Qf eomething 
trnknowri"~mee · a· compulsion to dig for 
ilew begbmlnp, for a,philoeophy that would 
trJ t.:l.&nSWer the.queetion "Where to Begin?"· 
Thill ·w.a tl:e reason. for a· new revolutionary 
philcsoph~e · birt,h of the Hegelian Dialec- , 
ti~t th.e time the' gteat French Revolution did ..:at 
produce 'tOtally neW: begim>inge in philoO:,phy. lt cawed 
H~gel's break with nimanticlsm. llli deep digging went; 
at one and tha ·OI!lne. time; backward to tho origins of 
phi!()SOpliy in Gree..-e· around· 500 BC and forward aa 
the French Revclution':waa foll<iwed by the Napoleonic 

· Era trying to dominate all of Europe. , 

--------

In n word, the crucible of history showa that the 
for.ees _of actuel revolution prcduC: .. ~.g rsvolutiuns in phil· 
osophy recur at historic turning points: Thue in the. 
1840s, "'ith the.· rise of a . totally new· revolutionary 
cl8s&-the ·.''wretched . of· the earth," . the prtiletsrilit-:­
M~.!'.!:. trene!e::::d-- -HuauPo -:·revUiuiio:n -in~­
philCi!Ophy into a philosophy of revolution.' This found-
ing of a.ll'ew C:ontinant ot thought and.of revolution.un• 
chained· the Hegelian· D'.alc<:tic,whii:h'Mm called ''rev·. -; · 
olutiori: in permanence." · ·( ·· · 

Jom ~ ·tl:~ sb~:ofthe eimul~eitY··ofthe o~tbreal< , · 
of..M'<tlld War. I &~d·the coUajise of,UtabllshecL Man:-1,., 
~~the ~nd Intema~orial) compclled Lenin to /;ul'it• • 
to Man'• ,deeJ>'rool:edness in tlio Hegolian Dia!Octic,Leo> .:• 
it has_ bec<lme impeiative .tO find'.' that' niiSsing link of !a 
plill1~phy:.<>r,.~yolution . in ,the .. pOst-World. War-l.n i. 
woru:.. · ·- · · · · 

A whOre~~;~;!~:··":. ~.!..-d 'w:;:l~ '~muu hom..:,· 
oluet ns the · EaSt Eu..'"'Opean nivolutiontuies roee ·up · 

.:against Cmnminiist totalitarianiSm from within that' or; · · 
·~it; eo the Thiroi',World·arooo 8giiinsiWeetem imPeriaJ­
ISID.'Thie movement. from practice that is·it.>clf a·form 
cf theory· has been digging for ways .to put an end to 

. the separation between theory and pre.ctice. 'It ia this · · 
movement that has rediuovered'Mn.-x'o early Humanist.· 
Essays, ·lis well aa the work ·af his final 'decade where 
Men jJJ'Gdi¢ted, in hiS· St:Udie•J ·of-prH-apit.•Jio.!t..sOcletics, 
that a· revolution.· could com~ . first. in: a iechnologically · 
backward land l'llther. th:!n m the. iechnologically ad· 
vanced West. It· has had to etruggl& under the whip of 
counter-revolution-in !!..nucl,Q•_ ... !s~a..-med world. I 

Nowhere· has thiS· been more· oneretis than in the · 
1980s .under Reagan Retrogr....Uonism; which has been 
bent on turning the clock ba~b•ther that be 
on civil :rights, labor, women's liberation, youth and ed-

. u~tiO.U:Uf: -~4l~a. ~~- t.Q.a same iims ti:iat~there is this:; 
~ ideo!ogi~_ pollution· :and the :t:eviJlutionaiy- strUggle 
' 11gainst. it; even some bourgeois Hegelscholare who op-

po&.>d the usubvmrion". of Hegel by M::.r; :;..~d ty tv­
day's-Manist-Humaniste.have had to·admit: "U Hegel 
has not: literally been to the barricades of strife-ridden 

. cities, or 6J>ioaive rural foco8, he has been in 
.. the thick· of current ideological-~mbat."• 

. ': ' .. . ' .. '- .· .. " . . 
In its way, -this, too,_ will help illumiuo!A! 

why we m:e publishing "Why Hegel's .Pheno­
menology? ',Why NowT~ 'It. will have two 
part.s. What fol!o._.., "" Part I, is a. study of 
Hogel's first (and .what Man: considered ln. 
moat · cre&tiire) work, Phenomenology or 
Mind (Geiot); written as Lect:!re Notes-for a 
class 1 gava in the- P".cenQ!!!!m~bgy in the 
1960o.. Part D, whleh ~J!. fa!!aw i.~ the near : 
future, will be an essay on the Hegelian Dia· ' 

·· lc<:ti~ aa Mar:!:_ critiqued it in his Humanist I 
Essays in ~~ !"'d ~nt!nued to develop it 
throughout hiS life. Thii; Ill' 11een· moet clearly · 
in Marx's' greateet theoretical work, Capital; : 
espocially. in the final section of Chapter One, 
which Man c:panded on the "Fetishism of 
Commodities,u in his ·last decade. It is :itere 
that a citation of what first appeared in 
Man's 11141 Doctoral Thetis revesls Man's 
continued d1!1!p-roo!edneea in Hegel. 

May i,1987 
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. . No~es ()n Hegel'i(·'. : . ( 
'· .. .Phenonienolo9ii·~f:Mi~cl(tieist) ,: I 
:--·.:.·-··· . ' ·.'- :._-: ;_·_:/;''".. .-:>.;.·{':: .. :.··· :.· .. : _·j · THE .WHOLK OF··THE i>hmommo!ofi'.J; · · ·1 
· . with. ita six .stages of,coDllcioUsriesa; Cllll • 

•. be divided into two major deptirtmerilli. e:om:. 1 
· 'priaing: L Col1!!cloume.a, Self-C<>IlacioiiBII"""· ·. 
· and P..eaoou, OOing :the &llllllDiltioli .of both . 1 

the rclationshiu ·to •.. or nither awtt.l'eness ·or. a ·1 

world cuimdo ~ nna.:..a~r through . feu.lali81il . to · 
·. the begi...mng ·.~f capitaliimi, ·i.Q,;-.·commerclal ;-:.­
- capitalism; imd lL 'Spirit; Religion, and Ab- : · I 

. :·eo. I" .. te· · Kno"':ted". e; .. whJch: takes .. u8 'from in'.·. ·j' .' dustria! eapitcliam and ib ideologiCal pfe4e- •· 
': .. esssore coverms·; the neld frOm-.,Cbrlotianity' :. 
:;.through the ErJighteiuneilt)o tlle.,Jaeobins of: 
:.the French' Revolution,:.~JI:tbe·· way: to "tbe·'. 
··new ao<:iety''. (Ab:iO\ute 'Knowledge)· with its : 
"piOdeclli!SOr" in Greek :Sit "and the Greek : 
city-state; . · · · · · · 

. ' .. 
·.'In th~ a!Se '!If SubdMsion L, once we have , 
gone from cow.::ioiWiesa-,.whetber that's only : . 

· fir&t, awareness ~r thingS' (sense-certainty) or · · 
.. perception, or nc:twll understanding where the · 

' forces of the world' of .appeanmce with .its 
. . laws whieb· '1eave nut :theif SDecifio. clutrac.; . 

toio,''..:.We immediately · enier the true · t.:.Jatiomhlp !:<:- · 
. tween· peOple and not )ust tiJing& Thus, in self-con- · 
. sciousness we are thrust' into 'a prOduction 'relation· 

iMP-iord!ShiP ·aDd: .bondage~ ,So .. thst· OnCe- the ·; 
· .. bondoman gains ':,a Jnlnd' of 'hia':iiin!i.'. he :is compelled • ·' 
': to ~ thet theie is more. to freedom then eithm' stU.ll< : 

lm:nness·or,; mind ofons's o.rn:.·That is to·say, if free.. 
. dom is not "a type of freedom Wbieb''doea not get· be-

. yond the aititude of bmldage," it milsHiret now con· 
front objective reality:·- Ot..he_"VP.s!!. ·_ e mind of h: ::r.;n · 

. would ba little more than' ."a piece ·or i:Ievemesa whicl> . ! 
baa ·mastery _withJu ·a cer>.ain riliige; .but not over tho.; : 
llnivemal power nor over tho entire 'o!Ui:ctive reali!;y.; ·i 
·(p 240B· 119M; l50H)• ... ·: ·. "'' . · · ' : :. · 

in th.' struw• -to nf.uze rn.ed.n;.;; .Ve ~;,r,..,t ~ · 
attitude& of mind ·that ociund heroic, but are in li!<:t lid•· • 
~p;.,tivnll ro one-onumtlwr form. of. zenoitude.; 'nrus.: i 
stoici!m is · noihiJiS mnra, Hegef. remlnds us.. then: •a • · : 

., ~ellhal 'foini of the. world's:~lrlt)_ ol'll¥ in a time>of Wli- ·: 
~nmiU~! · · · · P.' · ···: · ·>, 

. ~ _. • • 'I ;.._ fl '(" .·. ~· 

.-1 .-.. ., 

· 'llcr.tff_PII•o aGor~etMbuf.~···-~· -·ttr -~ ·; 
. J. B. IIAilllo, Uawlll Publlohei-t, Loadoo, 1931• AD- !a'lf>t ~ · 

tat 1ft fnm:l tbit editrJn. The lint-~ I . 'W die. ltzfzr · . ! 
... u.;.· e.illio lnoda!alloa: tbe.oo:onc~ "' Jho ... 0 ·- "' A.V. - ••• 'J' 
a....dcn 1'1-.o.Eonl, IV/1; ., .. tbW CO'tilo <l<naa- r.s .lo- ·,' 
~ H~. Yeliz u.mez. .Verlac. l~ 1bq 1n t ·1 ...! •.. l 
B. M. •••lit . . . . ' 

, I 
! 

. • j 

·, 

".•· 
· c,~.:_t·· 



. "'·. 

'tnri.!£lly~-r.atior-~ny~ i..~terr.atiomilly; a.~d-~ it-is gohtg tO__. 
v~rs8t fear.·and. IJo.rl<bge." (p. ·2458., 121M·, lS3H) . develop via· opposing· aU .contemporary:. philosophies · 

:from myt~ticism to Knntian!sm-'-all this on the. day. af.·.·: 
Even Gkepticiihi, · Heg~l tells.~ •• which corr<l!Jlonds to. .ter, so to Speak,· the ·Fiimch Revolution, which demands ·, 

some _form. of ind~pendent. _consciu_usnesS,· is ~very nega-·. ,-__ t.':e· :'ci:'6...r.b:a.tivn~Gf'iill~-ii~"iuw;·. thullght·'.\".,'ith:·Hiji:~-~l; 
· · tive in its. &ttitude, so mUch so·· that it·teftds.to nOthing···.· "~ent" rhYthrii'Bnd ~er~uous toil w_e-_on::·~~ the·--·: 

but "the giddy whirl of a perpetually self-creating disor- · aam& thing. And finally, thtf man puts his fmth m the. 
der." (p. 249B; 126M; 157H) Tluit is why both stoicism public rather than the philosophem, "those· ~presents- · 
and skepticism lead to nothing bui the Unhappy Con· · tives' who are like the dend ,bwyirig their desd."<(jl. 
sciousn.,.; or .Alienated Soul. · : · .. :. . · , !SOB; 45M; 58H) This man was really asying, .~"l'o hell t 
. The .inte~ilnii:thirig about tiu..' u;.ru.p~y:cOnSCio~s-.· •. with all parties:(representstives) who are out to.letd." .I 

ness for the Christian phi!osiiphcr; Hegel,. is th&t it is a : :•·And instead,. he' .wan ·hewing< a pathway to· Science •. :, 
descripiionnot.on!y' of the'diSintegrsticin 'of, til<> Roman··· ... which would reach· !'a position where, in. consequence,·' 
Empin;, .but. the Roman. Empire at a time when it had its esposition coincides with juat this very p~mt, .this . 
adcpied Christianity to try to save all from.the deliacle. very otag;,.·:of the science. pMper of mind. Ana finally, 
Of co1use; the· LUtheran in . Hegel may have consoled · when. it graspa this, its own essence, it will connot<l the j' 
hl.uselt'.:-~y -tr..e fad. tiiat ·this Chri.cotinnit:,.J g; _t.'ie Christi- '. xmtu.-a of ~·absolute .~oWledge ·ita.ill'.''·, .. (p. 145B~: DTM; -
anity -uf;ihe· BOr"gias· m· ·Renaissance Itaiy, ·was ... Catha· . 75iJ.) . _ , ,· :- . . .. .. '-:.~_-:: . . .: .. ··-.·. . · .. ~ : . . _. . j 

· iic," and·it .really was· not 'until the Reformation, etc., · Ta retUrn to the· last s...:.Uon of this fll'St major clivi- . 
etc. We 8re not interested ill :my ·rationalization, but in sion-Reason-we see here the first' Hegelian develop· , 
the objective pUll upon the mind of a· genius which de- mcnt of actuality, that is' to say, .!he reality. of the ob:. '· . 
scribes ihi3 indiVidually free ·peraon with hiS 'unhappy jective world and the reality' of thought. The historic 
consciousness,lis a "penioitaUty confined within its.nsr·· periOd is the one wbkh piei:eded his:own, or the·jierio<i;:• 
·row self and iti .p;;tt-y activity; a peillOnellty bl'O<lding ·btifore·the FrenCh Revolution.'Th""" ·is an·awakening·or ·1 
over" itself; as'Unfortonste as it is pitiltbly deatitute." (p. .t_l,e scientific world ·of thought· which sees beyond the 
2r.;B;.I:JO,IM; 168-169H) You will recall that in Uan- empirical, but C81U\Ot unify'tbe objective and subjective. 
iarn tt..n~fF~om, ·! !utve ·=·footnote on thi3 ·whidl Uses He hits o. ut against both· Kent's '-rable .of Cate,goriss'.' I 
the. specific j>ersonalitics of the old rndicale.who cannot and the "Abstract "-"'Pty ideiilism" of Ficbte: Of Kant's 
fll\d" a place· for.~themselv~ in. bourr;wis sociaty or· in .discovery. he says, "But·to. pick up·the v&rious cstegor, 
the movement . .S examples . of this unbappy conscioW!- . · ies again in any sort of way aa a kind of happy find,.hlt · 
nes:;.·:&·tlllit ••it.uay,,Hegei's point is that until this upon, e.g.,·.in .the different·judgments, ani! then to be· 
alien& ted 8oul liBB "stripped itself of its Ego," it will not. . content so to aceept· them, . muat really be regarded u 
be able to execute the leap. to .Reason. · ·. . · . an outrage on scientific. tbinJ<ing" (p. 277B; 142M; ; 
&fo~ ;;a_._p~ ~-.. R~ii;· ~~evcr~Jet·s ft~ce 179H). :_ .-·. -. _ '. : ... . : . ·. :: .>- ._ ·.· . · . _ : . 

oUr. 6teps._ ~-~ · ~ .t.'J.~. ~ace. und ·~C lntrnducbon ·. He, t.h::-:::f'~:-::, i"~· tO .:.i'n;;;h;e tht: prut."i::in oi oiv-: 
wi).ich,. in a. very great ocnse,· also comprise his Conclu· · . ~nratil)!!; OO,_h nf urg!t!'.ie .mt"hL"'e and of cclf·cC=cioua­
sioiUL At an)< rate, it is a. constm:it _pae&n to "ceaseless 'nesS. The sectionS on the so-called laws of thought are 
sc:ti,ity," "equ_BI,necessity of ~ m~ments,:• which con·. ·. quite hilarious, and are. a P'!rfect ~P at modom Pl'l';· : 
s\ltoted the :'life ~f the whole '· wb!ch, .h?~eve~, cannot .. : cho3nslyais, of whi~ !:te lmew nothing then. Indeed, 1f ' 
~ s..aen before bemg, seen; .that IS to asy, •t JS~ali a qu~- . 'anyone thinks that the very lour, section ~n Phrenology 
tion o~ a proc""" of 'wor~ .the matter out,, on which: ... merely rev..W. the· bs.ckwnrd etate of llClcr.ce at that 
the. purpose ~epends .. This "'!t>atsnt emphas_i3 on proc· .. time, and not our age, he fails to underntand that 
....,;,.on npenence (the expenence of C<>DSClouanesa no .-thought or for that matter feeling have no meaning 
Ieos !ban ."objedive" · Ox;>erience) of aelf-developnient.. apart from' the reality with .,;,hlch thought iS concerned, 
ti-J<t must ·have, nsy, !"1181· go through ."the .aerio~~ .. and whiCh builW; up "fOJ:lings." · . · · 
tl:e ~. the patience, ond the labor of the negP.· ~ .. . · • . -"' . . 
·tive" that must not ta:.e "easY contentu:;ent in ...C..iv- , · J\lthough we are.m tlie realni of the ph~nome • ..., re-
. '. · · · · · · · · · :_.. · -" . · f. hi-~ ..;;...-:<.,· • Ill~· ~md thought are so inseparable, practical reason as •~:r or stinginess· m gtvm& _-tW o w \:U ~,. a- th 'cal mb' t -L th . d . f 
b-:"'th' · · · · · · d · 'od f transiti " . · tR to th . · w 8.3 wrett co me o ... ow e mn equactes o 
ll' -tm,oe ~ · 'j!"n f ~ectiao ':d'1b::u'te Knowj · mere obServatio11, which does not mean tluit pt!.'"POsiVe 

vedety ~n ~r ·p~g that "eve.'"~"''-- d•~nds. u on ..,.,...;:; . . activity ·can do away with O!le-aided eubjective idealism. 
. ge ":! ru.' pnn~l • th ultio ~ ~ t . s ~ ·, ; On. the contrary, the 'criticism . of RoUSBC!Iu :md the 
ong an Suhe"!'!""""B ell~' 1 ~" "lB· G.;'f. ~Hlu . . · · .'· whole Rowantic Movement, whichHeg•Lm•.kes under. 
but as Je<.t a• w • .Pl'· "'·"" . • · · -·~ :-"" ••• · .'-. : . tile heading, ~Tile Law of the Heart, and the Frenzy of 

Tioe work, the purposive activity, the .mediation, the '· Self-C::nC<'it," apply to th.e Iaber bureaGcrat and hie 
self.dtrective process, the subject in the objectiv<! move-: . "eal'llll&tnEOS of a high pul]lClSP.; which seeks its pleasur<i 
ment, ·and. the obj&etive movement in the subject . oi •.:. in displaying the. excellence of· (his) cwn true nature, 
mind, which· Hegel calls Science, is in faCt not only a "and in b~ about the welfare or l!llmkind." (p. 
Prefa"" to bla Philo!!Ophy, but to the entire human. spir, .392B; 222M; 267H) When .it m&ete up against mankind'• 
it ao it lias developed through thousands of years, his-. . . Opposition to this p.ersoll!ll inte!'Pretstion, "the hP.art• 
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Man thought:contained ·the critique, though in still 
mystical ionn, of the. capitalist stste:. 

Spirit in ti.l$:~: l.hD.fore, constructs not m•rely 
one 100rld, 'but ·, hix!fold world, divided and se!f.op· 
posed. (p., 5l~B; 29S~; ;wl~l ... ': ..... 

.Tne. seii'-opPointion deepens· not. only· because of its 
. oppositi01Ho reality,· bui. the inteniBl opposition which 
6m ill. "Pute Insight," ·Which .conipl•tes the stage of cul­
ture; whiCli ~erlinguiohes. all' objectiveness.'' That. is to 
'!"Yo in 6gbting apinat,f~lh, an4 .SU!":rstition, it is En· 
lightenment,'·bU:t .. m ·tryinlr to be .an island of asfety for 
Sp1Jr!t, it: .,Qnfines it from ,'further self;develbpment. · rJl 

'this Criticiiie .. oC!Bth 'centlnj1deism,'iriid utilitsriaru.m, 
~qcl ~~.;~::::: .:~··::::·~ :.l~~~: ·;··:··~:.~~··.:: .. :-?: i·· .. · · ... ·.· ·' . 

· ·. En/i8~•..P- :u.e '/unu.hold "rir!Jinee,.,nl8, 
,·.·.w;,;,;..,opiiit.Cizrries·cx.~. in u-.. ·house of faith, by 
··.··f;fi;-~.i.g-'in.-~·-&ooa. a."Ui juri:isitings.iJciongL-ag to 

.. I& -rid ot.H~ :1'-w Now.~ (p~ .512B; 296M; 349H) 
· 7'/w JP~ 4.,.;ril iit IJw. •Btage break$ up into two 
· rq:iono. Tlre·cmecia t!U!.·O«uat world, ,th4l of ••lf-e•· .· 
~,t&,Ot/aer!.iB.tluJl w~ . .Piril eonstiucts 

:. for.·ilW/L,.!f..:,fl#w',-GfPIUt COIU<it>llsrie88, roi.ing il· 
.. lf:abollfl;~&.•(;n:t. •. ::r/U& ucond world, b<i.-.;; con· 
Slrudid ~ ·op~ ~ corW:aBt to th4l estrange· 
m...nt,' is ill# oio tlli>( i=o~ ·not t-'from il._ (p. 
Ll:l)t 2l)'IM; "300'1,1) ·;, : . '"', ' .. · . 

It~-~~.;,;:,;,;;,:~·;,; mind tht h~ culture H•ge\ 
dcies not mean only the Humanities or· the SCiences. H~ 
."""""" m~.~teriaLweBltlt ·a\ld the st.ote, as well as tbe in· 
ldl.i;!;entsia and their ivory towers.,If you keep. in mind 
wht.t Man: meant· by BUper·stl'll:tun>;· you will be able 
to swim along with Hegel's critique of Culture. 

In ~~~: i;:.;lp~C;;;m (~y Bacon's idea, 
"k-~~~--e'"'e i: -rc~'), H~iC! "·&;ti~~ nut ur.Jy Lib 
principJ~ but th~ ~"Hty ()!1 '!:'bicl1 th-n prindp!~ rc:;t: 
"The extent of ita culture is ·the measure of its reslity 
and its power.'' (p: 51~;· 298M; 351H) · 

He th..'; ,;~~..;. ~~ ·u,. ·~we: of culture" to the 
power of state: Here·we· crui see "tbst ordinary psycho· 
lO!!ioal or moral terms lil:e good and bsd bsve a very 
<'Jfrerent and altog<ther i>rofoimd II1C8l1iitg in Hegel: . . .· . . 

_uJ..e bai-e ideaa of Good ond Bnd are aimi/4rly aJJd • 
ilnrMdiattly ·tJlitn4ud from ,w another; u..y art ac· 
tud, fill.!!. m adu:!l . .cO.vciD&:Inftl ap~r Gl mom.tnts 
1/UJl <W obj<ctivc. In thU UIIM tM [int !ilate of 
being is iM Powti 9{ the Sltlte, I& sec-Jnd ils Re· 
I:'JlRl¥i ,.; Wml!h.. (p. 5198; 301M; :W..-55H) '· · 

. . ! ·L·. . :,: • ·- . ·' ' 

.·. Unt.ii .. Hegel· rn:ch.,;. the attitude of "thoroughgoing 
diacQn!anc:3" .ip. 635B; 312M; 366H), Hegel has the time 
of his life criticizing both the Good and the Bad. both 
the ·stste c.o! WeBlth, both the Attitudes of Nobility 
awl" Autliority ill a way that <auld enccmpaso everyone 
from 'l'l'oudhcll, Whose · anuchism had ·no uae for the 
Bbite tO Mm Tae·tul!S, woo cmnpletely. identi!ies him· 
oolf -:.nu..tliio sb!.te. This. iii what is so ext:a:~rdinarJ 
about ~ tli&t he catclles the ~~pirit of an epoch in 
ai'mo,' aDd, thelefore, its ramificaticlns exterul into both 
Ar.os thai""" .m.ozked.beynnd the .one he lllllllyzes, and 
p;,.oo:islity b<.:YCJid th""" tlutt he has known in his own 
,.,m,d c>r m hi!tory. Think of Mao l!l1d read the follow-ing; . . 

' 
'~-:.-;:::?:~ 

. The noble type of consciousneBS, then, {mds itself in · 
1M judgment . related Ia state·power .... ThU . type of 
.mind is £he' heroism of Service; the virtue which sac. 
ri[uu indWidual being to I& W!Wersal, ond thereby 

· brii-.gs ihis · into . existence; 1M type of perriJna/ity 
w.';k,-. u{ ~:; niWunces posSeSSion· ·arA mjoyment, 
<i<'o8 for :M sake of the·prcvailil'.;; power, ond in this 
way becoiMs a concrete reality .. ;.TM reSullo{ thi& ., • 
W.n, bindilic I& esiential reality ond ~~elf indiuolu· · 
bly togel&r, ia to produce a tuiofold ·a~ 11<!/f· 
that ia truly actJ<a/iud, ·ond C ll<m·poUJer WhoM! OU• 
tJwrily ia ac«pted "" true:.Jt luu a vatue, l&re{ore, 
in thN tMUJ!lJU, ond islwnoml accordingly. Sud! a 
type ia I& luwchly IXJISiU; .Mia ac!ive in the inter· 
ato of I& -·power; so for .... I& latter is not i> • · 
peraonid . will (a monarch} ·but merely an· ·euential 
IDill. (pp. 526-528B; 3()(j. '1M; 360-61H) 

N~t oUt~ ii ih~·:critique of.Sta~ ~v;~ tnt.al i~---i~ ~ --·, 
sentiai respects, but. also. in its limguage; for to Hegel 
speech c:cntains . "ego· iri ·its punty.'' The heroism of 
dumb service pat>Ses irito'.thehiiroism.of llJittery: ''This· 
reflection of service· in: express lm)gu&gc c:Onstitutes ·the 
~~piritu81 ilelf.:disintegrating mediating temi. .. " (p •. 533B; · 
310M;.364H) Orie doesn't bavci to"iliinltor be too bright 
tu reme'mber, in'·· this:'. 1-espe!:t, ·expreSsions that ·must 
have been .in Hegel's mirid, sllch as tbst of louis XIV, 
"I iml the Stste." No wonder tbst . Heg;l added (p. 
537B; .314M:; ~H). that this w8s thC type Of "pure per­
sonality to be absolutely without the· r!.arilcter of per· 
sonitlity;" Indeed, on pag€S 537~ •· (314-21M; 368' 
76H), there is a beautiful desCri~tion•>f.lu:istentialists, 
fellow-travelers, people who brealtwith the "Eo.'t" to go 
to the "Weiit" like. Djilas, as well as· vice versa, lilie C. 
Wright Mills. In each case we find that "in place of re­
volt apr..ars n..-rog..,ce." (p. 539B; 315M; 369H) · · 

Th.i!! type cf :;pi....:.tual life is 't~w aiWiuie and uni­
. ver-..al inveninn Q{ reality c..;..d t}~·ht. t.'u:i,- entire 
estrangement the o~ from 1M ·other; it is pure C"' •• ll­
ture: Whot is found out U. tliilnphere is th4l neither 
1M concrete realities, lllate·power, and wealth, nor 
!Mir determiJuJte C<PU:eplions, gond ond bad, nor I& 
consciousness of gOod and bad ·(lh£ con..sciousnts! 
that is Mblc and tl~e conscil>ume.s .th4l is bote) pos· 
sess na! tTUtlr; il is found that all these moments are 
in~rted and trcuuitu.tr!d th'! (lne L'!!o !.he .o/Mr; a."Ul· 
each is I& oppO.ile of ilB<lf." {p. 54IB; 311iM; 37IH) · · 

'· . ' 
The perver&ion iii not end~ when Culture moves over I 

to '"belief ond pure insight. • It has always ·been a won· I 
der to me ht>w Hegel keeps trying to reassert religion "" 
an absolute and yet at every concrete r.age or fonn of 
religion, actual religion is' criticli.ed. For. e:mmple, he 
does-not deny thst bclief or. roligion has always b£en a 
fonn of slienstion which man bsd to rid ltims.lf of in 
order t? f!:.ct: r.:--..L~-; he has been devastating when it 
was the unhappy conaciousness thse . coJ¥ronted him, 
and egain in the form of culture, l!I1d now os "merely 
belier'-:-in the nether world, as pure ego <- Kant: 
"'Pure ego is the absolute unity of apperception") or 
"pure thought," and linslly as Enlightenment. N•turBl· 
iy, Hegel does not d•ny the good enlightenment accom. 
plisbed in its struggle with supetttiti~n and io ita cltlll!· 
ing the ground fo: tho Frooch Revolution. But when it 
is made into something absolute, he feds ·the revolu· 
tionary impulse to overthrow tbiR idol Note in the fol· 
lowing quotstion how ·Hegel moves from a critique of· 

. "continued 
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idolatry to a eritique··of..any·"dead Conn of the spirit's 
previous state'!. which wuuld ·!"jualJY be applicable to 
something like .Trotsky's ·forced• tdentilication of nstion­
=ll:...~ prnjicit;;-Md "woriu~rs· :oi:aVi~:- · _,. 

· _On ~me" -~fi.M~ ;,;,~~ -~JaOie ~~- ia not Ml Wiu. 
. ·. 6/ood, if iM 'in[ectitm hal:'t>emt;tited 1o •11<1J' •rc"!' . 
•· 'of spiriluallif". il•g lhn UU. .tMmory ulone tlratllill 
· ·· P~ the dead farm of ~'ie- epiril~ pn!liio~a &tale, 

. as IUKUIUlted nutvry, ~ rMn knOW no! OOW. 
· (p. 565B; 332M; 388Hl . · .-' :' • · ,· · 

•·. ;. ' . : ' , , ' -~ , I. ; • ' •. '• .. •. • , • '-;.'~ ' '· ,• :"" _-.: • ··: 

· 'nlat iS why Hegel' cancludea .. that .. ~enlighterun•nt it· 
self, however;·whicb reminds belief 9fthe opposite of ita 
various eeparate.inoments, is .just• as little ~lell.d 
regarding its own natuN.""(p:·582B; 344M; 4iillil 

. . . ' -. ' ' . - ' -
u-..:.:...1 i;. .. ~;' .• ~..:-·~.· . .:_ ... :..•# -.. .:.:.:..~-::..· •,:0:.;..·-.,· ·.Luu-ie ·.th.;."t thLi -.its t~t im 
'"''"""~)- •-•.-.;r ~ UUII;: _..,..., __.. _ ~ 

.· emp!Y'absolute~ 'In pi:oo( of thiS; ,be .hits ,out asain:Jt 
'. wbat w'e woUld ~ll:vitl,.osi-'i>'..i.tci-'.ali:iin: . : ' .. ·' . . 
. :. -·:"'>/~.~--.:_.!d .. ;'·.' .. ':._.:.-:··-:: .. _ .. __ .:.··:.··-: •. ~.::•. '/~:- .. 
· · ·-"·h.puTe nu:uer. is inuely'".wluJt;_rmi~.-oPZr When we· · 

· cbstrad from' ~.'{eeling, .. Jtuling, · ett., U. it g. not 
• VJhai u·&cu~,, -a, .felt/and aq o~; it g ;rot matter 
• tloai! u .M:q~,!felt;.~ IIJsUd,·'IJ!4 .. coltJr, a done, a •all, ·. 
.. and so on.!!~ u Tef11!1.PI!i"e ablllfaclio.'L.(p. 692!3; 
351M;}~~t ... ,,-....,,;: .;: .. 3:,-,, ' .... :: . ;. ·. . i 

· ·. ~d· --this . .-alq ~with.-·M3f..is d~:ption of the five j 
·.oenses ·io hia ."Ptivate1•Pro~ and Commllllism." He- i 
gei is hittmg 9\lt' bo'tl>'agniost oe..carte. and the UUiita- i 
~· . ·-·· . I 

T. HE r.i\ST SEGTION of tJ1e Spirit io Seir-Eatmtge-
: ment \bat, we heve. been.clealing yrlth, Hegel enti­

tlea "At.;otu::e Freedom and:Tcrror." It i.-.n analysis or 
what ~ppe=d · t: th~ -fundi rwvuluUua u iactio:W­
ism brQk~ ~P ~ unity·_ ~f !he. nwolution so ~t Cur 
"pure pe1110u!..'ty". ,the world bec:sme "aboolutely its · 
own will," ..,· tiUit· terror autieeded so-called absolute 

. freedom,· oinCe, by being on!!'.· negative it wss "m<ll'tly 
the rage and d'urY of.. destruction." (p. 604B; 359M; 
418Hl In·:a word; Hegehcnaia2IIl tliat if you have not 
fat-ed the qtre'ltion of ·:ieconsttuction'.on new beginnings, 
but only destruction of the. old, you. have, therefore, 
mtch~i'·.~rily- ·~ce,am:.:-a·_~. death·_ that s.chieves nothing, 
cmlirii..:.-oolLmg Witru:; ii:s gi.-e.sp· for what is nasated 

·iS the ·ur;.icWeved,'~unfulfill;m pundu.t "utit'.f of t.he ab­
solutely ~· a..Jf.~ (p. 605B; 360M; '418H). This is whRe 
be identifieS''tl!at ·&h>olutely free self. with a "faction. 
Tlie ',1etilriolJ8:: faction only is. Ulled ·the· govern-

. men.~:!!a:-~~ng·~~e.~ent:-ma!;ea 'it.· ooov~y, 
into " tactiOn end hence guilty." (pp. 605-606Bi 360M; 

:-:~~~~\·:·~.:_';~-~·~)'['·::.';:.:;:·:-'•:_. ··.'---.:~~::..~~·-. ,:_- •· : ·,, ·. 
. · ·It is not owy govemment that Hegel criticizes here, 
but. lhtLpbilosopbic · transrormstion of. erilightt>mnent 
into .Karit'a,;~'titiog-in-itself.." h! ,.· word; he is criticWng 
~~~ f0nn.,'O( abStr!lctio:~o :wb>lthedn . thnugbt or :in hct, 
'lllheD fact' is Dllll'I>Wed to mean not all reality, but only 

· ,~·:of·iL."He,•thcefono; concludes that this self •. 
. olii!rtated t!Pe cl.miod must oo.driv~ to cp~tion: • 

I .. --•. . ~- • • ~ • - • . • , • • . : ,- ..• · -• 

.· Jrat .U'IM m.Im.a(therro! On.ri~~ellu!l woridP!UBU 
are- i.,;, ilw 'of /Je/ief iusd iMWht.''iibso!uk {r<edom 
,..,.... .i/$ ·oel/-dntructiv< 8[1ht:n! of r.olity_(p. 610B; 
363M: :Ctnn . . . . .· .. 

This very ~ection is cited by Hegel in _the Science of 
Logic, where, io the• penultimate chapter'o<>."1be Idi:a · 
of·Cognition,"-Jn U1e final section on· "The Idea of the 
Good," Hegel suddenly. tells us that . t~e two worlds of 

· subjectivity· and objectivity stiU remain io opposit!on: -· .. 
"'l'ha .::uu.-plctc devchiflillent- ·oi the-':urireOOiVed: contra.: · 
diction, of that aboolute e.;.,d' which the barrier of'tbis 
actuality · lnaupeli.bly ' opposes, haS h .. n considered 

. more closely io the Phenomenology of Spirit.'' (See 
Science .of Logic, VoL U. · p. 462 io Johnston and. 
Struthers translation, New York: 1929; p. 820 io Miller 
translation, London, 1969; p,. 544-45 io SuhrklUilp Verlag 
edition,·Franltfurt, 19611.) ln·a·word, Hegel is saying; i!l 
that penultimate <:.'lnpter of Sclenee or Logic, where we 

' are on the threshold of the ·Absolute, · thet the llJUe. 
solved <COntradiction between the two ·worlds of subjee­

. tivity and ·obj~i.ivity·!'h.Y bf!.en, consid2..~-d .rnoi'e clO&e-­
.. ly'' io his phenomenologicals"..udy. '': .~. 

TII!s ce'iitrai p.irt ~r the. l'h~.;,...;;,~itiliY-spirit­
ends with the section callod "Spirit Certain oi Itself: 
Morality," which is ;jut!\; another form' of talking about 
the state and consequel!tiY the certaintY is by no means 
peace. On.the contnuY, it.mov.S,.trom Diasembl.mce 
that ·~eals 'with. Wha~·Y.cwt'.eineU,·_ accurdin'g to.He'geJ. '~a 
~rfect neat of tho~Jjibtless conlradictiol18," through the · 
B<H:alled "beautiful soul" (Jai:obi) but which to Hegel is 

·. really "self-willed iuipo•~cG" (p.' €-&..'13; -400M; 463H), 
that can only lead 1<1 hyp:x:risy. And on this note be 
ends the Part ~n. "Eyil and Forgiv~~"- (Y au might r~ 
tum to the Section qu "Guilt and De.tiny'' (pp. 483-
~B; 272-89l-.f.; 330-tlH),:- &mi. compare the similarity 
between moral and thee~ action wbteh b.!'.d P"""·i· 
ooJS!y led ua iota "Spirit in Self-Eatnmgeml!llt" or the 
"Discipline of Cultw'e and Civilization.") · · . 

. In a Wold. soin4 ns. it ~ l)!! the ~e !!! the F:--..ucia' r 

Revolution and-dm·eloped tJ-.i-ougb .the· ten<>r to· N._,..Q!e­
onic France, bas found no harmony either with ita cuJ. . 
turo or its state, its literature or philosophy as enlight­
enment, or. i>hilosophy as abstrao:t absolute a Ia JaccbL 
Therefore, the human spirit bas oot been able to shake. 
oft' alienation and reachea Religion. · · 

. Religion; which .is the second maJor aectioti of the di­
vision ioto two of the whole Phenomenology; as I have 
been tracing it. through here, is just one step before Ab­
solute Knowledge. Religion is subdivided ioto three sec· 

·. tioits: (l) Natural,. 'li'hich. tabs up. both nature, plan:a, 
. • onimola, cmu:ept' o!:liBJ>t and the ~artifion-" (Esyptisn 

r~.i;;ion); (2) Religion io the form of art; (31 Revealed . 
Religion, or Cluislimity. · · . . . 

· in his iolroduti;.,n to this secticri, Hegel mys that ~ 1 

ligiou baa, l)f COIIJU, ente.ed before this, i.e~ io the four 
~"" e! ..,=:;.,.......,.. w11 have heretofore dealt with 
Consc:ivumtesa, &lf-Consciousneaa, Resoon and Spirit, . 
but more or '- on a low level. That ;, to tay, when we 

1 ....., at the fim. etage q! consciOilSIWI, Religion we~ I 
•devoid of aellhOOd"; when we ~ Self.COilldous­
n-. it waJi m.....-ely, · .. tbe pain aod 80lmW of Spirit ......... 
tliDg to got ltseli l"rt mto objecti'9ity Olk'8 more, but not • 
P.lta!!ldiog." (p.- iiii5B; 410M; 473H) 'I'M tblrd ~ of i

1 ~ro or,_ forgot aboot ncu. 
&ion amce !t first diaeove:'ed aML:' end, themore, looked 
to tbe lmmecliata · preaent.-cmpiridom, iclence, ~ 
Even wrum wo teadt Si!irit, wMtl= of the etbic.I on!er 
whefe ...., have. to fi&ht lilta "devoid of consciOUI!IeM," 
or we reached and periabad m ~.n:Jiaioc of enligbt. 
enment, N or finally racW.d the nill&ion or morality, the · 
ires<,. oaya ~ !hat we accompliab.d tlwe. wu to 
face' • Abealutll RM!ity." Therefore, it Ia only now io re- · 
llgiOn thl.t' we· reaily.,I:Onfront. the Spirit of ReUgioD: · 
~lM only opirit M!icil !s object to n_...,r; !n the •h·p: of · 
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Absolute. Spirit, is as m~ch aware_ of being a· fNe and 
independent reality as ~t remains therein conscious of it· 
self.'.'"(p. 6B8B; 4!2M; 476H) · . 

mediated result," which is really not an end of anything 
but a proce'.s of development which is the beginning of 
.r.nother proeess as . lnuch an it is the e_nd of e.· former 
one. Ther.fore, it is development where the question is 
one of undel'8tanding the method ·of. grasping. the object, . 

OUtside. of the little subsection on the artificer, which ·thai is 'to say, confronting co:u;ciousness, _Irr confrontac 
·in- fact re18teg· not only to Egypti~.i-~ re!ii;itm.~_ a!'~-- pyra- tinn .. vnu m!!~t the.-.s~nd ru;~.,-P~iat&ira~-- irOm :~--
.:;-..::!3-~=iid_ v~~ lmt ·to .what in oUr tige would be· · Relatedness yOu must gu to·Action. -"l'herefore;·Actioi\;· 

. -called uthe coniidcrice.nian,n. there- isn't -mu~h that l cari · · · the deed, praCtical activity, mcntal·activity, spiritualac-. 
see.in the section on Natural Religion, except I see that:. tivity, in. a .. word, doing something, cis always .the only · 
l virote down ·two. expi'essions, "fetishism of commodi- . proof there is of the ·thought, and therefore stands in · 
ties," aiid "Dr:•.Zhivago:';_near the following expression, the center of all Hege~an P!illosophY; .. .' · 
of·Hegel::"The~·d.:rknes5 of:thought· mated with the 
clea.oness·o(oixpl:esaioJL'.' Juld it is thrOugh lhi6 clearnesa It is through action that epiril ia ~pi.-it :;o as definite- . 

ly to ezist; il·rili3e• ils'eziltence into the sp/ierr of ·.· .. 

1 

. 
llwughl and hern:e· inlo <>bsoluu opposition, emil rr- . 
tlll'M out of' it through. and within lhi& very oppoei . 

·twia. (p. 797B; -185M; 555H) . 
, . I 

. of ""l'resaion that vie. reach religion· in the form uf art, 
whiCh is &gain subdiyilled.into Abstract and Living and 
. ~PirltUal,.W<lfk of'Att; Under Culture, Hegel deabqYith · 
·langwtge:·,~·•one .·other fonn · of estrangement· (p: · 
529B; 3o8M; ·262H)i··2!9 the· epc~:·of ibe eeo, "of the 
haughty. vasaat.-:_or-·tbe·,_anogani··mon.i.rch~ "L'~~t- e'est 

· moi" (i· am the S!tite);' Undar 'A.-t, on the other hand, · 
he traces \angiuige from the mariner in which . the !dea · 
p.....,~ts it.-..IC-EPic&.,-;lhrough. the act, Le., the ·drama, 
so that'the ~~ ·of' !he' minstrel is tramformed into 

. llutt of TragO<I~; ~~I!i rr~. *9 .form, the language. hSic . 
.,..... .. to .. be n.armlive,·m Virtue of.the fact that Jt en­
~;;,..· intO the c:Onteilt, jusi as the content cee.Ses to be. 
merely one thnt ·19 ide8Iiy imagined. The hero is· himself 
the'Sp<>keSman;;,? (p.' 736B;·443,.4M; 510-1111) He then. 
breaks up tho .~elition: of 11!1!.,ouage "" it appears when 
it is "double-tong1ied'~ in' !he orucl .. or·vis·witeh..,, and 
to that· in which it is theu~t (Hamlet),, and finally. vis 
action:· ''The. process., of action· proves their unity in the 
·mutual overthrow · of · hllth · powers !llld both se!C-con­
scioll8.-'choreclar.3"4 (pc '743B; 448M; 516Il), action both 

ThiS·iR.the m6\re~nt tOw~'..Q; S...-ierice, that ia·to Hy, l 
frvm· individual exPerience through· social eXperience, to ! 
a universal genOra!ization of the experience which gees : 
to make up the action: .''As· to the actual exiatence. of · 
this notion, Bcience dne. not'appear in time· and in'rea!- .. 
ity till xpirit has aniveil at this stege of being cobScious t 
rcgerdin& itself." (p. ~B; 486M; 557H) . . ' 

as in Tragedy lind in Comedy. 
·.' .:. . . 

. The. bot ~on on &ugion, whlch deals. with Chri..s- . 
thmity, · is even. mon, . contra~ry. for hcie Hegel is 
S"uppos;;d oo reach, . more .(11" less,· the h•ight of his 
<l1ought, !he. step ·before Absolute ,Knowledge, and baa 
been put by him in a section beyond Greek Azt. ·And . 
yet we know that, to Heg~l, Greek Art w .. ce:tainly a 
great deal greater · than' the ap~ce of One God 
1\lJ\Ong the J"ws, or even· the Christian God as it was 
witij ·the. Catholics;' f~r to . Hegel the Lutberar. Reforma­
tion to tr.ake tho· alleged unity of freedom and Christi­
anity is anything but abstract. I have a feeling that the . 
whole soction,·as.it'luis ·beeu ·expanded in his volunies 
on tlte .PhlloiopbY o"f Religion; will, jn actuality, turn 
out to. be a devastating·Critique·or the Church or the 
Part-;, Dut.I·.havo.'lio chance to 'g., intO this. In any 
case, tp =ke ,e:q>liclt what is only implicit in Religion, 
we muilt tUm u; :Aboolute Knowledge. . . . . . · >.· -:·.~_:<. ~·- _.: ... -: . . . ' . . . . 

l.ft.. S·'YE P..E.ACH--TII".tS APEX of Hegoeli.anism-the 
. ~COII8I!IIllll3!ion of experience, of philOSGph:r-we 

will oonfront the end of .the divinion between object and 
subject. ... . ' . • · : · . · . · 

This tol[es the form· of D:8kUig COllsciOUBill!$8 itaelf the 
objPct. Hegel lists t.hi-ee', opecific ""Poets: ''Thia kn!>wl­
edge of which we are.~, is, however, not knowl­
edge in the. sense of pun conceptual comprehension of 
t!;e object;'llmo this knowledge ~ to be taken only in ita 
dev!lopmant..." (p. 700B; (8()~ 5SOH) · 

Development is of the essence. It io the beginolng out · 
of which somothi!!g e.rises. It i~ the middle through 
which somothing must be paased. . It is t.'te end, ''the 

"Appcftd.d t.o tn. No&e~ il 1 further roDUDiht oa Htp]'a concept of 
Tt-... ~..)' m t.'= ~ w~. 1 mAde Novembtr t7, tooa. m us.. 
,.....,&.; ·~ -~ ~ ~~ •• ~ 

·' 
Time ·ia j~Ut the notiOn d<{llliUiy uiDitlii:;_Tinu 
thertfon apJHars co spirit'• <haliny and ,....,,;.'y .. ,(p. 
BOOB; 48~M; 558H)- · . . . · · · . . . . 

It·~ peculiar how Hegel iS cunstantly l'fjturning te the . 
simple . feelings . even when he has reached. Absolute 
Knowledge •. He: aays, in fact,. that ''nothing ·is known 

. which doc;; not falL within experience, or (es it ·is JJso 
expressed) .which js . not felt to be true ... " (p ..• BOOB; 
487M;' 558H)· . . ·. . . · . . . . 

·w~ reach' explicitness' here, and have' to deal with the 
trans(ormaiion. CJf 'S!.!bst':'n"ce · intQ. Subji:\::t: {not"· just f 
Thingu versus. Human Beings. but 'Subetan"" ru; God f 
.into li>ing. "gods"- or. the. h.u man and divine merged in' .a· 
an extenaion of h=im power). · 

!n a single pag~ (8o2a; ,488·9M; 560H) Hegi suma up 
the entire development· of Philosophy and Science fror.-. ! 
Desc.1ltes to himself. ThiL•, vie move from Observation,· · 
which anaiy- what is nnd.'·"conversely ·it finds ·;n its 
!taught existence" !Descartes), to Substance, that ia to 
say, God ao both Tho Light and. Reality; though ·abstract­
ly staled (Spinti!!a) .. The abst:re.ction of this forced unity 
brings about "the principle of Individuality" (LoibniJ). 
We have ent<.'Iod Private. Enterprl5e, or the finlt stage.' 

·of capitalism, only to move to Utilitmianism into which 
the Enlightenment had "perished." Here the Individual 
Will ,(Kant) 'eomes to the rescue of Absolute Fi'eedom, 
or to put it in more human languege, .men of good will . 

· will yet straighten out thla topoy-turvy world of privata 
tapital versus i&bor, freedom. versus terror, etc., etc.. 
ar.<l sin"" this really doe.m't happ011, we jump hack from 
Kantianism to the Alnoluta Ego of Flchte, or Abielute 
as "intuited" by Jaccbi, and finally Lind into thor Empty 
Ab;;olute of &:belling. In n word, Hegel shows .the birth. · 
of our modem wotld as Science reje.."ted theoloiY to 
strike out ou its own, mot up with a first statement of · 
the dialectic in Kant, who tried to unify Thought and· 
Science by sheer will, snd when that philooophic u­
ertion failed to meet the challenge of the time. the COD­
temporazy philooophers-Fichte, Schelling, · Ja..-obi-ud 
back. To go forward, Snbstanee had to become Subject. 
This is where Hegel comes in. The last three paaes of 
the Phenomenology are an cutpouring of "simple medi­
ating. activity. in thinkint' wh~90f! th: whoi~ PlYICi:ill ~· : 
le••- itaclf, History end Science, Nature and Spirit:· 
''hom anew from the womb.of kn:owledte-,i•·the·new ·~ ·-- -· 
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stage of existenci:!, a. new world, and a new embodiment 
' . . or mode of SDirit.". (p,, OO?B: 492..11:!; fi~H)· · · · · · . 
. . This. C<!W world, which Hegel cclls. Abnolute Knowl­
edg<>, is- the'-unity of the rca! world and the .notioll3 
about· it~: the· org&;niZatioit of thought: and acti·lity,- which·: 
merge into·the new. the whole truth of the pasL 'and the· 
p...,..nt, which linticipaton the future. . · . 

·... . · ... · · December 12, 1960 ... ·':..."" 

Further.·;comments en Hegel's: . 
. ··. -'-. r ~-:·,·:. :-~· .-·::.... • • . . • .. 

· • ·. o. C~ncept of Tragedy· ,' ·, : 
. llon'i' ro;s.;rtiiarr.;;;~benng and ~ti.COon:-..etch 
emm~:a: vay'spOcial meaning in Hegeli!in ter- .. 
minology, bailed :only, in psrt, the.t the ·Geiman expro3-
Bion D!eaDS:.to· go into~ one'soelf, and mainly because, if • 
you remember• by:. '!toing into yourself,''. obviously, you 

· ha·•e been in ·the· "outside," i.e., the objectiv~ wolid, and 
· · n~w haV.. to· :ccimmumcata with yourself to bling ahout 

·.a _...,., llnity G!.objective and oubjective. In • the Aboolute· 
Idea, ·:rec:OJlecticn. iil:used ·in the manner in· which we 

.. woUld UQ> hia'.oty'lmd in·..U uf the conaideration vf Art, 
· Hegel Vi.Wa-aa 11:Corm ·of the AbSolute Idea. Secondly, 

insofar "88' langUage_ and: the epoch· is concerned,· .. " 
dialectician,' Hegel _'.dO.S_:riut· consider that you have 
reached the liizheat · stage when ·you have Cipre&sed 
yourself j;llllUTative form alone. 'It has to be a drama, a 
tragedy, a comedy. in ·a word a dlalo!!'le between antag­
oniilta.· (1n the Gleek origin of dialect-ic, diclect or ron-

. v.rsntion W811 always what produced' t!le · ne"R ideas, the 
DC!W being, .neither the idea& you came with to the dis~ 
Cuasion nor the idciuo. that othere came with, but s syn­
thl!sis 'cf. the two: whir.h was ·neither. the cne ·not t.'le 
olher.) Now then turn to psge 73GB («3-4M; 510-llH), 
the last·paregraph! . . · · · 

Tlai. hig~r-~c. that of TragOdy, gatkro and 
kteptl mo~. dtJMI;y together lM· d~d and Bcal•. 
trred moment• of 1M U!Mr uwuial world and 1M · 
world of .artmn .•. ln r<gGI'd to form, 1M IOJillllage 
mr<· ceall!'s to In narroli..,, in virtu.>. of 1M fact that 
it enknr into· IM. contw, jrut .. tm ccntw ce_. . 

. to·be muely one that i.s ideaU;y ~d. 7"M mro i.s· 
· hirilulf t/u,. spok..,.,.,. and .1M rq>nsentation ~n 

brinp be/oTf! · 1)-.., ~.o are ·also l!p<clo· . 
tont-Rif'-coDGcloua· iownan .beings,. who- know IMir 
own rl8ht6 :or.d prap<>U~. 1M pr.wer and 1M will be­
lon&in8 to U..it: tp<ei{ic ncllD'<, and who Am>IDO MID 
to stau pa.m. · • · 

Although· Hegel doesn't use the word.· revol!lticnary, 
net!"tiun definitely &".rves !hat function, and it is be­
cause"llleither the· hero, .. an individual: nor the choruB, 
_ boocause of ita "powerl....,esa," could· poSsibly succeed iri 
uniting the individual and the univeraal that . Hegel 
writes: 

I 

. Lacklnc .u,e powe~ to neg~k and oppo~ it i.s unOble 
to hold roge/Mr and keep within bounds the rU:he8 
and varied {ulln.,. oj divine life; it allows each in!fi· 
Viduc:l moment to go- off it!, own wa}', and , in its 
hymns· of JuJnour and _ntvennce prai&es eccli individ· 
ual moment "" "'' indeptndent god, ·now lhi.s eod 
and now again anolhu. (pp. 737-738!1; -I«M;·511H) · . 

Tum. tc page 740B !446M; olS-HHl •. end:n;,-te,,espe- ·) 
ei.,.ny, the brillie.nt ~!ltes· by Pro!e".SCr J.B .. ' Bailli;. 'who IJ 
interprets the ·various references Hegel had in. mind 
when .he wrote .the following and which I will incl'!de .in 
parenthesis:" · · ·. · · : · · ·.. : . 

He (a.di)us): ~lw ~ iM ;,.;,.,. to unlock rm' rlddl~ . 
. of,the BPhilu; and M too wlw lnlsted with childlike 

1
. 

confidence (Ormu), .=.-~for<, lxith .w. to· (k.• · . 
struction.lhrough what tM cod nveals t6 them. T.~ 

· pnai ... , . through . who ... .'· moUth 1M · O.autJ{uJ god 
spwks; (in ~~ Delphic Oracle) i:: i.~ r.(JL':i.-:;; 't!i{f;rmi · . j 
from ~~- cquivocaf siBtm ·of ·fate (IM witc/<..es iii 
"Macbeth''· who dri"" their uictim to r.rime by eMir 
pro_mi:Je•, .and who, . by t:2 double-tongued, equiv<xal 
character of what. Ptey !!~ out M ti certai."'!ty. ~- · 
ceioe the King IDMn M rrliu upon 1M mani[ut- and 
'-o•i<'UB meaning of what they say. T'Mn. is a ~ of 
consciousneBB that .is plliTr than tM latltr (Macbeth) 
which believe• in witcki, and ,..,. JlOber, more lhor­
O!lgh, ·and mon solid tloan the former wilicli puto iU · 
tnm in the priestua and the beautilul god. This i]M . 
Uf. cvn.sdvu:snea fHamidj, ihereiore, k~ ·his n~ 
larry {or the reV<latian which 1M 6pirit of his fathu 
11lllku regarding 1M crime thot did him. to . <kath, 
and institute• olhu proof• in· addition... (p. ?.roB; 
446-7M; 513-'141'1) . . . . 
· 8hak..;,.a.;, waa · .,;,:. "optimi!t" (that is oullido · or 
being a J•nius) and, therefore, no matter how "'""'Y 
<1lrpsc8 at th• end or a tra,-edy ..... wd out nn tba . 
stage, there is alRay& tba bugle call and the new aniv-. 
ing, invariably late. Despite rJl statement&· to the con­
trllly; including by himself, oo _ia Hegel'an "optlmiat," . 
tbat is to say, he in auro !hat OOilll!Where or ll!lOihar, 

· ·st oometime or another, tba individll!! and tba univer­
. sal .will be united 80 that finolly tha individusl will be 
frea. ·aa well M pluri..o.iriJensioniU, or, · u he · n~ 
p.........! it in the Phlloaophy of Mind, ''individu.ol­
ity .purified:of all: that. interferes with ita univer-
salism, i.e..frel!do~ ' ... , r :· . • · 
.. ,Mar:<, fuivm.etopped'""""ding•the. Greek.tra,-e­
dles ltorld Slulkespearei arui' he• hrmight.·in 'thoae 

. remo,ri<able p~~S~~ages from 'ilmml. Of Athmw on 
g<>ld:dir-.c:tly int<> both the G~_snd Capi­
tal, Mt cnly bece•.,., .they .O"well·d...:rlbed the 
avarice and .fctiablsm of gold but, alsci, beaouae · 
the. dehwx:umimtion of. man resultod_frDm a clat3 
IIOClety. 

. ,. 
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