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/ STUDIES IN DIALECTICS OF THE CONCRETE: Absolute Idea 2s new beginning;
as a Pgw Humanism, as a "new Hegal" --Lou, chicago

Philosophy is what is most antagonlsLlc to abstraction, and it leads
back to the concrete. ~-Hegel, History of Philosophy

V//The-first and fundamental thing that one who wishes to adequately un-
derstand and master philosophic teaching of Hegel must do is to ex-
plain to oneself his relation to the concrete empirical world...the
term, concrete' comes from the Latin 'concrescere.’ ‘Crescere means

h
kR Ve to grow gonérescere  to coalesce, to rise through’ growth.
f —-I}x}n, The Philogophy of Hegel as a Doctrlne of the Concreteness of .
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Hege1's Absofutes, especially hlsxceworklngﬂof the final result
of his philosophy in the syllogisms at the end of his Philoscphy of
Mind the year before his death in 1831, is the subject of Theodore
Geraets' essay, “The Impossibility of Philosophy...snd its Realiza-

'ffiogé" in tHe'Fall 198“ isgue of The Owl of Minerva. Hegel's Abso-
A ,lute%\have been Eﬁefsubject of analyslgyﬁegel scholars.sineg the. 1960s.
/ Prof. 'Geraets! essay- occupies a consplcuous but unenviable position
» \in tha® discussion of Hegel's 2bsolutes, for as his title indicates,”
egel’s dialdctic of Notion and Reality is baeing. ﬁgzgigglateééy(to use
Prof.,. Geraets '8 term! as more a questlon of( antian modalities/than’
ds determinations f Hegelian.dialectica."_It is not philosophv's
eality,. but its’ nding process.of actualization,*: in, Prof.
eragets’ view,: which allows him to abstractly counterpose whati: 1n"j
Hagol's: Absolutes‘pekea phiIOSOphy impossible and what conStituteeqé
't*‘realizat€on.* - L
Because it is the concrete ‘a1id not the 1mpossib1e Whlch is at the
ghre of Hegel‘s Absolutes, it Becomes. all the more imperative to take
eriously Prof. Geraets' observat1on that Hegel's dialectic.; m"l ‘
ach of us to comprehend our times, the new rea-
€8 and new conquests of the sciences." (p.37) However, Hegel's
dialectic, taken thus seriously, cannot escape being taken as any-
thing but a dialectic of the concrete. With that in mind, this es-
say, in response to the guestions raised by Prof. Geraets, will look
~3Yevk at the "labor of philosophizing" of one contemporary thinker
ose practicing of the dialeckic as 2 concrete-Universal has Leen
philosophic mobiliﬁxﬁ n to odﬂoa&g “"comprehend our times" and
"the new realities," % to change them.

That the very categories which are the subject matter of Prof.
Geraets' essay have centrally intervened in the works of the Marxist-
Humanist philosopher, Raya Dunayevskaya, is not without import for
detexmﬂ ng the direction of the renewed discussion of Hegel's Abso-
lute!
Hegel 8 Absolutes as "new beginnings" to Prof. Geraets' "articulation®
of them as either categories of the impossible Q@D the expressjop of
a "process of actualization" Wtilfhelg,kgfilluminat \ their deter-~
mination, especially their final result in 2bsolute Mind. The argu-
ment presented here is that though Prof. Geraets wants /grasp Hegel's
philosophy as "essentially histories2l and innovative, because it mo-
bilizes the efforts of each of us to comprehend our times," he, in

nsequently, counterposing Dunayevskaya's projection of - upuyhin




-

fact, makes such a2 comprehersion impossible; and that Dunayevskaya's
view of Hegel's Absoiutes not only does disclose the historic-philoso-
phic structure of our epoch but reveals = "rew Hegel." '
It r7ould appear, at first, that Prof. Gersets's esgay, "The Im-.
posaibility of Philosophy...and its Realization, " attempts to invoke
M2rx's famous admonition to the Left Hegelians that "you cannot abo-
lish philosophy without realizing it." However, it becomes quite
clear that in choosing such a provocative title to discuss the _final
result of Hegel}q,philquphy, Prof. Geraets’ intention was nEEEKh— 1
voke but (¢b dispel any "subversive" relationship that Mary might have ”g@h
to Hegel's Absolutes. ~“For immediately ¥6llowing his description of E
Hegel's ridiculing the empty abstractions of the Passible and the
Impogsible as found in the Kantian philosophy, Prof, Geraets resorts
to the familiar, and by nov unprovocative, counterposing of Hegel to .
"Marxists of various kinds." The incantation, "Maxrxigts of various .
kinds," is for the purpcse of conjuring up the dichotomy be-
tween Marx and Hegel that has come™to_be associated with Communist
ideologues,"especially those of the current "structuralist" variety.
* Morzover, in a strict philosophic sense, there is certainly<§or€j>
to Ee72i's treatment of possibility thaR what Prof. G ts cites ™ -
from the annotation .to (Baza; T4A3 of the fmaller Logic. é What the ()
"more" underscores is the fact that PYof, Geraets seems moremconfident[3£§
that “he 'has - shown'"the contradiction, in Hegel's own philosophy" (p:31)
‘than Marx 'ewegsthought he had, The truth is that Marx felt compel1dd
‘at-each ta igg'point in his development to return to :Hegel's pHil~T

phy ‘of ‘revolutiop for what-Marx G&T. ochs of sBciat 'Fevolution.D™
Indeed, it was Hegeli's discernment of the actual in the 'possible which
led'Mafx&torconcludé"thatﬁthe?greateat contribut ion of the Hegeliah
dialectic was that it-revealed "trangcendence as an objéctive ‘move~
mentt = 'This is 'Of ‘the essehce, for though Morx's Economic-Philosophic
Manuscripts of 1844 .sHow that he did not take up the final syllogisms’
of ‘Hegel's Absolute Mind, later, when we look 'at the manner:in which
Prof. Geraets does treat them, we will see that Marx's profound,; cri-

tical apﬁreciationJagq; ra of the Hegelian dislectic did reveal ' .
that he "ha‘d‘fcaught,{L@%'f&?fz&nalu result, ¢ren i/ L Hphopld LWORLKL .
-7 Becduse'‘the one contribution Prof. Gersets does make with his .| [/~
provecative :abstraction, "impossibility, " is to impel us to reconﬂiﬂér
the:relattionship of Hegel's ‘concept of actuality to his Absolutes, |::
especially as Hegel distinguished his concept of the actual from
Kant's: ~(a ‘distinction which Prof. Geraets disregards), we need to
turn briefily: to that guestion, before confronting Hegel's Absolutes -
in~and:for-themselves St - P T &
. uizope’ Hagel, |Kant!s/ characterization of Actua ity, N@égéhity-and i
osibil y--a8 Modalit ~rather than treating them dialectically,{’
‘signtfiedvthat'theﬁgéntian'philosophy hadroyf.shown--*how nyll: and” \: -
meaningless” the ‘abstractions:possible ‘and mpossible actually are:i
philosophy. As ‘against’ "the import of Possibility which. induced Kankt:
to ‘regard it along with- necessity and actuality as Modalities": (paraji:
ey L ~ A L]
{43),.Hﬁgel argues that.wigdig,ohherwise‘fgth Actualiﬁzﬂgggmggsess
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They are anythingﬂbut-a‘mere sort 2nd mode for something else; in
fact the ve revg;semar_tha€1 Lf they are supposed; -it. isras_th\
L?oncreteL’not _merely suppositlgiéus.{buﬁ intrinsically complete."” In
arther distinguishing actuality in his dialectic of the concrete from
Kant's modalities, Hegel ends his snnotation to para. 143 .as follows:
_ "Jhether. s thing is possible or impossible, depends alto—
gether on the subject-matter; that is, on the sum total of
the_gggments in actuality, which, as it opens itself out,
disclcotes itself to be necessity."
Je thus see that Hegel wants to distinguish his conception of
actuality in philosophy from Kant's merely phenomenological view.
“why, however, does Prof. Geraets want to make a distinction between
egel and Marx? Could Prof. Geraets have sensed in Hegel's bbsolutes,
(gf especially in their final result, the beginning of the Marxian "sub-
version" of the dialectic into a philosophy of revoluticn, 2s ful-
f*lllng the imperatlve to realize philosophy?
II -

It is necessary, 2t this point, to turn directly to Geraets'
analysis of the Absolute Idea and Absolute Mind, not only to answer
e these questions, but because the Absolute Idea and the three final
* 7 syllogisms of Hegel's Absolute Mind contamn the final result of the
d;alectic.
! From the;ptart there ia the problemztic of Prof. Geraets s‘“ar—
ticulatlon" of the Abscluta. Idea. First, it is not.true that Absolute
Knowledge is Absolute Idea,.in the strict phildsophic sense. At each
pinnadle.thether‘ n the Phenomenologv of Mind, the:rSeience of Logic -
‘or :the : Philosophy Of ‘Mind, Hegel necesaarlly -turns:. thought back upon..
Atself, in what.appears:to be a "remembrance ‘6f things past.” .Innud
eachncase, this -recollection/summation of the whole.course. produces.
different.:results or arrives at a dififereit content.  Each ism, how-rf;“
y//ever, -differentiated in-itself, »nd in each inheres the impulse and ..
power. to ‘tranpcend, i. e., to make a new beginning. , o
e “‘P“ecdndly, the.moment of recollection at the climax of the. dia—v
' lectic wonld :appear to:follow the Platonic method of recollecting . the
Universal-forms and ideas out of the movement of the: goul. Indeed,.:
Hegel's greatest apprecisation, outside of Hera tu _As for Plato - .i
and Aristotle (whose ‘philosophic systems Hgﬁgﬂébt correspond -to He-
gel's first two syllogisms in Absolute Mind).  That appreciation.ex—:
tended. to ‘Hegel's use of Platonic terminology when referring to the
"dialectic soul" which everything has.

‘Hegel arrives: at :the pinnacle of the Togie, . however, wherein the
whole course of -thought' is made to undergo 2 compressed recollection
of the forms of the whole movement, éé; for the subjective reason:that
Hggel wants to make his philosophy the abBOlutEren .of: all philosophy.

(Nor,> is ‘it in order to follov Plato's method. © @\contrary, s
at thie point that Hegel dist inguiish his meth d rop Plato's: éf;;
Kant'a. ~ Hegel's philoaophf& f’gST tion i{s not only - necessary . for -
the "questions of method," but because his critique of ‘the history of
philoscphy showed that its Absolutes became fixed as endings rather -
£1uid, - leading to new beginnings. Though it 'is true that beginnings
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in Hegel's dialectl qays R -4 _'hej¥beolute, they only
become concrete ({h the endy in the proces fa
“" Therefore, in order for the Absolute Idea to be, it has to "hear
‘itself speak" and this is its realization. 2t the moment when the
logical course of thought reaches back into-itself, through its phil-
osophic . recollectlon, the Ides takes on the onto-logigal life of Be-.
ing, i.e., it becomes a concrete Notion. There is no tranSLtlon in
this movement, when the Idea realizes itself, rather it “freely re-
leases itself."
Hegel's great achievement is to have deduced the Idea from it~
self, i.e.,, the self (being) of the Idea is the movement of thought. ﬂ
2s against Plato's immortal! mythological forms and Kant' s‘g,prieri A
thing~-in-itself, Hegel makes finite historical movement the active
and creative principle of the dialectic because he has discovéred the
.-inflnltude of mind as the revolationary subversion of finite reality.
-;'The French Revolutbn illuminated this relstionship of Notion to rea- fear

Jlity for Hegel. Thus, the Absolute Ides g ds =s the absolute truth®
and only authentic standpoint becauee(fhégzgéz_and its process,/ to
borrow Marx's expression, is a ceaseless confronfation with.human

thought. 1Its significance revolves aroun e fact that dialectlcs
hag arrived, 2500 years after its birth in Greek thought, at: the point
where an ahsolutéVldentity exists between theory and practice. which
~is at the- same. time »n absolute opposition that entaile the trans-
cendence- of - transition and recollection as the determlnatlon of the
Idea.,;

e Recolleotlon. at thxs point, is for the purpose of ghgg;gg that
the human power of thought, in Hegel's view, (praxig in Marx's), has
now. attained the absolute ground form which.to begin £rom itself the -

development of its.own universals. - Hegel!s . reconstructién of thought

:gkg y. in its f1na1 resulty
v ) 7 R
Hegel and his—oon Trintag I

- As..a consequence, the Absolute Idea and its con reheneion becomes .
itself.a philosophic divide. in the. Hegelian dialtectic. The mere to-.
talization of the-Hegelian Absolutes ~- Phen. of Mind,‘the -£g...0f  Log.
and.the Phil. of -Mind. -- is. insufflcient to disclose that. divide.. -
Rather, grasping.. diffefentiation in the Absolute.Idea at the moment.
of its transcendence, as the "self-liberation" of mind, is the ‘break
through in, thought needed to fully comprehend the syllogistic self-
thinking Idea and its.final result. The epochal significance.of a- -
chieving that breakthrouggg*ﬂbﬁialectice is set forth by Raya Duna- .
yevskaya,‘in.her -analysis n's "discovery" of the. Egﬂﬁliéﬁqfﬁfif :
of Marxian dialectics in the midst of Jorld "ar I Sughﬁgﬁgiggh 7.
through is, in. fact, Dunayevskaya 8 uniaue contribu io 2 1y
reason. Mo e P 0 ,-;'\h,fguwmuv

e : . IrI.

"It is unfortunate that a man can etill write today that the absolute

is not man.". . o , -—Sartre,
» * ,»

) In eetting the unlikely context for the di-covery of the new dia-- ’
lectic of the capitaliat-imperia1iet epoch, Dunayevskaya characterizes b 3
'4‘39’59‘ %
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Lenin, its discover, »s the “most militant materialist." The char-
acterization of Lenin as 2 "militant meterialist," »t the moment of
his encounter with Hegel's "idealism" accentuated the fact that even
the subjectivﬁgg‘of'ihe ¢iscove;e£ gppgars to be at total odds with
the discove &¥rom tﬁis ‘absolute encounter wes-stated
by -Lenin-himeelf: "Intelligent idealism is nearer to intelligent
materialism than is stupid materialism...Dialectical idealism instead
of intelligent- metaphysical, undeveloped, dead, vulgar, static in-
stead of stupid." <
According to Dunayevskaya, 'the ab&éi;tg'eruption of capitalist
0orld war and theraﬁdﬁggee collapse of world Merxism was the historic
‘ground from which a new beginning emerged, as a consequence of Lenin's
return to the Hegelian "dialectic proper" in the Sc. of Log. The new
beginning 'in the dialectic appears in Lenin's study at the point
where he récognizes that "Cognition not only reflects the objective
world but creates it." ‘that, however, was left undeveloped, and was
not made the concrete universal of the epoch until it was worked out
and projected by Dunayevskaya 2s 2 "new humanism." '
gain.'it appeared that Prof. Geraets had an intimstion of the
new humanist beginnings in Hegél's" Absolutes when he referred to the
*“subjectivity" of the Idea being- ir-and-for-itself. '"hen we'come to
the final® syllogmsm and Absolute Mind it will be cledr that that"was
not his intention:’ “subjectivity" is used as a' substitute for- Hegel'
"self—thinking Idea." TIn'other words, rather ‘than encountering Hegel
: at that seemingly stratospheric level, Prof. Geraets reduces Absolute
?ﬂﬁ&- - ‘ Bubject1v1ty " That retreat fiom encountering Hegel'on the
_ﬂyudj7 ground -of that most probleniatic of categéries, however, diverts' from_

the kind of absolite’ ‘confrontation with the power of dialectic nega="

ﬁrﬁb ; tivity the? Dunayevdkaya cohtands Lenin experienced (a "shocdk of re--
fﬁﬁﬁﬁl' coghition) whef'Bttarnea to- Hegel, I ‘othér words, Hegel's. dialectic
% _demands that" thi sught ‘experience a’ ‘breikthrough in order to-grasp- 1t5

final result--* re_i 8 nothing' quiegcept in grappling with H8991 8
ot vity, : Dunaye skaya's point.
“#he form and movement of the Notion
Ject te ‘5-kHé soul and substance of objéctive
‘Peality. T-on—theéﬂne’ﬁﬁﬁa- {8 the dual alienation in the Abso-
lute Idea’ which Marx-criticized as- disclosing Hegel s uncritical’ po-
-|sitivism. ' ‘On the' éthér hand, however, it 'ig the "dctive side" of -
materislism which Marx criticized Peuerbach and the materialists for
- having failed to develop. "By ot grasping this, Marx eoncludeas-that:
Feuerbiach has not grasped the significdfice of the'dialectic as’ Mpga
volitiondry, practical-critical activity.”" Ironically, FPeuerbacl's
. eritique- of' the Hegelian dialectic was that it made philosophy *im-_.
\Possibla’; also.’ sobomes oo
277" iphe only.thing, a8 we 8hall see, that would make philosophy an
. "impossibility" with Hegel would be’'if his absolutes were not grasped
... a8 new beginnings growing out of its final result, the resolution of
‘the' contradiction between the Notion and Reality. That kind-of grasp
antails the resdlve of the (social) individual to overcome-the bar-
- riers to that emergence. The subjective end, expressed in Hegel's
formulation on "free mind“ as "individuality which lets nothing inter-
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fere with its universalism, i.e., freedom itself," signifies that
Hegel saw that overcoming in the movement Zor freedom.. Thus, the newvw
beginning deduced from the AbstIite Idea is, in embryo, the "legic"
of a new social individual{ (Moré, then, is involved in the Method of
the absolute Idea than a hermeneutical return to the beginning, or .a
mere recollection of the past.- The intimation in.the final two para-
graphs of the Absplute Idea (whicl forms the opening eyllogism of Ab~
sbtuté;MindJ»BE;new_sphe:g511Nature and. Mind) involves a mew theore- ,
tical practice. Marx's first thesis on Feuerbach spells this out. as&.
"revolutionary, practicel-critical activity.” :

. The individual resolve to make 2 beginning on Hegel's new foun-
dation, on the ground of the revolution that Hegel made in Philoso-
phy, is the absolute manifestation of the Idea's true and final re-
sult. Upon this rests not only the sublation (absorption) of the
Logic which Hegel labored to organize as a new foundation: this en--
tails the sublation of the Hegelian system itself. '

~ Again, the cquestion is not whether Hegel has made philosophy.
impossible, but whether: the world-historic "birthiime" which brought
forth the recreation of the dialectic, as a dialectic of. negativity,.
had also produced: the socisl individual to realize, i.e., concretize |, .
the absolute-Idea of :all philosophy as- freédom itself. - It ig:the .~ -

. nature,or rather the maturity of the. age, in:which’a new social in-
dividual arises to work out and project the hiktorical/logical ‘impera-" '
tive .of: practicing the dialectic:of the epoch :that: makes Pegel'a con-
temporary, according’ to. Dunayevskaya. "~ In other words, Hegel's diaw- *
lectic.is the very structure:(and, as such, movement) of Reality, be-
cause.the dialectic carriées its.;own imperative to transformiireality
and thought. The movement,  then, is from the philosophic abgtraction
‘that Marx criticized Hegel's 'absolutes for having éenclosed-the in=u
"dividual in, to the social individual who-ig the resolhtion*of;th( ’

; contradiction between Notion and Reality. COPRTE S < RO

v '
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nodoel ‘ : : ‘ Sl ST
v (A note neéds to be mrde concderning Hegel's concept of the:new,:
before going on to Absolute Mind and the final syllogisms.’ The:hew-
nems:of thevAbsolute's beginning entails the creation of a new phil-
osophic: standpoint through.absorbing the old. Thus, in:Hegel, the .. f.,.
new is- more: than a temporal-’‘designation, it expresses the: absolute -
ground;thatixha:logicalzanduphengmenological.beginnihgsmthat_thought
must: abor through to arrive:at its. final result as an—absoituto b

T Y

7dgi-rming,—-:'a-_ggﬂebeginning.) . : . : o
_ The movement of the Notion has been cognized through the course
{ of the Sc. of Log., it is only, however, in the Absolute Idea that it
is re-cognized in-and-for-itself, in its universal activity as Abso-~ ¢,
lute:Méthod. . It represents a new kind:of totality, for Method be~ '
comes the means of exhibiting the self-movement of the Notion ps a .

completed totality. That is to say, the totality of ‘?t 2

She—-Notion-—of+otality-ef-Notionsen-prod ~e g
 gnd-Thich-erestes. a~totallynay 18 for comprehending '
pal activity of the Ideéa,” Thi 's not only what flegel meant by phil-

osophy »ending" with his, 1% is what makes his pbsolute Method a’path-

BN | 17326
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way to the Absolute Idea, It is only with such an "ending” that all
future philosophy becomes possible as "the spirit of its time cast in
thought "

This explains not only why Hegel labored over the guestion, "With
what must science begin?" but why he concludes in the Absolute Idea
that the entire course of the Logic was -to found 2 new beginning for
thought. Thus, the doctrine of Hegel's Absolute Idea is a doctrine
of new beginnings in the philosophical sciences, If the beginning
of the Logic is determined by the final result of what flowed from it,
the absolute as new beginning is determined by what has led up to it.
There is no room for any a priori separation of ends and mezns be-
cause method begins from what has made it absolute, the universal ac~

1vity/of abasolute negativity. : '
'{Yx ? A1l of Hegel's .Absolutes- contain differentiaxian. Hegel, thus,
ij/dha es two beginnings, one concrete (empirical), the other abstract
/A (1og1ca1) The dialectic of the former is phenomenological, in that
At moves from the concrete to the general with Absolute Knowledge as
final result in the Phen. of Mind; the other is ontological, -and
oves from an abstract.universal to the concrete universal with the
bsolute Idea as the final .result of the £c. of Logic. The Ency. of
hil,.’.Sc. contains the -syllogistic- uniting of these two beginnings,
and, as.:such, is the final result of the new beginning that culminates
\-in the Logic as Absolute.Idea. - -
».. Foxr -the Idea:of Philosophy to. return to iteelf on the ground of
a mew, beginning ‘is the: self-thinking Idea which has absorbed the Logic
ag’a principle.of mind, . This- act of self-reflection is a logical/his-
toriesl mirror which brings us “back to.the Absolute Idea as a social.
and:rhistoricaliprinciple, ‘a '‘new epochaliimperative. Thus, the final
result of the Absolute is‘not-only a social -individual but s-new human
society, : a whole new human dimension. The social individual has ab-
sorbed Absolute Idea as the Notion/Reality dichotomy which elicits the
Met for overcoming the opposition. .
inally, Hegel explains the subject's absorption of the Notion- \
~-and.Reality.as the determination of a new social individual, who eveq
unifies time and:space in.a new: ways
Peoothe word ?gggli_ggglwyed—in_the~pe;fectmtenae, has
uite’ peculiarly the meaning ofggresenca what ‘I have seen
ie\something -not merély that T t still have, some~’
[ thing,: therefore, that is present in me. In this use of(-
ithe word 'have' can be’ seén a.general sign of the inward- .
ness of the modern mind, which makes the reflection,-not-
merely that the past in ‘its immediacy has passed away,
. also that in-mind the past is till preserved." (pwrﬂ
~ % zusatz)
Marx, as profoundly,- formulatea this as "time is the space of human :
development " . K

. v : RERE
...the greatneea of the Hegelian philoaoPhy of ita final reeult -
the;dialectic of negativity as the moving and creative principle -«
1ieg- in the first place in the circumstances that Hegelu..graspa... ¥

“ the collective action of man, only as a result of hiastoxy."
-=Marx, "Critioue of the Hegelisn Dialectic“
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We now turn to Hegel‘s final result in the ghil;_ggigigg where
the universality of fiee mind intexpenetrates ‘that of time/space in
Neture. Immediately, we see that not only is the figure of the_firsﬁ
syllogism -- Logic-Nature-Mind -- the description of the Ency. of
Phil. fSc., it is the externaliration of the Idea as Nature. Because
the movement and determination of this syllogism.is the ggg;gﬂ of the

yllogistic movement, and has become problematic in its interpreta—

* tionm, it will be helpful to quote Hegel's view of the "dialectic of
ature , The following passage recalls Hegel's formulation on dia-
ﬂ ectics as adggéﬁiu licity)rather than a tripliCity which appears in
the penuitima e section of the Absolute 1dea, just preceding £he 'ﬁzu

_.ition to Nature:!
"...the cause why that which in the rational nclusion is

/ | merely thrase-fold, pas n nature to the( four>
1A what is natursl, i
"‘the one, becomes’ Separated in ature.
m the opposition.should exist, as— oppo TETOH: it@
geTF bo 3. two-fold) end. “thus, whep we count, we haveé
' ... Wihen we __pply_it..to_.i-_he_loxld we have ns__ux:e as
» an_and_;hehegistent_ﬂpirit as_the way for nature-' when
the.xetnrnmiSwmadelwthls is the absolute sQi:itiﬂ
{‘“ . R containse the dual- stand-
point or- is rather: philosophy g transcenidence of the phenomenology ‘of
mind Thus,  the, suhlation (absorption) of the natural standpoint of
the £irst. syllogism proceeds via thought 8 suoorainatiun '‘of 'the puen
omenplogical thing —in—itself in Nature to ‘the. phi;ggophical Idea ‘of
the. second syllogism-'(ﬁindiinsthe osition £ mediq;I§§7in the se—‘
cond syllogiﬁm .contains both the the gggnomenologibal—s t of mind
in relation to its presupposition in sture,(é?ﬁmenerini ,“and the -
PhilOBDPhical sspect of mind in relation to Logicﬁiox idealisnﬂ It
gante hhg_ implicit, bredk down: of the syllogistic “form itself.
The co! dﬂgyl;ggigm contains equally the problematLC'Bf Hegel 8
Thi: d Attituda to Objectivity, which is presented“iﬁ"fﬁeﬁgmaller i.”
ngig for‘the first time, i.e., "immediate knowledge” mesguerading
in the phenomenal wo:ld as philosophy. Thought descends in & reac-"1
tionary retrogression from the dialectic realization of the Idea “to .
the Pht/?mﬂnological~stsndpoint of the thing—in—itself sans method,__

i. e., ntuitiongli;g;)

Because}the freedom of mind. found in the first syllogism is still
bound by the conditions of natural ‘necessity, it gives rise, in” the"
seczagﬁﬁyllogism, to two kinds of_subjectivity- ‘the subjectivixy of
Por ity which has,not‘superseded the phenomenological world of
the. thing-in—itsslf, ‘and to “subjective cognition of which" freedom
(Froiheit) is the aim, snd which /ohilosophg/is itself the ‘way to pro-"
duce i€, :

‘Hegel. recognizes this splitting of Spirit (Mind) 'in the® phen. ‘OF
Mind: "The sphere of spirit at this stage breaks up int o' rsgions.
The ohe is the actual woxld, that of self-estrangsment, the other ig '
that" which spirit constructs for itself in th etherJof p—;e
nasp, raising itsslf above the first. This second world,,heing con-"
structed in 0pposition and contrast to that estrangement is just on

I
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that a2ccount not free from it." (p.513, Baillie) That such a2 reac-
tionary and retrogr*de mode of thought ~8 intuitionalism should ap-
pear at the penultimate stage of the Hegedian dialectic "far from
signifying any sort of synthesls', 81gnals a dismemberment" of the
dialectic, according to Dunayevskaya, It is what Marxists call the
counter—revolution within the the revolutlonary movement. I£, then,
the first sylloglsm is the sourxrce from which the movement issues, the
second syllogism, as an absolute splitting in two, is most crltical
because it contains the greatest pitfall .
“That is 1nwolved is more than a guestion of logical or historieal
development, but is rather » cuestion’ of methodological comprehension.
Indeed, Hegel underscoree the "barbarous procedure" of intuitionalism
ag its disdain’ for method. . To comprehend. Hegel's absolutes, not as
syntheses of a static triadic form, mzkes imperative the need to grasp
the absolute method of a new subjectivity. Hegel's transformation, of
the PhllQBOphleS of Nature and Mind into the dialectic discernment of
"the natura nF +ha Factke" and the "ar-{--nnn nf cnnn':h'm" as a single
movement, is. reduced by intuitionalism to pure subjectivzsm. To
Dunayevskaya,.. “the trep that awaits all who fail to grapple with what
transforms philosophy into a sc1ence, how it all emerges from actu-
ality -= the hletorzc proceee -- is that’ of the transformatlon of the
ersonel consciousness '1nto a fact of consciousnese ‘of all and even

). very. nature of mlnd ' (Phlloethx and Revolutlon,

the.extent that number 15 applicable, is the natural, practical fz—“'
gure of mlnd The eelf—determination of the’ Idea through which it’
retprne fo, reality ig’ through human actuality, praxis. - Neverthelees,
Hex el's abeolutee arrive ‘at the problematlc encountered'by any sci-
ence, that pf proof. ,qince the premiees decide the boundary of any
problpnunyp need to 1odk ot Hegel 8 premiees in the final ayllogisma..
.The : proqf of absolute negavzty ‘a8, movement'having ] quadrupli-—l'
clty of mpments I8 deduced from the the premise of the firs'
ism. It ip the moment of the Idea's exterxorlty as Nature.
ing .to A.ﬂ},Niller, ‘the original translator of the Phil. 0 Mind,r >
Wallace. mietranslated the following key Jpassage;. {'Nature,, atanding
between Mind and ite eeaence (Logic), sunderegéts £¥ not rndeed to
extremes of finite abstraction, nor itself to g mething away from
them and . independent." Miller riotes that
Wallace translates “g;gﬁlittho»mdgtakenly- as "ek,hﬁ-(iteelf) Thua,,
Hegel's actual wording is that Nature sundere Logic and Mind, ' he
logical preeuppoaition of Nature thus containe the higheet coﬁtradie—_
tion within itself in the, fqrm of thq,ogpoaition between the theore- )
tical and ‘the. practica it ea.,]nt theupther ‘extreme, Nature's mediated
nd) divides(i€self into its phenomenoldgical and philsé
hic aupects.z Nature, therefore, appeare in this form 28, theq\de' Bf
/ transition.\ ,
In its determination (power) as tra?s tion, the-:de aaaumes the
_.natural Ycourse of necessity.’ It is anynelicited power), 3, being 7
in-itsels. . Nature is -the- phenomenofogfbﬂl vorld o tranaition in
which negattvity is a pent-up forda, which first reiII?Eﬁ”IEBélf "e
the law of motion. Upon ‘this £irst premile, through which dialectic
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