- ong time and from which'we have ¥ys quoted{‘the self—
- ceFeainty which the subje & 1n the fact—of Yts-deternminateness in and

"THE DIALECTIC (SPECIFICALLY SCIENCE OF LOGIC, EVEN MORE SPECIFICALLY .~

SECTION 3 OF VOL 2, and MOST SPECIFICALLY AI) V5. THE
-METRCIQILOZY OF LUXEMBURG '

. ‘ . . . . A,J“\‘ ’ ‘ L

Intorestingly snough, one place tha! mﬁr%j.n_a_&) nota
iding RL is frow nowhere else than ‘the ibsolule Id;}
: *®here Hegel speaks of Aobhing-sherb—ef thHe Absolute

‘ ' L ST

"The concrete tota.lityﬁ ch i= the beginning contains as suc-h

boginning of mogress and of.d elopment., Mﬁ. is intemnally
diﬁermthted...th:lgﬁjﬁsm, on the olher hand, does not hold
tha poaitiun of ext ). reflection; it draws the determinate element

-} diroctly from its oblec self since it iz th ec h ent pn:incipie

ST

———— e e A

S - .- New 1t Is irue that 3R pecomes lrave uss he is talking

- &gainst the neo~Harmonists and o against HL, @i'he truth is that
hen- he stresces that they confuse "the method of analysis uith the

_phénopacon. to be analyzed", they may think it 's equilibeiim 85d he may

%hink 50, ‘tind. she-wdy think 2o, neverthclsss it is exactly what she does

and the. only thing thet RR is left.with is "method of suctessive conerat:

.Hha.t_ha..i.a—tqd.ngvTe:y hard to do is thatTURTems onsimteos T\
cdialéctic mediation , there s mo eEcaping the 1llusion that there
> "rddge™ hetwesn the abatract and concrete, ) - :

IO

7. Vhat Ian inberested in now that he did bring out absolube,
~ 'aven though he tries vory hard to make you think it is only method and
- not the absolute he is talking about, ars the following: ;

S B "@ Hegel., Let's not forget that I@i@considered
s ,Msect_ion 3, The Tdea", as the best of all descriptions of the dialectic,

hen hig 16 point definition. Above allBhe stopped
asql 1 ied

for itself, is a certainty of its own actua ity and of the non-actuality of J
e world." ( * -*"'”l = v/

_ — the end of that secticn ( :|"In this result then

[Eomition is reconstructed and united with “the cticaT Idea ....-nqt
owever(as in inquiring Cognitioen) serely as ohjective world without the
sablectivity of the Notion, a5 objective world whose lnner ground and

actual persistence {[d the Notion. This is the Absolute Idea, "

Now this which introduces you to that final .chapter is where
Len rery nearly doesn't stop quoting, In a word, after the 16 point defini-
tlon, after stressing the objectivity of dialectics, he first gats thishigh

- ®* RR must be quoting a differ ecavse h -what_comes out on
rage 4 4-V'The procedurs of common sence finite cognition hers iz’ -

it takes up again equally externzlly from the concrete that vhich it
left out in the abstract of creation of this universal," Then the quotation
is as above. . : e

NS .




ciation cf su‘bjectivi'by and directly. afverIafAin quctis Hegel-againsl
06 béfore conseiatisness without mutual contact” he stresses " That is '
:the essence of anti=dislectics", and at that point he goes into the turning-
! point of ssoond negativitys "the richast is the mest concrete and the !
‘most subjective”. And then lea.ves ot only the last half of the laat_na.m.»——“"' ‘

N @wﬂ
Hegel, himself;~omet he introduces the unity of thoory and
. practice and oomes te the\ébsolute Pjgthod the page before the one
' gquotes, Hogel makes clear WHAL he means E::r ihis Absolute Hethod,
-{that the immediate elemer.t of the beginning “must be inherently defective
d must be endowed with tho elerent for self-development. In the Absolute
Methed, however, the ¥niversal does nok mean the merely ebstract but the
! .bbjec‘bi\{aly universal". Then cames@-‘;?ﬂ where the stress Iz that the
-~ Abtsolute is so "only in ifs completion"s '(Ehen)ths mara. RR quotes, 1 just
‘ :_cmmot sss how anyone could possibly think that it's a question Just
" “"batween Harmonista and nac-Haxmonists. Why then, -2MREM% does RR correctly
. 281 upon that. 1 guotation fron Hegel ? Somehwere tho question of
. [Biatectic mediation /is reduced, in his mind, to mediator, even though that -
‘O NETY sama aente'fca stresses that when something comes before consciousness
gw:l.thout, cn'ning into eonta.ct it is the essence of tt...-_tnti—di—zg.ec'bi . '
" ) . . { [N -
: ,f T On the > We do come to cause again, on‘ly'iﬁﬁ"tma :
"'11'. ia ngt gs_itmminw_aﬁuality—but cause in the Notion, P, @
/Pina ca.use “fs the highest sta.ge in which the concrete !!o‘hion(” beghm il
8 an, 1media.i:e existonce 'in the sphere:of necessity;but it

s e 01 — -
, . .

i

Something in Hegel himself on the question of mechanism a.nd. chemism
as he anproaches teleology is at one and the same time contrasted to it but
teleology is none the less criticised. Grace once said on those same 2 pages
‘S (374-375 } : "End as 'subject', i.e. mechanienm as external relation and
indifference of ob:jects is the other side of the coin of teleology as based
upon extra-mundans understanding, In fact the concept of end is arrived at
from the conception of mechanisp,”

ALY Now trying to a.pp
%o

Trecludes a n_cog:ition..oﬂ.histmcal.ﬁ.pacificity, —AHd where Hemal

"Mus-ehd=relation is more than@f judgement; it is the syllogism of the

independent and free Notion which new objectiviiy binds itself tc~ether

with itself", It can only overcome thiz sulgectivity and finiteness

by rroceding " to cancel ti:@ presupprsition.of the end,. (xd~ Re posgible

use—-£o¥ NQ) differance between—m. ARnasMisIH thinking in terms of the ~.
_g,.mere inte Tute substarce and Lenin's in texms of

e}rﬁirming which will detemmine the end. I




