: 140 egolls
that ha’ mtunl m@. Spir!.t
'uuﬂd odly ‘justified, sis now
_the orneD flow see Jaan Byppol:}ta
arh.1953) . .

ely nccepted.
'Iogi.que et Exi

e am o m e E omesne

; \ﬂ\ez;‘ollom a ssction en ed ﬂxa,}(o;io 4 3a this one wh.tch 1ncmdes he
ﬂhlch has grea\'.ast .tnterest for R

' ‘_para I of. czcle#j?z-fu
.,',- . _- N "'i' o “.l,.

. ", ;

fa this he Ancludes, %@ﬂm g0 not“clarify subj. $since thet tma’fu -

their subj, HISTORIC . not speculgftively,...we are left wiﬁx thega:jej:

‘the ani.gmatic utterances oncJ'.tzding the PHEN,&s genial ref. to tHamlet'a

' 11, (Yo p
AMLEio TInEl

i abf) o s Y J:.p’ il _ e\
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""’ﬁ’”ﬂ- 5" sylogiem Vig the(jdea bof phil,,waichRastne
“the, absolutely-wriversal, for Tts middle terms @ @iadlsiwgioh)d |}

A

:'aason
l]\ - divides 1t5911‘ into Spirit &Naturs . making the former it5 preupppoeition.
"1“””*!*"["“3.5 the process of subjectivews¥¥activity of the Idea _%d&tha latter ita Utoxtreme.\ \
f ‘ . sthe. process of the implicit, objsctive being. of the eal, - In the psrtlo > ins{‘ c
el of this case, my subj. zrecognitionof meagurs & the_occurrence -o 11'.‘6.;1 ohemicaf
L ‘combinationg, are rogarded &s the premises of the universality)no
"’ ategorv."(ﬁ??)
; / TN
"In these 3 syllogisms therefore. Hegol attempts to exhi.bit. the L rinaiple

involved 4in the.3 possible weys ofragirding knowledge. AS the Gor.Ed_ -q;i;
explicit o n the point, it must be the ipaccuracy of bhlhce'a_ ‘

translation © h has led Br. th.tnlop’ to regard the 'Yogic! as 'such
‘as constituting thes : : 26 slloglsm.na .

of the'logical eystem! -actially - may,
LN 15 that"THIS NOTION OF PHIL.

S % reofi eif, (§236)2
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. B8 i REY qz..In _9 é&ﬁ" Benadetts Crbas pub’dwhat Is"

by t Is Dead in the Phil,,of :Hepl~cHegel's.
u’ance ﬁaa\graa.t erywimra in.Europe except: Frence &time seewed to-be r!.ght
fp‘r“ making. TinAl aasnlsment. "he was urizble to alex foresee that by & strange parad
‘Hegel wopld’ becomd' associated with the existentialist corrent whose peroursprs had
beeri’éritics of the J gglian s stem, {P.¥p Fpr-lat TIME PHEN.WAS TRANSLATED WITH

j"'Ol‘IHENTARY‘- iNIO Fﬂ [ & AR W : _

. HISTORIGAL IEGACY. "It involves a_problem Zan aluays be -
'axaminadf‘&which .can acquire £resh meani.ng at an,y given time in hIstory‘."

'(1 B "‘"v-l- .

) \ S ¥ PARDI =The (.oncept of ere & Existance in Hegel
: : ‘Part,EI Concept of Hj.story in Hagel (Fr Rov.&P

’ ‘ B @"me mood of@rw.sociew- e
' 5\"‘ tograted conuciousness.“ ' :
, | -art. ;agxgm% PHIL. (Critique of Hezel's concept of atate, St.ruct.ura &Phﬂ.
[y presuppesitions of Cap,

AT THE PROBLQ'I OF THE REL. BET, TRUTH & EXISTENCE - r‘lhe Human Sihmtl.on lﬂ. PHEN.
On the Logic’ of Hegel) {’f

- ‘-.., "

JSILENT RE‘-’. SUCH AS PR.EC_ p

e e / r : . [N
*“**p.l?O' ‘Sﬁegelian phil. reaects any rotion of j::jgnscen:iance' dtdaa rlgorous J:?
- ﬂ.,attempt to reémain on the gr_é,\lm’_ef_lmmnencuﬂmt—}owe—it. s ”,‘E
o Fealalwals) There is’no™ ques, of another Worlds there is no thing=-in-ttself, ' %

R < (o0 transcdiice, And yot Jiar Tinite human thought is(mot trapped in'yits own finitude
“d . Phil,, &sK} 34 thh very expression- w é \¥ Surpasses ithelP

t it rw' '.}.a c}.r% est.g»aig %ain
:: 4
\!r_ reas .m?re ?‘1. l_esu-‘adequatelyv 1t i“gw u}.l:r f:" ‘s.e_f?res
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6.

) why is it only historical in the sense of process
) 7 and why not also phllosophy of hlstory?
: ' f‘\ In ANy cece the final syllogism is o\manlfestatlon,

;_}syst;m. no qguancev~bui_ﬁnpggg§;gl;yhe 2 others hereforq1
8 Keason .ok!‘/r:al ty conceiving itself primarily &s- -c.‘ﬂ/] fo
Howt¥;;;fa;ﬁ?Wﬁﬁ?Er'”Eﬁ‘see—a'§ﬁ§6615¥I?€“ﬁ coudcy is beyond
‘ , , o me, In any case he concludes " therefore a system of C

P e (evolv1ng) subjectivity from the 2nd mode of manlfLstation of
v ‘ the "Idea" az it was developed by Hegel at the corclusion of :
his "Encyclopedia", Because of the essen lity of manifesta- ;|

tion ard the\absolut ue o¥ subjectiviity it is thus less
. metaphysics, though also not more ontology."

As for M, J. Petry, he spe?dé 50 much_tlme_aggigsj_zge ) e
translation of Par, S?Qjﬁénggggﬁgg_lchlen as logical prlncxp ¥
_ _ when it should only be logic that even when he says someth
R very pertinent on the final syllogism (par. 577) it is imnossib
R ' ' to draw any conclusions, Here however is the relevant mater a
*The idea of phllosophy. the Absolutelyp Universal for its
[;l;;. o middle terme-Self-knowing Heason = mediation which constim-
11;3;_ ) ' : tutes the focal point of the Engye..,itt—sheuld be nated is '
S ‘ not the A-I (see par. 236-244)\ but the self-thinking
E;_‘ o Spirit which is presented by Hegel as exhibi ing the
a T of the whole cycle of knowledge, ngat then is the part played
by the Idea, the Notion and the dialectic in Hegel's thznxlng?
++.It's the coincidence of the subject~matter of the work
with its central principle, The Idea is true in and for
itself; it is the absolute unity of the notion and objectlv1ty..
"w1thin the sphere of entering the phengm menology, correspondlng
to the A~I of the logic and the self-e8iRE1%ea or spirit
is life,
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