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EY.CERPYS FROM THE GrIMDRTNST

YOR THE YIRST TIMS IN EUGLIGE




YRONTISFIECE 7?OR

PHILOSCPEY AYD HEVOLUTION

“esswhien the niwrrovw bourgeols furn has been pculcd avay. vhat 1g
-:-,"ve'r'.'.l.ti:, 1¢ not tha universelity of neede, capacities, enJasments,
prodnc*ive povers, etc., el 1nd1v1dualu, produccd in univuraal ox—
cha:ngc? Hhat, ﬂ‘ not. th- full. development of humap control aver
thc !'ocrces or na.turo == those of his owm nature as vell an thoag
of. m-oalled "anturc"t wnai: "1 not- ‘the ‘abacluts ela‘born‘bion ar
hil ereathn diupoaitzcns. without any pmcmditions other than
nntecedent hintorical ovolut:l.on which maI-.ua the totn].:lty o'r 'thin
ovolution — d.a, the emlution of sll humni povers as uuch, winwa.
aured by ony mﬂoun!.? eutuhlishod vnrﬁutick -—An end in 1tselﬂ

Vhlt 0 this, ¢f not a oituztion vhere man dcea not revroduce hime.

golf :ln any deteminud form, but producoa his fotnlitﬂ “Where he
- does not peek to remain aorathing formed by the past, but is .'m the

ahsolute mm-emnt of becoxing?
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INTRODUCTION

Beé&uu tho trensformation of realify .'.Q c.:entral te the Begelian diae
1octi.c., Hegel's philogophy comes to Jife, over and over again, in all per~
100: of crisls end transition, vhen a nevw historlc turni.ng point has been
reached, wvhen the establiohed soclety ia dug up by ite roots a.nd e founda-
tion is lald for a nev social crder, The rm:t that there were-s record num- :
ber of Hegel studles, Hepgel publicstionu, Hegel transliaticns nnd'Heggl -con-_

greuea in 1970 c-isscroasing with cele'b"ations of lenin as a phﬂosopher,

w have sppea.red to be pure coincidence: 1t wss the two hundmdth annivar\-"”

. _1_‘ aary or Hegel's birth snd the cne hundred.th of Inanin 6. The ‘brute ract

R

hmvnr. is the a.ll-parvaniveneas of the world. cr!.ais -— econnmic, poli.ti-
t;al, racial, educstional, philosophi.., social. Not & sing].e fa.cet ot’ 11:!'e,
priscna 1n.c1ur1ed, was not veighied dovn by the crinis - and £1.n absolute o
oppoaite in thoup;ht. A pasa:lona.te hunger for a philouc-phy of J.ihrrat:lon dp-
henved. . o o K . .

Bot mauy professora of philoaophy may have related to t:ne Bol-érad
Brother who was shot down in 1971. But so ﬂeeplf rrounded is the Black dfn,
mnsion in u.‘baolute negativity,” in the desire for naw beginningn t‘vough
tha syllogistic regolution of a.liena.tion, that Ceorse Jackson's discova—y
.of the dialectic of liveration in that hellhole, San Guentin Prison, cen by
‘no means be brushed. aside na "accidentsl,” or as & Black Panther rednc_i_:ﬁ.m
of philosophy to political Maolsms auch as, "pover comes &.11. of t.he”‘barrel

of & gun,"” Hegel himself hed, after all, lived dwring a turning point 1‘:1"

world history as the Bastille was stormed snd the Great Frenth Revelution




Dua&mkayn i1.

initiated a3 nev a‘% expande in thought ns in the freedon of people.’ For

good ma'aufﬂcient reasopr the Hogelian dimlectic has been called ‘_‘ihe 8le
gebrs of revolution.”

I 1a true that the extraordinarily wide public interest in Hegol

{ond 1n the most remote corners of the globe as vell as in the netrapoles

‘of the world) has emerged vis Morx, Lenin and Mas.

It is not, however, true

that this nev public has stopped dead with theas and other intérpretationé .

'_cf' Hegel without ever bothering to rend amreh:lng by Hegel). Be they Blacks

. ox Women Liberati omnts, anti-wnr youth or rank and file la‘boreru -— ali,;

) those "new paasicns and nawv rorces strive to unite, philoaonhy n.nd. revoiu-.,:';.

tion: without which the ! aystem cannot be uprooteﬁ. ‘&nd h\man creu.tivit-y,- :-e-

'lessed, Hothing else can account for the today-ness of Marx's Hmnan:lum

Harx, the discaverer of 8 totally nevw cantinent in thought wm— H...atori-
ca]. Materinlism — grounded his philosorphy of liberutinn in the Eraxia o“
the proletariat a3 well as in Hegel's dialectic. At the outbresk or World.

H’ar I and. the nho:king collspse of the grea.t German Social Demcmcy, Ieni.n

- .. ' relt a sudden compulsion to turn to the Hepelian dim ectie ay he dug deep

o " for & new cancrete universal,” the concept of the population "to a zmn

who would not cnly uprcot capitalism but create a totelly new societ}'
+  The chjectivity of todsy's thirst for tkeary hes led this author to

vi.ev from the vantage point of today's needs both Marx's analysis of the

proletarian "quest for universality,” and the "in-itself-ness” of Hegel's

Abaolut;ss. Whereas these Absolutes a.i-e usually analyzed as ”ends," us ir

sbsolute nepativity were not inherent in them, this author views them as

new points of departure,

Absolute negativity is the inseparsble,
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ni.l»-peruuiva, Lm.nemt nctive force, the very reasen for being of Absclute
Knowledge, A‘bsolute Idea, A.bs::lute *{ind, Iecause Harx’a rootednala in, and
Lepin's "rctm" to Hegel at crucial historical moments illuminate the prob-
lem of our day, "che‘r philcsophic develomantn are as centrnl as are Hegel"
owm \rﬁrl.:a to this book's Part Ona, "Why Hegel? Hhr How?"

Part Tvo, "plternativaes,” n.ttenpta to see vhy both Mar:dst revolution~
aries — Leon Trotsky and Meo Tge=tung -~ 8nd & nod—!iaﬁdst philcsopher —
Jean-?aul 8artre, vho was Sust as deni*‘cuu of chenging rather thaan Just 1a-
terpret...ng the world — cou..d éo nothing to f£ill the theoretic void in the
ﬂarﬂs.t novement aubs" sting ever since the death of" Lanin, mich leas stop

the 3'.'obu:|. mfu'ch to atate-capitalism. The holocmut of World Wa.r II nob—-‘ :

‘ vithutanding, nu proletarian revolutions upsu'-ged mywhere to nat ~h the

anoma , f the “Rurad An Revolution that emerged out of World 'dar I. Whate‘rer
nev there mey have ‘oeen in Sartrean instentialism es philosophy. 11‘. vas
- no po:l.ariainp' ‘foree for the nnssea, a.nd. isolated from the masses , cou].d
breuk no new ground. A totally nev turning point i.n h:l.story was neeﬂed be-
rore those opposites, intellectual and worker, could reet. '
‘ It vas not until the emeruenca of a muvement from Eraetice in the mid- :
1950'3 brought the Humanism of ‘!a.rxiam and the Hegelisn dialectic front |

center on the hiaturic stage vith the Eaet European revolutions, £hat the

rev atage also in cognition becane sctual. BY 1960, "Africa. Year," and the
birth of a vhole new Third World, which also heralded the Black Ravolution
‘i.n tﬁe V.9., the upsurge wag ove whelning. EU.S. intellectuals, WNo, throur,h‘__
the MeCarthyits 1950's, hed Juxuriated in the euphoria of the Illusion ::r an_ :

"and of ideclopy,” were rudely ewekened out of their lethargy. A vhole nev




' Dlmns:?aknvn_

sanﬁ‘intim of molutiunnries, vhite a3 vell as Bluck, wag bom. ‘I'hefy re—A
fusad to meparate thelr o feelings of allenation in the ivory towers of
edueaticn from their omposition both te racism aud the United States' im- '
.i)g_rialiaﬁic i{a:j in Victnor. In a word, the movement from practice - vhethsr
it wao ir the form or.autrig‘nt revolutiona in East .Eumpe‘, in Cuba, in Afri-
en, or migsed revolutions in Paris and Czechoalﬁvakia, or revolts in Japen

and in the linited States — the movement peroisted, remaed to be st:lllnd

either :I.n preetice or in theoxv, It 15 thege "new passians and npew forces

that become central i.o Pn.-f. "'hree, "Er.mar.-.ic Reali. 7 and the Dinlecties of
Li‘ocration. _ :
I mast ctmreas that the tenptut:lon to begi.n ot the end. with the. im-

'::edlat-o concemns of our critical pericd, was hard to resiut for one, living

) [ P e I | ——— dem -
‘A W ddia whOES capirizicsz iz Pare S 14z .-.‘.'_',‘ :";2:.‘.::'- Dud 4a "“"" ““”“"

- w!.th the end would, in fact, have made it fimpossible to cmprehend the "why- _
nw of tlm "why Hegelt™ The pmoccupntiun with vhat Teen Tratuky cnlleo l
"the small coin of concrete questione™ has ever baen the road avay from mt;
the nvat:l.ca.‘l thaolutes of Hepsl, but the revolutionary principles of ‘-?ux"x.'
It war a0 during the 1ia.’e. and collapse, of the Se;:ond Internsticnal, It
'charwterized the Third International following the death of lenin, The
theoretic vold in the Marxist movement has peraisted to this day, when -nind-
1z2m8 aetivism thinks it is the znawver to todany's hunger for theory. ‘me '_
hard truth 1a that there is no way to work cut new beginnings without g.o‘.lns__
through whet Hegel called "the labor, the patlence, the seriocusneas é.mi nluf-".
fe'ring of the negative." Which is why the rature HMorx persisted in repeat="
ing lopg after he had broken swey from "Hepeliapnism" that the Hepelian dis- |

lectic vns "the source...of all dialectlc," and worked out his originsl
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proletarian philosorhy of liberation,

It hu alwvays been the beiief of this vritar that in our age, theo:-y
can develop fully only when gronnd~d in vaet tha nasses themaslyves are do-
ihg and thinking, 1 deeply Tegret that I cannot acknovledge by name the
Eazt Eurcpean Harxiat-Humanists vho collaborated in the vriting of Chaptcr
?III, "State-Capitalism and the East European Revolts,” For the chnpter,
"The Thought of Mao Tse~tung,” I anm indebted to a young schelar from Pe!d.ng,
Ct.iu-Chuo. vhem I :.nterviewed in Hong Kong in 1968, ana, ,vho then hel ped w:lth_‘
relearch. A for t.he laot chapter. 11-. had been turned ovar %0 the neir, - ‘
voicen of the Blacka, the :rnuth, th- re.nk and file voriers end \rmen'

nberationists, indeed two drarr.s of the! '.rhole work wers subnitted far die-

. EALOS Uty Al Tevoiubiuit £y us wugh Loeir worh sy mice,

: {

Janmiry, 972 o Baya Dunayevekaya:
Detroit, Michipan
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PART B

WHY HEGELY wny HOW?




'

CHAPTER T = ADSOLUTE NZGATIVITY AS NEW FECTENIAO

. "The aialectic of negpativi- " eeeinsofsr as it [our

"ty {4al the moving smod creat- age] has mnde us touch our
4ng prineipls. 1imiis Y shall ony that we

’ : : ere all matsphyaical vrit-

fust ea Prometheus, having 0rs... For metsphyuies 13

7 mtolan fire from hoayen, bee not s sterils diseunsion s=
. gins to Yulld Houses and set= ~  bout edstraect notions which

‘tie on the earth, sc philoso- " have aothing to do vith ex-

- phyy waving extended itself perdenco. It iam a livipg of=:

. te the world, turns esminst fort to embraga rrom within

. the appapeat world, So now “the haaan conditier in its

Cwith tha Hegelian philcoaophy. totallity. N
R ' -~ duTe ‘ e Jean-Prul ‘Sartre

’

History bas its o'-m woy of {lluminating a gorious work of

‘Q‘-ﬁmmép'r&. And the history of World War T -~ wniek, on the e
h‘nnd.‘c'su.ﬁeﬁ the coilapse of estsblished Marxism {the Germsn So
‘efal nmmg@), and, o6 the other hend, led th—oe jost militant tae
terialist of all, Lenin, to a new study of legel's idoelism =~ has
legsema for our duy. Lenin's study ed hix to t.he' conel;xsion thats
'intellls:ent {dealism is nesrer to inteliigent materialism than id
atui:td materialisn, P ptalectical 1;13&115::1 instend of S.ntailigent;

metophyvical , undeveloped, dead, vulger, static instend of utupid.".(n

‘1)1 heppen to have boon the first to translate Lenin®s philos
sophls commentaorics on Heael's vorks, snd I an using vy ovn trans-
lption, which appears as Appendix B In the firat edition of my wvork,
barxign and Fresdom, Beokmon, H.Y., 1358, p. 354, I will alse cite
The Torricinl” trrmalation which “lescov brousht out in 19613 leninta.
Collacted Yorka, (herenfter referrat to Just hy volume number), Vol.
30, p. E70.
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In sur dsy, iropically enou, there arw Negelisn scholars
‘\;ﬁo are £o eager to paturn Hegel to acodemis, cleensed of the
"“lnbn‘rliqnu"' #irut by Marz and then by Lenin, thst they find
thexsslvas in veritabvls nmeﬁnc vith "Camuniuta’_' vho, for their
ovn reasono, vish Tegal kept in o clozed ontologiesl verld, In
m.';y fRSE, u‘hethc:; e feeln that Eegaiiu.n philosophy iz sn Lopane
etzable closed ont;o:.ogv, or the open road from which to view sane
lind‘s dava.lomnt as o totality and zo turns to the dislectic, ol
"the algebze of revolution," the point in that Hegol hizaelf 414
‘not dlsplacs reality vhen he entarsd the realm of "pure thought.”
| Qu..ta thu contrary. 'I'ua pul]. ot‘ ub.]eetive htutory gmunded
lﬂegel:l.m 'phuosaplw in. t.he pr:lneiplo of rreedm, so mch s0 thnt
“tha snceealivé "mmi'eatntiona of the World Spl.rit" are foravnr
" ﬁ.ﬁ:ding themnalves inadaqu&ta to the task or realizing this prin-
cl.p.‘l.s« and pariahing." Tut thu pora the vu.r!.erl manifastatiens pe:\- :
'hh, the more "tho aelf-thinking Idea™ keeps rsnppclring, aspu"!.nl-
Iy {n "Coumunist” lands vwhere thq_' are {orever busy serarating the
"scleaﬂﬂa naterislisn” of Morx from Hepel's "systical Abzolutes,”
Hegel's Absclut=s have ever exerted o simultanecus force of attrace
tica end ropulesion, ..
This hute~love relationsnip has ceuzod not only meterinliota
but idealists, not ouly prasmatists but nec-Cartesisns, to cost a

veriteble ahrcud over “sboolute negativity." Eeooh time, hovaver,
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St .
.

u a d.n-p m-u euau !Fs the vora.d, the reuson Tor the mb!.n-
Jont attitude nomu out, Thus, during t!m Dapresaion, Chazrlss A.
Beaxd, in bis orser aa el for Tis Prcvclopaedia of Sootsl Sei-
anees, otressed that 1t vn. not Marx whe “imposea”™ revolutionary
inﬁzpﬁtat!on upon the Negelinn dinlecticy its vary nature ves
"revolutienasy,” fThus, in Cartesian ¥rance the most profound ese

e¥elopedio mind of the early 19th century, vha hed "translated®

 the Bovement of tha Great French Nevolutien into the dinlectic
'nthod, romnined very ‘10!1'1,? unknam nnt'l tha Daprenlun. Ho hu,

huwvcr. 'hun nrr mueh nn'u them nince that tim.. Jun !lyppo-

nm consid.ered it natural that i.n 1907 1n Itely, Benedetto Craea B

l!mld have tl:ouv,ht 14 vea time for "a ﬂna:. reckerning” with llegsl

ftmrd So Toudne and that To Nand tn 9_--_- PR ammmbiee o .n.-_--:z\ T

unforesecable was the “strange pa;rm!ox {that] Hopel w;ul.d hecane
-.l_lsoe.‘.s'tad with the exictentialiot current vhose pracursers had
begn eritics of the Kapelian ayatem."(e’

It 48 true that Exintentinliaw, fiom its origing in the re
1!510;11:.3 of Kierkegaard, throunh Hetdapror's ontolégicn _B_u_ggﬂ
md Timae, to Snrtre's revoluticnary elan, was a ravolt mzainst

1
Hepel's syntan. Yot after Deinz and 3 Hothineness , nﬁ:er Sartra's

exporiences in the Rasistance and {n the postver perfod debates

T LTl ARt = v sk

4
(2 ‘Sae Jeun Bynpolita's Preface to the Enclish edition of
Studies on arx and Ferel, trens, Ly John O'Yeill, Bmals Books,
ole » 1969,

R s
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wvith %muun. ideclogues, sm:-n found 1t necenaery to exp:'ean

his ..ndi.:mut:lm at the trivialitics uttored about the Abwolutas

e ge unfcrtunata thet a men cen st1ll vrfte today thnt the ab.

sedute ie not mam,(3) On the face of it both subfectively and
U.muld $einn,

objectively {Lhe !!es!ntnncc_), Existantt a.l!un)ﬁshuum havn bmu

arsayn o Marr's sharp dfstinction botveern seonemic solutions —

abolition or pﬂ.nta oroperty - and cnntive buman relationships,

espacially s the maturs Marx expressod it: "the development of
humn pover which s its own end, the true reala of freadon.“(")
hhr ve uu on elyso \rhy Exhuntinlim aigd rot then oome
tﬂ ;ripn vith Yearx's cyn expressions thnt Cogummisn vas "not the-
‘_;.onJ. of humar dev‘elﬁment', ‘the form of hwnan sooioiy.” Hare it
25 SUTicieint v noie lisal duriag tne turoulent decnde of the
1060'5. 1t vas no lmzar enough to eot ax L "Men fs ahsolute”
meant enly the individna.l rether than social, historic man and
vemen., The "lack” that Existentinlisnm folt wez net mo muohk in
1ts mlationahip to Hegnl-Marx, as 4t vas to extating reallty, -
And L% 13 thiz leck which also characterited tha new feneration
of revolutionaries i{n tha United States. 8o integral 1z ampiri.

cisn, 8o & pert of the very organisn "Anerican," that aven those

who wish to uproot capitelinm -~ the youth vhe have becoma sware

(3)a1euats i
£ ons, IV, trnns. by Benita Ilaher, Goorge Brasille »
HoYa, 1065, p. 315, f

U')P'nrx Canital, Vol, ITI, trans, b7 Snmurl “{core ani Rdward
Aveling, Lhru-lm o herr nad Compeny, Chicago, 1915, p. 954,
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of themselves as ﬁoluttomiu through relating thelr feelling

of slienatim in .mn‘dm_ia ts Marx'a theory of plﬁn ql{enitim

’ -n-‘ ptill separate vhat history has jolned togatheri Marxfa bepine
nings sa n‘ "nev Humsnim” snd the eulminatioo of the Megelian
philooophy 1‘:‘:' the Ahu;:lube Idea, At the seme tims, the natur-
ity of the age compals s confrontation with existing reality and

witk the Tapelisn-Marxian Aialentie,

his is not to ssy that we ¢en dismiss cut of hand the cone
tentlon that Hesel’s Absolutes ere o mere rantstmﬁt of Aris-
;tctle‘é Ai:solutel ;' ir n'ot A thrmfoue)..:lto_Plnto"a co:;uept of phil-
esopher-king, which refleeted Greek so.sce:r ‘vhere slaves did all”
thu labor and the intelleetual e].au, who did4 zo labor. d!.d 111

t.m gniwlup:.:.ung. Thet whie Givieiuvi Latusin mantad =md genuel

hbor has charmeriud all soo:l.etles. eapacially ours, is hardly
_"dia'p\i'.‘.nbh.. Bqt the gensral principle dowc gct explain the cone
mta questions why, am a._u.guinst the (reek phiiclasaphers ¥ho re-
| sialn in acadenia, are thare conntant, multiple and new rabirths
.of Hegsl atudiea? If, as lisgel oxprescas it, "nothing is either
coaceivad cr knovﬁ in its tnith, except inscfer es it i3 voaw
pletely subject to method,"(3) why not subject Herel's Absolutes

{0 that method? ¥hy not roll the film of Jegel's Adsolutes back

(E}The Science of loeic, trans, hy W.H, Johnsm ad L&,
. Btruthers, “acnillan, defeq 1951, Vol, 1I, p. 4E8, (All citoe
tiona are to this edition.)
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o thelr iyt crucm,l rublie appearsnce in The Fhenoe

menoloxy of Hinéd und m‘b.jccf. Abuoluto Fnawhdp.a to ﬂm tostr

© Wy ot tost the 1oad.= of Hurel'n uciencu of Logic, itz Abso‘.lnto

tdes, and 1ts "oalf-1lberatioa” at the apex of him syatem, Abso=
Iute Mtadl '

Xo mattezr whet flegel's ovn intgntiansl, fpo].it:&cu.!. COR OV
tism, speoulative theodicy; i the discovarer of sbesoluts nogv:-
uﬁty haa'am elained the knovledge of produsing "uﬁ-uez.ea,'
hov eunld ha have stap'pad the cenaelus motion of 4he dialeatie
:ﬂﬂt hncaxme hiu pen 'aachml the end. of his '-‘nevnlgmeé.m of PhiL-
__ghicul S‘eiencast In' nny cnse. vhat ve hmu to do 18 exmno
Bag'e_li:n ph:!.louophy as is, {1ts movenent, Hc need ta do thu nat

:Ior Ulﬂ 'II\V UL u'a‘-k' HI.‘I Ton oy uc—l‘:--- ‘-'-" _—a t!'.‘ b4 whn m

1n need or a phi.‘.loacphy to meet the ehallensc of our times, tht
mn Ba 1 .1 cox:tupcrary in what madn hin #o alive to Harxt the -
eoa.enqr of tha dinlectic of negativity for a periol of pralatarl.nn
rmlutiog,: an ven a3 for tha Tpipihetime® of history in which
Hegal itved, ‘MHarx uafar tirad of repeating that 1t vas imposale
ble .“ turn cne's bock on the icgalian philosuph} becsuse 1% had
penetratel draply into tﬁe actual movesient of history desplite How
gel's ovn "estranced insisht,” Because our hunzer for theory
arinas ocut of the totnlit:f of the prasent global crizis, Hepal's
"Absolute othod” becorwes irrssistinle, The fact that aven

sinple journalistic analyses reach for "sbsolutes,"” like the de-

seription of our ers ss cne that is both an age of "ravolution in
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'rdvoxnum o~ nd "comter-revolution within revolution,® rerlscti

m on.,ccuw eaupnlsihn for a new cminntiun of Eeg-].'n canc.pt

of 'momu nas;ntiﬂtr.

S CE T high time to sncovnter Hugel on hism owvn grouad - ﬁhc

Abzoluts Mathol =~ vhich 1o supposed, &t ane md the sam tine,
_be 1n sonstaut motion, and 1] "adamans” s to rafuse to bov to any

A‘blolntc Sub"tanca. This is because, preclsely becsuse, it s tlw

eiaho“lc of tha SubJect. the gontinuous process of becmins.
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. .

' Eegr%*.oh A w= The Pﬁmmnolow of ¥ind, or Wrinces of Consciousness

Sux epoeh !.s a birth~tine, end rn -
poriod of trmnsition. e spivit >
o ) I of man has broken with the old ordar B 1
S e . of things hitherto orevailing, sud S

toL o with the old vayn of thinkinge.. - -

- Hegel

'Dle ?henumologv of Yind end The Sciencu of Lorlec ~ neaal.'l

"vqmp or diuumry md Pin 1ortc ef strnet cate-;or!.as -— are 8
wmu for =00 . "to let tho dead burr thy dead“(s) w’hile the li'fing K

gn rorth te meot the challengs of the ..i-ms. ‘od g:lva ear to its ' !ﬂ

POttt atal neman oy N('” rhu- whara The Ynfenne nf tmr{n is w!.thont

e e "ot

"coumtim of sanne." the axeltement of the actusl, of the arrie B
_ "rnl of a. nev cpoch, pemautea the whole of, thc ‘Phenmcnalog So
"_ slive {5 this "presence” in the strupnle, a life and death. strat-
: gla, of conaciousnens with the objective vorld, vith uelt-csnselous;- e
:L o -‘ .nass, with Other — be it bhetween "Lordship and Bondage," or hee s
tvean self=consclounness and §ts own unhappinaauz' no exciting are

.

theae "Experiences of Cmscic;unneas"(s) =~ higtoricsl and "sbaolute,”

{6}
They Phenonenclory of Mind, trans, by J.D. Baillin, !acmillan,

london, 1931, (hereinaftsr r’ferred. to ns DPhenomenolozy}, pe 130,
_fee also The Selencs of losie, Yol. I, pe 303 “Jhore Are 0o trecas o

in Ing,tc of the nev gpirit vhich haa arigen doth in Legrnlng ané in
Lifa,”

(7 '
)Icctures on the History of Philosonhy, trans. by E.S. Inle
dane and irnncis N, Cimaon, Hunanitiea, H.Y., 1755, Vol. III,

P 583,

(a)ileml'a srisinal subtitle of the Theuomnelory,




9.

1n074énid and wnivereal, all bresthing the Merld Sparis® vhoss
“ine h2a conu® == ﬁ?:_at the reader la resdy to follow Tegel upen
th‘. leag, twrtuma, é,SOO year trek of Woztern philosophy. WYe

follow frax 1%s birthplaca in Gresce around 500 B.C. to {ts leap
to tatal fresdor {n the Great Prench Revolutiam of 1789, to 1806/

.ﬂnnr Hapoleaon entersd Prussls oa horseback Just as Hegel ves com—

- "’éi;f-ipg the Fhenomenoioay,

It bacomes 1:1105@1!)10 to separete reality and apirdt, not

. tecausa Hepel has .:lmpasad-np'irit upan reality, but tecsuss spire

_"f it is iimm'qnt fn reality. Throughout Pﬁénnmanolm_:x' 'a 16L yany
P g?i_gm_qe, Fihe immenent i-hyt!m of the moment of nonpepiunl A
_ thﬁ}ah%"(,g) hes cast a spell ou critics and followers alike.. Thie a

: . ; discoverer of Histortcel Matarialism. Kard Merx. critictzéd the

' Ve

04 meterialiam for its fallure to grapple with actuality, which
led to the "notive #130"{1%) bosngs doveloped by Tdeslioms

(glm«nmunolo_g, e 117,

(m,"'nw raln shorteoning of all materialism up to now {includ-
ing that of Peuorbach) in that the obiect, the reality, sensuouge
ness, 1o conesived oanly in the form of the objeet, o of tho intula
tion [Anechanu'}:_]; not howevar ao sousuous human agtivitw, praxisg
not subjectively., Hence the sctive cide wan developed nbatractly
in oopasition to meterisliem by idoalinm... Feuerbach wonts scne
Buous objects reallvy diztinet from the objects of thouzhty but he
does not conrelve of humen activity itself ns en activity aired nt
‘obiectn {gecehntindlicha Tatickelt]... e therefore dosd nob oome
prehiond the aimmificance of ‘revolutionery,’ practicslecritical ac-
tivity," I have uned Nicholas Iohkowicr's translation of Maprx's
Theven on Fousrbach not only Legausn 1t 42 an excelliont transliatinn,
but elno Haenuse the particular chapter hea a eritique of Sidney
Hook*s "questionable way of procenaing” on the whole question of -
Marx's Philorenhis-lnemomic Manuazerivtn, Sese Tlcholns Lebkoviez,
Theory nnd i'rnotice, Lizwors of & Sangpat Tros Aristatle o Marx,
University of Lotre ianm, Lonion, 147, Pe 423, Luy| Tdg,




Dunsyavekeys : o T 10,

The Fhenonensloxy is...the hidden, still wnelenr
even to itsell, end mystifying eritical vhiloso=
phy. Hovever, 40 the extent that it holds rast
the alienation of Man == oven 11 'ian appedrs only
in the form of Snirit «= to that extant all ele-
ments ol criticism 1lie hidden in it and are often
slready Drepnyed end yorked out in a menner exe

" tending far ncyond the iierolign standpoint, The
sectione on "inhanpy Consclousnann,” the “llmor\-
sble Consciocusness,” the sirupple batween the "now
ble” and "hasa" consclousness, etc., ete,, contaln
gsritical elemants -~ although ntill in an alienat-
éd form «= nf vhole spﬁfrq? 1ike Relipion, the
Btate, Civic Iife, utc. Co. ‘

In a word, daapﬁa the fact that Man iz novhere present in
the Phanm:mlow; daspite the fact that Heml a.nnlyses thu davelw
or:unt of conscionsnen and self—eonneiounneu es d!.uenbodiarl apire
.1tﬂ da-piu the faet that Treadom and ‘!ul.uon likawise appear a8’ l
sctivitien of the ninds despite the fact shet Heel's "estranced
!nsisht" hes cemught only "theé abstract, logicel and speculative 8x=
pren!.on for the movamant of hhtary," Yarx concludas that the dia—
hctie roveals "tran:candenee a8 zn cbjectivas movement.™. Marx did
not ningle out trnnneendance 83 an objective movument marely in Or=
der tc show vhat waz "behind” the struzples of conecfousness and
self=gonscicusnass «- mankind's sctual hictory. Marx was also ar—l
guing agninet the narrov nmeterialiets who had failed to sce self-

_development in actuality, just as they had

un?'nr: Critique of the Heomlinn Dinlectie, I hanpenad to
have heen tho Tirat to trannlate into tnslish tne nov=frmous Ccono
mic~Philasonnic I'anunerinta, 1Chli, and I an quoting from wy trang-
dation, vhich anpaurs in Arpendix A, “‘arxiam nnd Tresdon, 1953 edi-
tion, p. 3069, Since thon, many trannlations have Eeen published
Ree Bibliep-rnphv for a listing,
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" #ailad to see it in thé atruggleu‘ of consclounness, In contrast,
undarstmding the fact that no outuide force propels a mvemaut
forvard allcwed ilegel to see the davelcpment of tho.xrht. as paral-
101"‘1’) o world history.

Whether one acceptu Harx's eritique and sees ths rmltitudai-
aous stages of alienation — of subject and object, of Conscioug=
.néﬁs -and Seif-Conncib\mness, of reason and revelution, of Spirit
An Belf-Estrmgemnt, not to mention the divta on within the Abso-
lute .ltsel:r we BB B0 eutmgﬁd" insight into nelf-»davnlopmnt of
lahm and 1tn production -eln.t.!.cnn; oxr vhethar one remains with R
Hegel, cnnﬁnerl to the resln of thuught; or. whethsr one ‘bmm to

Bartra’l eoneept of "Other" as “ﬂel]. ix other pecple the eru=-

A - — P e

-l—! el s -ln - o B -
- e GHaY -uun' Av-ﬁ u-u-; uuubv s yurouvuu..numa-uuu.

r FIVIV A g
development, thara is a eorruaponding hintorif.- ntnm, but also
4hat thought molds its experience in such & manner that it will

ngvar a’ga:ln be poqni‘ble to keep these twvo oppasites ‘dp seperate

_me:lmn. The mathod of uniting the twt; dinlecticslly is irresia-

tible because it comms from within., Although the historic per=
1o2s are not specified by Hepel, neither ere they "superimposcd”
on the stages of consclousneds. History renains the innermost

core of all of Hegel's philcaophic catepories. J.N. Findlay in
sbgolutely correct when he wvrites that, "uch of the intense cbe

scurity of Hepel's text i3 here [section on Spirit in SelfaLae

trnngement] duo to the concesled presernce of an historical

uz)llegol. Lactures on the Histery of Philemaphy, Vol. III, p. shT.

13335
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‘rmorh "u ) Ta = vord, Nurxists and con-Harxists alike have:
£rauped the truth the deeply mted hlatorieal eccatent of Hapelw
is. phncsophy

Beususe Hegel vae unelyrming u.nivnrauﬁ a3 not separate

fren the individual's “cxperience,” a single stage of alienstion
gote as great e 211umination m'doaa iueuatim a3 & totality,
How azny emreueé ~~ from Josieh Royca's religious preoceups
t:lon vith ths “(:ontmte Corseiousnesa™ to Herbert Harcuse's pra=

ocmrputian with "technologleal raa.lity" end {ts &uegecl "Conquest

“nof
or tha Unhappy Conaciousness, n{14) havaﬂdependad on Hapel's Ali-

ummd Goul or Unhegppy Ctmaciounneua? : A '

'I'ha ucnstu.nt raa.ppearmce of onm and the ame nawnent —
the dillnctic aw u. eentinuous process of aalf-devalment, & pro-
: _ceg_g,'.of devulujment through eontradletion, through al;tenn{im,
thraugh dx;uble neém.tion - hcn::l;:s with aenze-certnin-ty and never
 ptops its ceaveless motion, not even at 1ts apox, Abnolﬁtc ¥nowe
ledsa.' It is-the dovelopment of mankind's hintory from boudage
to freedem. It {a the developmont of thought from the ﬁeneh

Ravolution to Cerman Idealist philosophy., It in Hegel trange
forning the Aialectics of the Prenech Revolution into "Absolute

Hethod,®

{13)

uh)(he Dineusfional *an, RBeccon Press, Enaton, 195L, np, 55-33.
Cfs the 1941 anaiysisg or alienation in Marcuse's Roason and Nevelu~
tloa, a3 well as A Yote on the Dinlectic." the 1960 preface te that
work, Beacon Press, Beston,

Yorel: A RosBwamin ...1-:m. {1558), Collmr, N.Y., 19G2, p. 119,
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The plenituda (and. aufrorir:g) ol congseicusness in selfede.
. valupwant that Heml ‘hns gathercd toaather for his "Sciancc of the
!x:.trience of Cousciousnmes™ allows fur a great variety of intere
pretatizon (vory of'tan by the nme discerning mﬁnr upca gach re.
reading of s passage), Eut such varied annlyaus can be mada Lo

canne, nnd xly becaune, Beral crested hia dinleeti.c out of 2 most

palnstaking and riporous examination of the movensnt of no lons .

fthm 2.500 Years of history. Tha tact that this loborions deveie
Opnant or mankind culninated in the period of the Fremch Rava)u-
tlau drm the geniur to breax with tha :lntrmreruion of his ph:L'l.o-—
;anhie contemporariea. ‘
- Vere one avan to 20 to the ex‘reue ﬂnd nnparin'poae Junt "\ro
d:lv:lsiona upou the whole of the Phenome_r;p_logy, aven thia vould not
- bo ')lrang. Thus, "What Happons Up o the Day of Revolutiont"
".eould be the haﬁding over Consciousnel_:s. Self-Conagiousneas ard
~‘Roason, and all the remaining stages of developmont e Spirit, Re=-
ligion, and Avsolute Ides ww could then he titled "™ihat Happenas Af-
'to;‘-tho Revolution?” Zven such overstimplifiestion or, 1f you wish,
vidparization, would not be violating the apirit of Hegel, provide
ing 1t vere done for the purpene of penetrating Hcgel'a analysin
of the dialectic of devalopnmt of pethod nx aelr-mmement. For 1t
is the self-davelopment that 1s the 8us and subatance, the soul and
apirit ot the diglectic, in thouc;hf a3 in 1ife, in history as in go-

clety, in philooophy as in Uternture, A1l of vorld history was to
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ﬁnéol a tiatory in the "progress and tha ccuscicusness of freew
do, W15
8o ateepel in histonr, ce vieh in experiencen spnd profound

in phi'.lbuophia panétratim. 2o simlzansovnaly individual snd uni-

werpel eare the cndlass forms of allienatiom, from the "Unhappy Con=

sciouz:;esu" thi-ohgh "the giddy vhirl of perpetually self-creeting

dim:dar" of Scaptielsn, to the "Spirit in Celf-Datrangenent,”

. ue the ‘vhola history of world’s culture is traverssd, that 1t 1o
"impozsibie here to tollow ﬁegei'l mititudineus development sven

“ hlfaht &n’tune;  For orur pﬁrpmish 4t vill be suffiefent to-at-
| t.upt to oone to grips with m:aolute Knu-;lad:;a where, if va ara

to beliwa "tha mterlm.iatn." the Absglute uwallowed the uctnal

a +he

. work of the scademic acholurs, the Fhoncmariblo;fg proves itsol? to

e e speculative theodicy 4o the essential forn of & metaplysicas

SRS -Jhr1’lr‘:‘;}“::¢m'm

us}%e Philomophy nf I!!svow. trana. by J. Sibree, Willey, H.Y..

a9k, p, 12, So naturnl do nctuel revolutions come to mind when one

is vriting in so eritieal a period as Germany_in the early 1520's,
thet Rarl Fersceh, in-guoting Hegel on the viev of (erman Ideallsm as
8 vhole « "pevolution was lodped and expressed as if in the very
form of their thourht," =~ pussionatnly strecssed the faot thot Hegel
vas "not talking of what contemprorary bourceois historisns of pailo-
sophy like to eall a revelution in thought - A nice, quiet procesn
that tnkes place in the pure reulm of the atudy ond far svoy from.
the crude realm of reoal strupgles, The groatest thinker. produced by
bourgecis aaclety in {ts revolutionary perlod rererisd 'revolution
in the forn of thoupht' as an ohjective conmonent of the total sow
oinl proeoss of a real ravolution.” ‘laexinm snd Thilesonhy, (1923},
Huv Lert Review Hditions, Loadon, 1970,

P 381.
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e vy, si':'i'éns!,ng tlta£ recollaction of all stages of &ev'e':_lqmrenélia'an'a' o .

T :"";‘ Dmayevakaya

of procass md"m;hod."-um “The truth is that novharn is the
Mﬂtoﬁn charsetes of Hegel's ph#.llolcphic cetogories more evident
thun in- Absolute Enceledgs. Marx, vho certainly did not fail to
see that the chaﬁter "aontains both tha suaration Qn.d. the. t,ful.nte!-
. sencs of the Pimuo?;nolu ," singled out mbaplute nepaiivity as so . . .
osverpovaring a "result” that, though the viulen mr“abatract" znd .
"eairanged®, nevarthelecs one could not escape "the movenment of
Msm.“ Let us enter then that gacrosenct intellcetusl haven

s ind Seo for curselves, this tine not _Jﬁst in fzint outlirne, bﬁt in

. detatl.

e ﬁegel ’tfaéina a.ud-._ands the rinai‘ chapter, "Abzolute anleﬁgn,

e ‘- vay ;f g:;uping the method of hov the oppositfon between nelf-aca=
é.'c:l.'uum;ess and its objeet is transcendsd in life, Ho beging his T

'i'e‘ca.ll with the firat ‘Bectim. with irmedinte "unse-uxperinnéu“ .

_ and ite ralatedness to "ﬁlner." partly as porception, und edsen=

tially as understanding. IIuwéver‘, instesd of going en to the next
ae'quenc'el-- el f-conosciousness, eithar 23 1t oapresses itaelf oo

: 'Lordéh!.p and Bendage, Stoiciam, Scepticism, or the Unhappy Cone
soiousneas « Hepel stops in order to drav out vhat iz the qﬁin—

tessaatial, not miy of fection I, but of the sntire Phenomsnolozy

(16 ’Sec Reinhart Klemene Maurer, lscel und des Fnde der
Genchiabte: Internretationen zur Phacnonenoloesic, CTtuttgartederline
Colorne=taing, b5, p. vo. cloce $he pard that concoerns us 43 the
inpeniocus analysis or the finsl three naragrapas of The Unecvclonae-
din of ¥nilogonnienl Delencen ané how these are supposed to relate
t0 the Ihencionelosr, we will return to !lsurar's work when ve deel
with Thn Piilosonhy ef 'lind,
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nnﬁ, :mo.nu. _ x‘ the vﬁﬁli:'syiiéﬁ. not a vags of v'*!.ch had yet

been vr:lt*en. Here 1: vhat he writeat
. 'l'hs' object a3 a vhole i the mediated result
{she syllnm.nm) or the paveing of universale
ity into individuality throurh npecifiuntiou,
also the roverce proczos Trom the individual,

to unimrx_m]. t."xrmﬁlhcaacalled indtviduality
or specificstics, ‘

The decoptive uim-,ilieity.or this logical conclusion is 1lke~
iy to cntuh the reader unavere thnt. Rngel i3 hers ‘ntrodncing thn
thret central caterorie.i w= the Uni\'crsu.l. Particular and Individ-

Ul ~= of the tad yet mwritten Science of Logle, It 28 to le

noted tlmﬁ. though thesa categhries are bound togather into a 31w

"'lﬁsjla‘m. caet; remalns 1§901f, or more pmcinelar._ nc.ne‘is redueibie |
‘:.to tno otbar. Ease'i. undarncores t‘na fn.ct t.hnt doubl-s nemtion.
-'_V.‘aieh chmctez-izes the mvamnt from Abetract fthe Uni.vnmal) to -

: ,thrs conarete (tho Indwidnnl) "thrnueh upeeiﬂcstion" (the Paﬂ:i—

culnr). helds Srue alao vhen the process 18 reversed, In & \rm'd.

-neaation of the nevation. not Teynthanis,"” aJ.no chnre.etaﬁ.un "t'nn “

mrse process- fron the indivifuel o the universala "(18) -In hls
-pummation, Hegel denonstrates that this du 0o in svary single
stege of the devolomwuoent, and, therzfore, fros the very first sec-
oo to the lmst, it ia this wiich chavecterizes the yhole of the

(a7 )Phuno-meuolor:r, ne T,

(185,44,
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Phefionenalozy. {19} -

' 1% 1a aructal to arasp this sovement from the avstract to
the coucrets ns n s6)femovensat, and not to vies 1t a3 AT it ade
fmr_m to sm-.sort of‘ﬂtatio‘triédie form, 'l‘!-mw,h 1t was not
Hcg‘al,-buﬁ Fichte and Schelling, vho zpoke of phillovsophy a3 a
development of thesiowentithesis-syninecis, this atatement Las
oﬂ’an ﬁaen nisread as an expreszion cf the Herelian dialectic.

We must stop s momest longer to show that ths three cnterories

w{20)

mqntiénua here _nra.'éot [ ";riplic!ty, net & synthesis; not

- + aynthatie comnition, but the dlalectic of aelf-dminpmt through

7 m doubla. regation. - No mattsr what tha phenonsna are, thourht
. molds the form of experience 4n a vay that determincs both the .

. ‘(,]"g}l’or the modt cencrete working out of the relatlonshin of
.+ the Frazch Revolution to the Phenomenolorv, soe Jean Hypnolite, -
© . fendae et Strusture de la Phonomenclocie 4o Heral, Totrodustion a
-, A= Philozoohie de JVilisgadive de daral, Shost Who 46 not Enow
" French should consult Hyrpolite's Studlon in Yorx aid lerel, gSe
peclally the chaoter on "he SimiTichnee of tir Fronch Revolile
tion in flesel's Phenomenclosr,” and the one on "The Concent of
Life end Exintence in erel.” Tha latter coacentrates on the
‘section on "Lordshily and Rondshin,” on which Eyppolits commentsi
"Hers we cnn gem the conerete girmif{cance of the Terelion nrin-
ciple of noepativity, lepel's synten, far from dbeing a legomachy,
is & logle of the life of thouent,” (p. 17) '
(Eo)lmter, when we pranple with the Loaie, we shall hear Hagel
laugh at the vhala conmtruct of triplicify, insisting that 1t 4s
really a quadruplicity: "I number i3 awnlicable, then in the
vhole course this necond irmmedfints 48 the third tern, the flrat
fmiodiate and the nedi{nted heinz the othor termz, Dut it ia nlso
third of a aaries councand besides of Tirat (or forusl) nerativa
ond abaoluts nesctivity oy zecond ne2zative; nee, since the former
{the £irst nemutive) &s ftenlf the second term, “he third torm oy
now be esunted as fourth, and the abuiezct form of it may be taven
a3 a quadrunlicity in plaes of tpinlicitr. Tho Selengas of Tnrie
Vol. II| Pa h?ao

13341




e —

b et b i e e i Lk it R e 2

i

‘ mn;yﬁnkayl - 18,

up&ﬁnce snd Tthe vays in valch qmmziammu rust ¥now the

cbject A 1tlolf." Nor is the negation of ths nepation a "Hulli- ‘
ty," o otue xac-!tiw ts contaiuned in the nemti;:-a, which is tﬁ. nath
‘to » new terinning. Thia eharncterizen-not only the _p_-;r_i_._e_.l but 1ifes
or, more ecorvectly, {¢ 13 n rovement in tha lorlz, in the Pheng.
mannlosy, o .in dialectics in renaral, heceuse it in & fact of
nistory as of 1ife. Tt is ceaselead noven-m:., n veritshle con-:

ti'umus rrvolution. It is 'chu lifeolocrl o! the dia.lcctie. This

15 not; Nec;-_".:ﬂ "Mw'l"‘mnmd" 1% upon hh »r!.c or thn "h:mo—

nenolow » or ] The Encrelopedis of "‘::ilam ieal Setanew, It 18

tha nmure ot dzvaiopmnt. It ia a’ ‘fact of :lfa. T

Ravhu; underlinad %this pethod of grnspinx tha object." Haw

el Db mm wmmk o sk

sﬂ.l- lenu wne I‘!'IBU!I:' BBUR LU wes ;:‘l”..u‘“.““ ST Clampt vy —-
t’&a stago of Reazon vhare he had nade hin eritique of the ph!.lo-_ |
ophios banad on mn-e ezo." lle notes 4hat "the ronent” cane be-

fore consclousners aa Pura Insirht and o 15.;-"ztenment, which is

nore relevant to onrx n.ge.(ﬂ)

_ This enlishtennent cemledes spiritis salfe
satranzonent in this roals, too, vhetier apirlt
in nnli-n]hnnt!m' turna to awek iis safaty a3
to a region where 1t beconen sonseloua of the
paace of salfecquivose. Pslirhtenment upsets
the hounrhold srranpemonts, whicn wplrit ear-
yiea out in tha houne of ralth % vringdng In

(21)1p tnlking to workink cluss (especlully Llaci) smdiences,
I have found tha folloving quntation {s not only srong the nost
popular sections, lLut sls0 hrings out the root coxent e shmples
from their liven. ilee Ldaeck/Ted Confavercn, Tleve #nd Lottern,
Detroit, 1264,
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the goods and fminhi?gg)halangiag to the
- world of Hero and Now.

he point ia thet in esmsh cado, thera ves no resclution
of contratlction. It tumo out to be but first negatfon sxd -
aust undergo & seccnd negation, Thun, thoush the Enlightennent
"upsets houschold arrangements in the house of falth" and sue
eseded in "bringing in the goodsr and fumishinys beloaging to -
the vorld of Here sud fov," "purs culturs” could not nemate
“the "uaiversal fnversion of reality and thoupht, their entire -
intrangmnt. the cne froa fhe othar™y
| ¥hat s found in this aphers is that nef{ther 1
tha concrete realities;’ stnte-pover and wanltl,
nor thelr determinate aonceptions, mood and
bed, nor the consclcusnass of good and bt

the conselousness that is noble and the conw
sotonensas thod 42 Benal oiopane =aay trusy;
it 40 -found that all thase moments are inverte
ed end trimnmuted in ona'ingo the ?ther. and

~each 1s the eppoaite of ituoif, 23
o heaven i reached st the end of the hiphway of all other

steres of nlienation. 'I'hé needad revolutionstal‘} never end, Asg

(aa)Phéuomnolow,r. P 512,
(Ea}m‘,‘!’.' Dc Shln

(b)y, doubt llspel would have obiscted to the vord, revolution,
but he himeel?, in the preface to the Phenorenoloey (p. 108} fosra
that his descripntion that "the methol i nolhine else then the
structure of the whole in its rure and eessntial form," when con~
trasted to his conzidoratior thas 4 therto the nussticn of philouc
phicnl method wam Asale wisn in shcolutely chanlescont forms, "oy
prrisps seam somewhat boagtrul op revolutionarr,..” o kept deny.
ing thin, Yat, in tae Tacveloowadin, e bonsted thet Ythousht dee
prived exfatine inatitutiong of <hair Tores.  Conatitutionn fell a
victin to thourhti: relipfon vas azzailed Ly thourht..., Philogce
vhera wore accordingly banighed or put to death,as revolutionists..,"”
(Para. 17, Addition)

13343
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R Hagel hinself éiprnﬁua {4 in his Leetiuren on tis Hatery of Fhilw

All molu*'i.mn, in the ucicn\.an no leza then
. in genaral hisiory, originete caly in tiils,
that the upirit of man, for the undersgTanding
sud comprehenaion of himself, for the poagoow
' giag of himael?, has now aitered hiis catepor=
jes, wmiting niruelf in a truer, éc@pur, nore
intoinaic relation with himself.(<?) .

"he crux of the matter is that thia goevenment through double

mgati.an eharnctarizas t.he trmucmdenoe of each staxs of aliena=-
ti.m as vell en tha wmole Science of tha E:rperience of Coascicusw

neu, ' not eaclud*nw tha Ahsolute, though the goal has haen

___-_._._....——&-—-—-——-—"——

'-raaehed nnd a now unlty of' cppozites ae‘uleved. Ir there 1- "in:d.-

fa

7 ~Jy to be "a releane, (26' & plunge 1nto ‘Presdom, :t cm cons m:Ly

Tamh --o q-n-l‘-ﬂ l\’

0.\...-..-.\- e dtrnsmmrm et ol Fodemoms at  memshden sl ol e
o — marta ee

. W uu;,u wiaw WEue ueamacan b e e — —p‘-w—v
K

oppoaiten revenls that the opposi’oim fu within, .

. 'n:e wercoming of tha opposition can only ocour thrauah B
;t_ﬁ. ‘mmu;h the roference is emly to ‘the activity of thougut,
pmtica. does hers beccme x;lvots.'l. Niction,” writes Hegel, "ia
the, firat inherent division of simple unity of the notion, end
the retwrn cut of zm; atvision."(2T) It vould sproer that this
weanns asction in ‘:haught‘only. Regel, nc the young Merx put it,
"has separated thinking from Cudject,” from the human heing who

thinks, oand by smuch "3ehumanization” of ideas haa created the

{25)

ms)?ﬁnnn‘:&:’:n]orﬂ', p. 408,

‘27 ).Ih‘l d, e 703,
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111u-10n‘-f.hat‘ the sctivities of knowledge can transecend the ali.

eaa;ted vorld, vheress 1% can oly be abolished by acticns of real
- peopla, He‘rarthelesu, even tith!.n Hegel's ahutrac_t#ons, one'.caa-'
not. help but fael the drive of exiatenr-e =~ time and reallty. He-
291 conoidera them integral 4o "the last erbodiment of apirit =e
Msolute Knovledge " and notes that science does not sppesr in
t!.ne und In reality 4111 spirit hag orrived a2t this stage of coe
: sciouunesa roga:-c‘.ing itaeli‘.
| Eegul, 1t ig true, rema.ins in the realm or thaught and idunl-
izes tim "as npirit'n deutiny cnd necenu.ty." All the same, Timg -
kltrumta.‘ay‘ dons ti-ings. Hegel himgself tells us not to rorgct l
the lentuous reel:lr:gn Juat becaune ve navu :-eached Abnolute Kaov-

'led.ges "_'.g.nothhg is known which doas rot a1l v.tthj.n :xperionca.

/ u(EB)
or (an it ig 9.150 expreased) vhich 1a not relt to batme .

Ilo natter vhich wa&y you look, 1t is the movcm-nt, the se.‘lr—

crea.ting “SubJeci- which ia the principle underlying the Absolute,
thareby diutinmishiag 1t frem "the empty Absolutes” of other phile
ooophem._ Over and over and over egain, i'{egel points ocut that:

It is. inherently the :aovement which i3 the pro-
cees of knovledpe —— the transforning of that
inherent nature into expliecitness, of Subotance
into Subjtect, of the cbject of consciousness ipe
to the object of gelr- ~conaciousness, i.,e., into
an object thet is at the sane tiue trmscended
== in otler words, into the uot:,g.} This trang-
famim- process is a crele,.,

(28)1014., p. 800,

(ag)rbia.. p. 801,




It nev 4turss a'u“.'. 4hat thia "tmnfuruing prccess" 1% no-

tuing chord of Hiﬂm-yt "'I‘ha Process of cerrying forward thiy
fara of knwledsc of itsulr iz the task vh:l.ah rpivis accomplinhns
%5 satual flistory, ("D) o that all the ah-.dmy phrises ‘@ the

A o 0 P e KL S g et -t ¥,

'fonwing pag: vhich seen to project rhilezsphers from Dnenrtez,
ieftnits, mnd Gpincaa, to Fa.ut, TFichte and Schelllny, actullly

desl vith spec*ﬂc hi:turic perioda, Yor een the merious render

o nil o reenu. that his predeat ll’.tﬁckn on Temply. Intaitim were
"jindiuted as eurly a3 tha Pruraea' {vhich ves wctually written afe

ttr tha tarl. vas co:cpleted). The a.rb:l.tm:y eup;-:laa of' -u-op'tet!.c '

tor (31) vas not"Heml'ﬂ concept of "the seriouunan, the
lnt'fer!.ns. the pnt!enca nnd. the labar of tha negn'-iﬂ.
In appot:itim to nuch "arbitrmry capr:lce." Hegnl t‘hrusw us

fstmight agrixint & naw nwa.tivj.tyl "Knc::!edm in avare not anly

.or itlelt but elso o:.' the negative of 1tue1.x’, or f.ts J.i:xit. Enoe
ing 1ts Lnit mem-.n Imoving how to suacrifice itself,.. Thiz leat®
forn into which Bpirit pasges, Natura, 1a its liv:lné lanediate

process or dmlopmnt...“u‘?)

(3001044, p. 603,

$The remder should conault, alean with the standard Ragllis
translation from vidch we quo"e here, the new translation of the
- Preface 'b:r Walter HKaufmann: Yernl, Pu, ntemrc ntlen, “exts end
Commantary, Doubleday, H.Y., l‘Jo), e ;

(.1)

Ibid., p. 107,
(320,45, , pe 80T,

T e e e ——
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This i3 certainly ¥n upside=-dmm way of prescnting latura.

flenw fomous phi 1ssophert heve anelyzed this literslly, as 12 No-

‘ture Poame out" of Spirit, Yrong as they are, the truth or thw
utenent h nothinr T2 sim-pla s stending Hagel risnb-s!de UPe
Yor ona thing, Hagel qm.cua' enough shovs that thu other qr.pect

ot Spi.rit is Nistorr, /ind today's comentators nake no such

gross errers in Interpretation. The diffim:lt:r sriges becavue
I!cgel aesns hera to shut the door cn all reslity as we reach the

enmtie last ‘pmgraph. Abnolute !Cno-.rledpe is said to hgva

found . o ‘ -

...11.9 pathway in the vecollection of spiritual
torms [fofstar] as thoy mre in ¢hemselves and as
‘. thay eccomplish the orraniza.tion of thoir spirite
‘ual kinsdome.. Both -together, or History -(Sntel *
T 'h:Mun'l '|v\ anmr\rnhh‘\ﬂaﬂ 'hln'if‘fﬂﬂ]: Tare at cslon
the reﬂollqct on snd the Oolgotha of Absolute
" gpirdit, the reslity, the truth, the certointy of .
its throae, wit?gas whic.h it wore lifeless, goli-
- tary and alonz.

In truth, a3 ve.gege; we bm reachnd ;:w heaven, dut the
Colgotha of Ausolute Spirit} Begel trles noftening the shock ot‘
roashing decth at the very pinnocle, Aboolute Knowledge. Theolo=
Ams. ersong others, ht;vp of coures not f'a!.J.ea. to &1l attention
to tha fsot that _Hw;el ane replacing Christisn theolopy with hio-
o'ini philesophy. Thals view of Rapel is true and not true at ths

£anc t;mu. Theolegy has bean replaced by philoscphy heres but

(33)&%’ Pe 808‘




" Fegel, hwring spoken ebaut a nev form of the world spirit, having

-been "'horn aney fron the waeh of ka .ovladge ~ tho nev atage of
ezi:tenus. 2 nov verld, sad a nevw whodmt oz mode of Sp.’lrit,'“h)
has baez raferring to wore thaa other "ambodinants™ of "iorld

.‘ﬂpis*its. ‘

. Tha 'vhola chanter has baen an outpovring of the szmple no-

lldiutinp: activity in ‘chinking"("”. Wnich has led to this “ralosse”

or Snir!t in 'H:ltuw ond Soienca, in Wature mad Resollestion, wd

‘.--"in tha birth of' "e. gov Wworld." "’ﬂia "new warld."' it 1s tmz. 18
l.ncth:la,, .nnalb].e. (_3. ) It #1311 sonfime as thr'.- pu.ro roncepl:ual
-thmg:t-elmrorim of' The Sciem:e ot IdﬁiC, ror uhi tha I-'.zenm:en-
__5gz;wau the “Introduc ton." " put thie cannot ovscure the ’act
_'thu.t &bnolut.n anlqdze wan not.. after nll, the m‘ld. : me f.'l'ln n;v
atart o? t.‘m Fhenomenoln L's in the Preraeu, !.eg'.-_ ntrcs:c:‘. the unde
-queneu of his outlooa:: *In wy vl.ewe..mrything depeaz!a on

‘-gnmping and axnrassing the ultimte truth not 23 Bubutanca hut as

" Bubject as ve1r."(3T)

(3 ):md., n. BOG,
(35)11,1‘5

. (36)'1&. without interest for the American reader, hovevar, in
t‘he attention lierol vaa poring to 2 reni,‘fworld. In his __1_..\_1'11_151_

on Mare and llaced, pome 4T, Hypoolite quotes Hepal from the ok
n-.enf.o ZJe vnm0lsg .,ntutc luns:  "The tax isposed by the English
Parlipnent upon ton imworied into Americnas minimal, dut the bee
lief of the fmericans that by accepting the payment o:‘ that susz,
hewsvor {nsisnificant in itanlf, they would be yleldinge au the nome
tine their precicus right, nade t;he American Nevolution,”

(BT)P!IGHOM:‘!OIOI‘ » Pa 80,
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And now that m'hm reached the final chapter, he i:nepa'

rc!tarating orer and over-apain, & ve sar, aboub the ”mmnt."
the "transforning” of Subatance into Bub‘lout.' The "ultl nau"

tu:rnu out to b2 nok the Abnelusy uhirh haz Just suffered itn Sole
.—M*—‘—-u-—-._.m____—-‘-__

gﬁha, Jut m nav bepinning, o nev wolnt of departura, In a wox'-:l.

Repal ia ‘wt at:r.nding noek-sﬁll Junt beoause hn reached the Abe

soluta and its negation, which will become the fmmdation !'or a

aew lovel of tnrth he w11l work out in T™a Scionce of gic. 1he
abjaothm vorid ang the amlfethinkin irg Tdan have 1ikevise net coma

to Iy BTOpe '1';:6 movanent 1ia 'censcl-sps_.




Section B ~— The Science of Lor:ié, or Attitudes to Objectivity

. ..
The self-~determination in Fhilosophy is not en 1l-
which elene the Ides is, is lvsion; it igs the algebra
to heaxr itself spesk. of histery. ‘

' ~= Hegel _ -~ Morlesu-Ponty

Hegel's concept orf philosmhy as "the thought of 1ts time"
:anolved, at-one and the same 'time, a sena.rs.tion from the empty
Abso.:.utes“ of h.:l.rs philoscmhio eontempora.rics, and & meeting of .
the challenge of the times in a way which would sbsorb paat phil-
csophies and vet be & historic continuity i'.he,t was totally nev,
.as-new as the_,sge of rovolutions, Whether one feels that Hegel-

" san nhilosophg is an impenetrable closed ontoloy, or the open
road from which to view mank:ind‘s development es a totality, end.
1ts dialectic as "the slgebra of history" or "of revolubicn.” the
point is that Hegel himself had not gbandoned Reality when he en~
tered the realm of "pure thought." Althcrﬁg‘n, &s against the more
tengible strugzles of consciocusness and self-consciousness in the

Phenomenolony, Hegel, in The Science of Loeie, deels with ebstract

philosophic categories, he nevert‘neleés does not depart from the
prineiple of freedom in which his entire philosophic system is

grounded,

A single diglectic process upsurges Irom actuslity and from
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thought , a.]lcwins neithér the*thing--in-itself“ nor any emoty Ab- V

golute to egcape the test of this new d.ie.lect.i_c. In place of any
J.adder ta the Absolute, the structure of the Logic revezls itself
end each of {zs 'realms as & circle, end each realm - Being, Be—
sencé., Totion~~ starts afresh with new ecategories, on new grounds.
Then we Jdo reach the Absolute Idea, it too becomas & fd:;undatien
for still other "ianifestotions” — Nature, Mind. Moreover, Hegel
i‘rom the sta?'b makes 1t clea.z' +hat the acceptance of any catepory
at face value is en "uninstructed end barberous procedure. “(3?)
'1333 £irat ‘question that Hegel poses is: LR th Vhat st Sci—

ence Bngia?" Here we ere in Tae Science of Lo=ic, having a.lready

sone througn the whole of the Phenoenology end ree.ched. Absolute
¥nowledge, only to heve Hegel esk, Myieh that tust Sc.ience Begin?!
e ere told, Mther; tha.t if we ere locking for an irmnedla:l:.e,
“bland so:uething thet has as yet not undergone eny mediai‘-ipn, we
should know "thera is nothing in ¥ eaven, Hature, Solrit, or.: any-
wiere else, which does not coritain irmediacy as well as media.é;,r_."(ag)
The seme themé will be repested at the very end of the ﬁcctrine of

the Notion} v The Absolute Idea ~— when we are confrented all

(3q)ﬂ_’ne Seierce of Iomic, Vol. I, D ko,

(38)1vid. , p. 280,

(.w"’qe ward, Notion, rether than Coneept, the more precise trensla-
tion of Besriff, !y being used here because thet is the word used in
the stanaaro. transletions by Wellece and Baillie.
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over apein with the need for new veginnings!, "Mere is neither
in ‘ectuality nor in thought any'trinr so simple and a.‘nstrnct as
..(bO)

ig cospnonly i'nacined. Such & simple entity 1s a mere illusicn.

Two rovements exerge out of the Locric. Althouf;h & unigque

single dia.lectic process contains both Tought and Actuality, %the
reeder ig mede also to confrout — epd thet et once «— 8 polemi-
cal movement, Thus, after three short pe.ra:.:ra.nhs two of which,
Being and Hothina- (on & single page!), veri sh ipto Becoming, hﬂre
_ro.u.‘luw no less than twenty-two pages of "Chservations.” "’h:!.s neu.-
- ¢ral designu.'hmn cannot h!uie the veritable "Bolshevlk,“ UnCOmDro-

: —mising imnau:.encn. with hie ccntnwzporaries, whose a.ustre.ctions He-
gel 1ikens -to "the Indian...rehearsing his O:n On Om...had one

" pame for- e11 thege concept's — Brahna. This torpid and vacuous
consclounness, taken as consciousnes..., is Being n{41] Hegel's

- Doctrine of Being is, of courae, i Doctrine of Becoming. Indeed,
th:ls is the red threa,d tha.t runs through the whole of the Lon'ic.

To compreht_ana. fully the movement of "pure thought," we must see:

vhy Hegel cingled ocut Jeccbi. e did so first in his .Cbservetions '

o Being, end then, more then a decede later, devoted the. entire
Third Attitude to Objectivity to Jaecocbi's Intuitionalism. Obvi-

ously, though in 1812 he had referred to Jecobi's views as "perhaps.

(ko)
(41)

Ibid , Vol. 1T, o. W71,

Ibid., Vol. I, o. 109,

] e il el et e
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alréady forgotten, w(42) by 1827 he had decided that such an‘at--'.

t..?.tude tb .--':,Jecti.vity would always reéur kuen, in the prédesa '
of battliing cohtradiction,_the Subject  becomes impatienf.l with -
the seeningly endless stages of negation it muct sﬁf‘fer ‘ahrough“,‘
énd thérefore, instead, slides "ha'ckward into Intuition., Be-
causc nothii:g is more cogent ror the impatient ones of our

day than the Thirg Attitude to Objectivity, we will here turn

to the Shallep Lo;zicf%)where Hegel created no less than thres

to "Attitudes of Thought Towards the Objective .
World," - ’ ‘ -
" The Third Attitude to Objectivity, far from s‘ignifmns\ .-‘m

__5a;ny.r.;§,ort of "synthesis, " signals a dismemberment, There is a -

forward movement fr_*bm the Firat Attitude, which covers ail -

bre-Kantian thought -- simple faith, the old uetaphysics,
abstract'ﬁnderstanding, Scholasticism and dogmatism -- to the
Second Attitude, devoted both to Empiricism and Kentianigm,

Instead of an unintefrixpted forvard movement from Enmpiriecism

and the Criticel philosophy to the Hegelien Dialectic,

Hegel. traces a retrogression into Intuition, "the school

<9 77

of Jacobi which rejects sl1 methods, n (44) Alp

—_—— .
(42) Ibld., Vol. I, p. 107,

(43) What has oi'ten been referred to as the Smaller Logie,
published in the United States as The Iceic of Herel, is the

Logic as fegel recast it as the fipst book of his sneyelovaedia

of Philosophical Sciences, Para. i-24%; rara, 245-376 con~
stitute The Fhilosophy of II’;fc-:.‘am:-e; ?nd tgf Phii.oson!fg?of Ming,
Para, 377-577, completes the Encyelopzedia, § nce 0, z2i
three are finally available in English, and Since, both i=n
English and other languages, references to the Encyclovacdia
are most easily traced by clting parapgraph numbers rather than
Pages, this will be done in referencesto any of the three
books of the Encs clopaedia,

(44) kncyelopaedia, rara. 77.

13353




Dunayevsk&ya 30.,

1

'-

more incc-mprehaniible to Hegel then abeenca of method. . Bo deep

ho roots” of hegelean thought in the objective world that
no-ch:lng sv enruages him as lntuition gone nwild,® It ‘is thia,

“he n:_aixfh_‘ir_zms,_ which forced .'Jacohi to return 'bom'ihe "dogmatic
. metaphysle of the pagt from which we started.” . In that, its
"reaot.ionary Nature" (k5 3 was dlaclosed.

. « 'This Ftrogressive step is seen in the feet that Ja.cobi has
reduced "media.t;.on to the immed.iat.:.ve the intuitive“ with its
pas"m:rds ’Ili.ther Or'. "(‘Q Hegel draws a sherp line between

- such rnductionism end his owm Doctrine of Essence which ke con-
siders wholly “a aiscussicn of the intrinsically self-sffirming

T un..ty of immed"acy and. media.tion "@ 'I'ne gsensitive reader caa

hes.r Hegeﬂl'sr anger. rising to a crescendo a:l- the "one-sidedness"

or ‘the Intuitionali’sts whom he sees reducing 'Iw.th' itself from -

smething erising from the "natu:ce of the- contnnt“ to pure sub-
Jectivism.
Sinp_e the criterion of truth is found, not in the,
character of the content, bub in the fact of con-
sciousness, all alleged truth hes no cthex basis
than subjective knowledge, and the assertion that
ve discover & certain fact in ouwr conselousness,
vwhat we discover in our own consclousness is thus
exaggerated into 2 foct of consciousness of all
and erﬁ?)';i_mssed off for the very nature of the
mind. '

In sho¥t, the trap thal eweits sll who fall to grepple with whei
transforms philosophy into a sclence, how it all emcr_ged out of

actuality — the historic process — is that of the transformation

(48} o1a., Pare. T76.
U“)B’E" Para, G6.

-

- 13354
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of the ueraonal _consciousness "{nto d fact of conscioustess of
all ‘and even passnd. off for the ver,\- nature of the m_nd.""i.ﬁs
."Regel expressed it from the stert, in the Observetions following
,the‘ﬁrst' three paragrachs on Being, Hothing, Becominé: "Whé_.t is
 first in scfence has had to show itself first too historically.!(48)
In setting off his Absolutes from the "empty Absolutes™ of
_his philosopﬁic contanxpoéaries, Hegel demonstrates that each realm
- Being, Eséenue, Notion — has, 85 to speak, iis om Absolute, _-
¥ Ehis is what Sartre mey or mey no§ bave mesnt when. he‘said.that
wha.t wes original with Existent" alists was tna.t uhe Uar e.ud t_he 0‘c-
cupntib; A"made us. red.iscover the Absolat‘e at the ver:,r heart of Vrer-
htidty 1tself, “(hg) Insorar as Hegel is concernea, the form of
'l:he Absolute ths.t emerges in t‘le Doctrine of Being ves fou.nd to be
rela.twe, even re its ca.tegories - Quality, Quantity, Meg_sure -

were rouﬂt_i wé.nting. . .

Conceptua)ly, the Absolute that emergec in eny speéif'ic
reelm is found to be "wenting." This is 50, not merely because
fh_é Absolute, say in the Doctrine of Being,' is of & rather lovwly
In.nd - Absolﬁté Indifference — and, ss such, does nect "attein
“to Essence,"(59) though it is e transition to it. Even when ve

reach the ground of Espence, are done with Peing end its quentitative

(ha}ﬂie Science of Ioric, Vol. I, p. 1021,

(k9 )Jean—Paul 'Sartre, ¥hat Ts Literature, Weshington Squeve Press,
H.Y., 1966, n. 143, A

(50)'.{‘?1° Science of Locie, Vol. I, p. 46O,

X See Chapter X, - "The Theughd of Mao 73«: ‘/wg ! where
' ‘f‘n) to Hewer Aﬂw ﬁui 0'74-&@5(- f?’acu' a?n.,

; 13355.




‘mepsurenents, turn to such essentialities es Identity, Difference,

) Cmti‘edictibn, Abpearance, Existence, tuality, the .:antra.é.ie-
:tion only bncomes the sharper. 'fhe wverving cetegories are nou so’
much gynthefized as gatherad for a life—snd~death strugf;le.

Now, '.-rhether one thinks of the categories in the Doctrine of
Being.ss.earlv stages of thought-develoment, or a3 eerly sieges
of develapment of freedom of meckind, or es separate stages of
developﬁ\ent within = given-society, as, for example, Marx thought
or the r‘omodity under capitalism, these catcgories Bimply fall a~
part as . one ‘moves to a dii‘rerent ‘gtage of aevelonment. whether
that be :ln history, philosophy or "economic" pro&uct* on relations.
Thus, when Harx left the merketplace where “elene rule Freedom, E-
quali.'t.,r, Property and’ Bentham"(sl) (even as Hegel left the Doctrine
o:f.' Being with its quantitative measdre'nents) to enter the cruecial
lebor process gnd there meet relation of lebor and capital at the

point of production, he had fully trenscended the restri.cted. Hepe 1--

ian concept of le.bor.(sz) Be accused Hogel of limiting his own

(51)capitel, Vol. I, o, 1296.

(52); Tilcholes Iothowlecz is ebout the only philosepher—theologian
who, despite his antegonism to Harx, pinpoints whet it wes theb
lare criticized in Hegel's anclysiz of lebor: "In short, Marx does
not eccuse Hegel of having trested labor os if it were a thought ac-
tivity. Rather he sccuses him of heving in the Pnenomesnolocy de-
scribed hwsan hisl‘.ovy in terns of the dimlectic of consciousness,
not in terms of the dinlectic of lebor. then he shows thed the only
inbor which Hegel recopmizes is ebstract mentel lahor, he has in
mind the structure of the Pheonomenolory zad, in fact, of Hegpel's
whole philoscphy, not the passnges of lebor in the Pnenomenole::v and
other writings of Hegel." _neorv' and Practice, n. 325) Jfary called

1t the “dehumanization of ideas.,” W
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d.iu.le'ctic to the exterlor (coneciousness) rather then the 1nterior
form {ﬁan); Dut Marx did not end his greatest theoretical work
' wlth the enalysis of the lebor process, as x{egel ‘hed not ended his
_gic with the Doctrine of Bssence. Yhat is exciting in thet sec-
tion :I.s +he forr in wiich the Absclute mekes 1ts aopea.rance.
mhe categories from the Decbrine of Being hed broken down es

: to reflect essertiaf reali
it became necespery to move from the sbstract sphere of BeingA tle--
gel introduces new categoriea e Léentity, Difference, Costradic-
tian. To this da;r, philosopners have not "forgiven" Hegel for
placi.ng ccntrediction in the center of reality. Aegel would not
'huéga : "Contradic..ion," he ' lnsisted, "is the- rout of: all, movement

’

nnd. Jii‘e, and. i't'. is only insofer es it contains a COntra.diction tha.t

”anythins moves end has impulsa and activitv n(53) g he continues N

en hls separate way from t‘*.e old metaphysics, moreovex, it 1= clea.x;
that Essence 15 not merely sa-nething "behind“ Appecrance, -From the
very start of the Doctrine of Essence,.Hegel estoblishes the re~
ali’.'.y even of S'nc';r, for Essence, too, musl eppear. 'Je get to Es-
sence only “i‘):-om the unity of Existence and Appea:tmce. The truth
1s alwoys concretie,

| A3l coatradictions, grounds, conditions develop, becomé mor'e

acute, s we reach Actuality, in which historic materialists see

the totelity of the crisis of capitelism. Vhet Tlegel does is have

*

(53)me Seience of Lozie, Vol. II, 2. 6T.
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' the Abgolute make its gppearance girextly in Actuelity, at its

very ghbert. hat seems even leas understendeble o é.dhu!zents of
Terpty }‘bgplutes" is ti’.a.t the Avsclute fzils to govelop Actuality
in g satisfactory menner. The céntradiction 'oet'..;eén the Ablaoluts:.
. e.ﬁc'i Actualﬂ'.:r b;a'co:uzs explivit. T+ 1z true we are not facinz Ab-

solute &3 it will culninete in the Doatrine of “fotion, the rbso-

. Zl_.ute fdep. The self which does the trenscending of. cppesites here

has moved from the sbstrect orineiple of so doing (reienitz) to

v Kbsolute substance {Spinozal.

L -peterminateness‘isri'enrution — ity ig the fbso=
T lute principle of Spinoza’s ohilesophy, sad this
. “tyye. and :simple insizht is the foundation of the
.gbgolute unity of Subsience. aut Spinoze does
_pot peas on beyond neretion as determinatgness
or. quality to a recognition of it as rbzolute,
that is, self-negeting, necation... Terafore, (514)
qubstence lacks the principle of personality... ' -

The fact that the pclem:':.cnl'movemeriﬁ in the Logic here occurs
in Actuslity i1lwninates the.objective drive &s wéll'as the hi’sfoiﬁ '
ic conflict in e mz.mner‘ fer beyond & conflict of categorieé. Onpe needs
to be clrost oppressive:l.}' avare of this polémical movenent aé 8 con="

f1ict of fact {het is in the cojectlve movement 28 well as thought.(sﬂ

(54)p4a., p. 268

(55)up.ce, pailosopnic thouzat has this direct connection with
practicel freesdon; thot &3 the former suprlies thourht ebout the
ghsolute, universsl end real. universality... O account of this
genaral connection between politicel frecdon and the treedon of
thousht, Philosoohy only appecys jn Iistory shere and in ag far as
free institutions are formed.” lectures o the History of Philosos
phy, Vol. I, p. 95.
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As we shaJ.l sec :La.ter when we. conslder I.enil"_z's a.t-t_-.:i.tude te .

selia.n philoscolys I.eni.n felt the more conﬁdcn'b in erecting
t‘ne Greet Divi.sle \r:lthin the soclalist moverent, pre\.isely because
the para.'l.le]she drev beitween teadencies in the movermen® end changea
4p cepitelisn were both meterialistically end philoscphicallv ground.—

e2d in the dialectic. The point hers is thet, whereas o the surfece

‘it vould seen that once we reach the Doctrine of the Notion, We

ha.ve come to the end of the pol_..»ice.l movement, this eppearance is
deceiv-‘ng. It is true thet, a8 age.inst some ..hirty “Observa.tions
©in the Doctrine of Bei.ng and fou:.een in the Doctnne of Essence,

there are only two in the w’nole ‘of the Doctrine oft’ bha Hotiom. Ib

.18 not true 'hhe:h ‘che polemical mo\rement -1 p’n.’\.losop‘nical "tenden— '

cies" have ground to a helt, Ou the contrary, the battle of ideas
then becomes 50 integ;ra:l. to 't.he whole nresenta,tim of the Absolute
Tdea that o'ther philosophies‘, i.n..tea.d. of being dealt with separa.t.e-
1y sg if they wexre ngide remarks," appesy d.irectly in t‘ne texb.
marough this con'brg.dietion,l"the positive in the nega‘tive -~ He-—
gelianism es apainst "others” —— coﬁes to a head.

. Ironicalliy, academic 'ghilosonher.,, though they show & mrked.'
pr.efez;ence ror history of thought as ageinst actuel history, heve
kept shy of ‘the polemica.l nature of the attitudes to objectivity,
as if Hogelion pnilosophy as & vgummetion" of all previcus pailo-
gophy were & nere oue.ntimtne designation for Hegel's "ancyclope—~
aie mind." This is the same term used by Cormunists who never
weayy of ottermting 4o sepevote the ligaicntific materielism” of

1]
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Marx from Hegei's "mysticel ideslfsm,"(56

Insofar as Hegel is coacerned, the drive of the idea of
freelom nd the cbjective pull of history are inseparable: ‘''Whan
individuals s5d nations have cmes got in their heads the ghstract
concept of ﬁﬂ.l-‘blcwn liberty, there {s nothing like £t in ::.ts
unzentrolleble .strength Just because it 1s the very essence of
mind, and thet as 1its very a.c!'.ualit:f.."(sﬂ And 1t 1s this which
litarally breeks dowm the ca.tegorias of th.e Doetrine of Essence at
the stage vaere Actua.lity moves from the form of the Absolute as
Subata.'pce to its ‘rorm as Contingency, Neces'aity', Caucality and
v .:riecipmcﬁy, e;s 'w;&_'hppruach the’ Doctri'ne of the Notion that Hegel
- characterized os "the realn of Su‘b,jectivity or Freedom,"(58)

Nuu' that we. gre in th° Doctrine of tke Hotion, end meet its
central categeries of Univerzal, Particilar and Individual, these
',-pawe:"'rul_ly lluminate what Hegel intimated in the Fhemomencio

(56)13'0:' the role this played in the turbulent Germany of the
early 1920'3, see Kerl Korsch's Marxism and Philosoohv. (Ftn. 15
above) :

cs-ng_g%&:&&.& e e,

(58)'1'he Seience of Ioe:ic, Yol., IT, p. 205,
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when Abgsolube Knowledge "P.rmouncea" thet these cate'gories define

the mcvenent‘ of the whole "systen" == The Secience of [oric as well

‘a8 Phenomenolow, The Fhilosochy of Nature 8s well s The Philoso-

;gxx of ind., The mevement from sbstract to conerete through per-
+.icu1&r5..zat-ion necessitates double negetion. Hegel leaves no roon

for forgetiulness of this sbsolute creati: 'tty,. the motive force

that it is fcr the whole development,its awesome creative power.

Véry obviously we are a.pproe.éhing the turning point of the whple

'movement of the Hotion — the second negativity which will finally

tra.nscend. the opposition between Hotion and: Reahty. To be prepared

:t’or thia critical negation, Hegel writes-

tmg hold fast the pvositive in its negative, and
the content of the presuppesition in the result,
is the nost Imvortent part -of rational cognition;
-also only the simplest reflection it needed to
furnish cenviciion of the esbsolute trush and ne~ -
cessity of this reguirement, while with regard
to the exemples (gg) roofs, the vhole Lormic con~
sists of these,

_Hlo simple “remembrance of things past," this. Recoliection here

must include vhat Hexmen Melville called “the saock of recognition.”
The Doctrine of the Notion develons the cctegories of free-

dom, of subjectivity, of reason, the logic of & movement by which

‘man mekes himself free, Dzgnite the Tact that its universels are

thought universels, they are. concrete. Hegel keeps reiterating

lﬁ9’&?1& Science of logle, Vol, IT, ». 476,
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that even when Notion renlizes {tgelf .throu’gﬁ "otherness," which
‘&ums out to be "Lts own Other"; mze_n “through the tra.nscen-
d.e.mce or this rea.lity" it has "es'l:abl:!.shed absolute reality” so
tha,t the "result" is Mtruth"; in a word, even when the Subject

" has comprehended" it all, even then it has been misunderstood, It
has nct been "properly co@rehgnded by forms of judement like 'the
third term is immediacy and nediztion,' or it is their unity, for
it is not B quiescent third term, but, as this anity, is self-medi-
a.ting movement and activity. n(60)

‘the mo,\_rgmenb has not come to a helt., The dia.Lecuic i3 atill

&t work. - It cazmst bhe othert-risé‘ e beginning was the univer-

sa.:l., the result is the individuel, the concrete and subject...”
Nor is subjective auy loager separate from objective; the negation

of the negation "is the innermost ang most objective movement of

Life snd Sp:Lcit n(62) ;

The Doctrine of the Notion. expx-'esses man's subjective. deter-
mination, the need to master himself, What is being worked out
in thought categories is the reel history of humenity. Whether or
not the Hegelisn concept of ;;-eli‘-rela.tion is being “subverted" as
revolution in Mé.rx's "trunslation,” the point is that vo Hegel,
too, it is a constant transfermation of reality and of thought

which prepares for o "new world," fThis is why from the outset of

(60)'3‘he Seience of Yorie, Vol, IT, p. 479,
(61)

hid., p. 478,
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the Doctrine of Notion we see Hegel constantly trying to set his

dielectic apart from Kant's:

It will slweys renain a 'matter of sstonisiment how

- the Kantlan vhilosoply knew that relation of thought
to sensuous existence, wiere it halted for a merely
relative relation of bare appearscnee, and fully ace

- knewledgad end asserted a higher unity of the two
in the Idea in generel, snd perticulerldy, in +he

idea of an intuitive understanding: but yet stopped
dead at this relative relatior snd ot the assertion
thet the Iotion is end remains utterxliy separated

from reality; so that what is unnsunced to be rinite
iovledge, and declared to be superfluous and jm-

. proper figments of thought that which it recognized (62
as truth,. and of which it established the definite .ncti ioh-

For the next 250 pages Hegel Lkeeps deve:_l.op:lng from thg spot
':rwh'eré:'i{ant‘ “sto'pp‘ed dead" by ﬁﬁtting an impéne‘hiabie "tl:l:ixi;g—in-
‘n.tself" between thought and experience, ' The Great Divide betwesn
_Kant end Hegel Is reached in the final chapter fmich. is 'bo'l".h quin-
tessence and summation of the whole work. XNot only is the Idea
“Aveslute," so is Method., To any to whem it appesred that the
dialectic of practice and dialectic of theught continue on "I:.heir
seperate paths, the very first sentence of that final chapter
Asta.tesé‘ "The fbsolute Idee hes now turned out to be the identity
of the Theoretical znd the Prectical Idze; each of these by it
u(G3)

gelf ig cne~sided... Heither cen pass beyond the contreadic-
tien. HNot only that., Anyone vwho was locking for 'Ehe end of all
contradietions once we reached the Absolute Idea better look

clsevhere, for at this point the reader is confronted wiih a real

(62)ro14,, p. 226.
(63)

The Sclence of locie, Vol. II, b. k66,
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s'nocker. H.egel t..neq_uivocall.r states that Yve Absolute Idec con~ J

lf.ﬂﬂl

tains the highen'b oppositieon witnin itse

It is true be will, in the sene paregredh, giso tell us
‘ghat the "Absolute Idea alone i§ Being, imperishablas Life. gelf-
xnowing truth, end the whole of tyuth." But, fer from stoppiag
thers, it is tﬁere he 2irst turns o self-desermingtion which 1s

both method and Idea: 'he seli‘-u.etamine.tion, therefore in which

aloné the Idea is, is to hear itsell s;peak ul 5‘)

Cux f-ont.emporaries are, of course, more concerned with tae
B ﬂelf-determina:bion of nn.’cions than of the Ides, but the goa.l,
I“reedom,k and "the 'oat‘a. of! se" f-constructi.ou" by which to. achieve
:Lt, gre not 50 fa.r removed from the seli‘-detemina.tion of the
Idea.., Freédom, es moy appeny eb first s;ght. In snty 'case-, whet
}Iegel is driving gt is that, having been wj:tness to the cvercom—
ing of the opnos:.tion petween content snd form in thought, the
only thing theb gtill rémains to be done is %o consider "the uni-
versal element of its form — the 1ru==1'.ﬁo¢il.“g -

Te development of what the dlalectic method is iz as far

removed from the mechanicel triplicities of thesis, sntithesis,

synthesio (vnizh never were Hegel's formuletion) as eerth is from

heaven., And it is the earthy character of liberaticn vhnich is

-
2
\ ] -

(614, , v 46T

e,
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the very bones and sinews of Hegel's universe els, 'muus_.,h they are
enclosed. in thought, these univm'sels are concrete, full of lire
and c.erelopment. Not a single unifica'bion, whether of subject

and object, or theory and brectice, or coneept and real...ty

merely stbjectiviat and exte*na.l{not even the critiq.ues. o' other

phi.f.o..o-ohies whose "truth® he hag gbsarved. They ectually give
U8 an Inslght jnto the movement of history itselr, Hegel, more-
mrez",:is not exclud.ing his Absolutes from the need to be subject-
ed to this dia.loctic of development. "The method therefore is
'both aoul and substsnce, and nothing is either eonceived or knowm

. i’cs 'b"u’ch except insofa.r es it 4s comnletel:,r squect to the

i metho'd- it is the pecul:.a..n mer.hod of each individual i‘act ‘be-

: cause :l.ts activity is the Hot ion."-(m . '

'J'.‘hough to a historien of philosopiy, thought is the "read, "

'the mpulse té} negete what i3 before him, ir it is not the drive
to trensform reality itself, it is the brepa.ration for such trens-

formetion. When Hegel .‘]a.'mned Synthetie Cognition against the Anaw

Iytie, he wrote: "omig equally synthet:.e ard anaiytic moment of
the Judgment by which the- oripginegl universal determines itzelf out
of :.tse:l.f to be its om Other, mey rightly be ealled the diglectic

. moment 1" (6"

Ihe dialectic does not of course ™throw out" the Analytic,

(65)1p1q,, o. Les.
(EG)Ibid., v. W73,

h L g oy

A s -
e ARy e




'

ﬁméwevskéyé.

nor "ebolish" definitions whick go with synthetic cogniticn. It

.. does relate the concept of facts to the facts themselves, the

¢ . uiversal to the particular. Tae "defective" element resided in
the fact that Befcre the "absolute method" engeged in battle,

thone opposites sort of peccefully co-existed, Instesd of al-

lewing the negation of the n::éa.tion to transcend the opi:osition,

they were lying alongside esch other, or, as Hegel expressed it,
«(67)

éhey-cém.e "before consciousness without being in contact.

Now thet Mihe dialectic moment" has arrived, the movement }f.l.li_l;g"

. cea_aeiéss__. B ! . ' . ‘

‘Wherees up to.now Noticn, though the climax of the three

“books of The Science of Tomic, was only the first section cf ‘this
th.’..:jgl bock, now, J .'of:‘.on 15 everything end its movement is “the uni-

versal snd sheolute activity, the self-determining snd self~roala .

(&8

ytic cognition, where it wes a mere "tool' in "true," thet is to

izing mpveméx'ﬂ:. As opposed to the method of inguiring, anal-

sey dislectic, Eognition, there is here no distinctien between
means end end, There is no other way to resch the gosl, except

through the means, Cnee egain there is a need for new beginnings,

Now thet we heve reached a concrete totality, the key concept of

Hegzl's philonopnic system: "as concrete, it is internally differ-

entiated,.." (69 Tais is the tyve of differentiation that serious

(6P rbid., ». 477,
#)na,, o, 463,

(h)rbia., ». k72,

13366

PO RN A T e e




_:-' .Dur;e{rév'skaya.

revolutloneries of our day"are confrontcd_wifbﬁ in Stalinism's

treasfomation of s werkers '. state into its opoosite, & state-
cepltalist’ society. The canfrmtatién with the cbun.ter-revolﬁ-
tion within the .revoiution denonds new teginnings greater than
aﬁgr Hegel sea.rciu;;d for philozophicelly. This is what makes He- .
g2l a contemporary.
The' concrete Universal menifests itself as absclute acti-
vity, actiﬁty without restriction, either external or internni;
" for the method 1s the ‘rc;:m of tlie Absolute Idea, self-movement )
as:me;ctl:oa. It allows:no opposites zgere;;.r .fo ‘co-exist pee.‘cex“ui—h
"1y, oi',-;to use Heg‘el'ls words, to co':"::é "‘b;afore, ccqsci'oun;'xess with=
" ‘out belng 1 contact,” "out engages ell in battle,”
| l_“Jhe‘mbveniént of the Absclute Idea, as of the Egi_c in -genl-
era:L, ﬁa.s been Lrom ‘éhe reeomitiﬁn of’ oppositions and ﬁﬁé refu~
‘sa.l te stoﬁ in sight o'fl them as if they were "fixed" to seeing -
tﬁem s fal'énsitions'."in and for themsc'lves“; _i;_rgg‘ awarcness of
dust how ghjectively grounded the universals are to the -realiza-
tion thet the Absolute Idea tao will undergo self-determination.
To put 1t differently, the movement from abstract to concrefe is
8n awé.reness thﬁt the beginning is not ﬁerely the eupirically
"given," that the immediate is itself a mediated result, end that
the further develonments then lead to the concept of the con- |

crete as concrete totality, the nev concrete viich contains celf-

differentiation,

No wonder that the revelutionary i
¥ mat
a3 he watched both the self—determinatio:teg%a‘lﬁ:gtliggﬁn -
gezgm%ngtion of the Idea, exclaimed thit the
] Anlute Idea was the "mogt materialigtic,

ation far outright resgiggfig.Obdeotive-eubjactive prepar-
13367




