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Rough Draft PHILOSOPHY AND REVOLUTTION
BY RAYA DUNAYEVSKAYA

PART ONE:  WHY HEGEL? WHY NOw?

sse Our epoch is 2 birth~time, end & period
of trensition. The spirit of man ban
broken with the old order of things
- hitherto prevailing, and with the old
vay of thinkingess :
~= Heogel

Chepter I — Hegel's Absolutes as New Beginnings

Because the transformaiion of reality is central to the Hegelien
dislectic, Heygal's philosophy comes to life, over and over sgain, at each great

tumihg point in history. .I%t was 80 in Marx! 's time which compiised the epoch

of the 1348 Europoan revolutions, the 1861~65 Ameriocan Civil Ver, end the 1871

Parie Commune. Which is why Marx's discovery of historiocsl mﬁteriaiism was
@islectical thrgugh' and through. With the ou%.brea.k of the Fir:st Vorld 'ﬁar and
the collaPae of éstalo‘lished Ma:xim," Lenin rediscovered this truth fyom a; new
atudy of Hegel's Science of Logic, - -
No such philosophic renSuasmbr;t devoloped wi'bhih Gomﬁmian whgn 1‘.Ahe"_‘

Second World wer engulfe;ﬂ, the world. ‘All seemed to preclude any new return. to
Hogel on taé part of those who called themselves Marxists. The very virulence |
with wh.io’.; Andrei Zhdanov soon aftor declared thet "the question o: Hegel bas

_ lohg s_insu 'uééh settled" proved 'what the post-war world was soon to show: new
ideological probings hnd been driven underyround. In any case, outpide of -
established Coumunism, the idealogical combatents, following the.victory cver
Naziem, were often professed dialercticians. Sartrean existentislists and theo=-
logians elike engauyed in a Hegel revival that was at tho some time a rodiscov‘ary
of the now famoun Hunmanisi Lasaye of Marx. MNew yround was broken in diqclarniné,

and elaborating upen, an inner conneotion between idealist and materinlist dialeotice




| \that, in the mid 194Cs in Western Burope, were thooretical discussions
becemo outright revolutions in Lastern Eurcpe in the mid 1950's. Nor did what
Leon Trotety oncé called "the empiricism of a machine sun" end the ideclogical
battle. Only the United States se.med to remain impervious to this philosophic
cﬁnflict. This luxuriaﬁing in the euphoria of an "end of ideology" ended, how-
ever, with the rise of e new Third World, inqluding black revolts in ihe United
States. )

In the United Siates in +ha 1960‘3, it is true that.the second rediscovery-

of Ma.rx's Economic—l’hllosophic ic Manusorivte, 1844, remained worlds apert from &

ncw Hegel revival. Amarican comoctants were still Beparating whet history aad

Joinad together — Mz}rx's heginﬁings in a new Humanism from the culmination of

_Hegelian philosophy in the Absolutea, Neither the shrillness of Comn_:uniét attack:

on Hegel's "Jdealiem'; however, nor ecademnio pet?ification of Hegel‘s dinlgctic
could stem ihe tide of world Listory which once agéin méde Hegel a. "contambora:y.“
This is not to say that we can dzsmiss out of hand thc contention that Habel'
Absolutes are a restatement, if not = throwback, to Plato's concept of the
) Philasopher—Klng that raflected Greek society where slaves did all ths labor and
the intellectusl oless ﬁﬁo philosophized did no lsbor. But, to this writer, tme
cpntention fails to coms to grips with the ﬁgi for the new rebirth.

The var& f20t that Hugel'e concepts of Reason and Freedom gre "in the sir®
points to an objective need for a reinterpratation. Not for the sake of Hegsl
but for our sskes. Ve are the ones who are in need of & philosophy that can meat
the Qhallenga of our times. Now that a movement from yractice is raising philo=-
sophic questions of the most profound kind, we can no longer disrexard the philoe
gopher who lived at & "birth-tims" of history which created the modern indust=ial

world of orises ond continuing revolutions and counter-revolutiona, The feot
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is thist whether or not the Hegelian dinlectioc is "the algebra of revolution',
it wes born of one, the Frenck Revolution, and, sbove all, continues to heve
somathing to say to ths revolutionaries of our dey. Thoss 'who oluﬁn that Hegel's
Absolutes are but a re-statement of Aristotle must answar — why, if tids is 50y
hes Hegel remoined .so elive in' our age? The Ureek philosophers, on the other
hend, remein in soademis? Why cen't we put Hegel's own _thanea to fhe tegt? 1f,
as Hegel held, the dislectic ia both so fluid and yet s0 “a:de.ms.nt" as to bow 'bc;‘
no Absolute Subst-anca but, remain the continuous process of Beco:n_ing, be the self-.
. moving, ae.lf-activa, self-tmnscenr}.ir;g mathod of "ebsolute negativity', ho;v could
its discoverer, He‘ge.:l.., b.m{e- stopped its incessant motion?’ |

) If "notuing s eithsr conceived or known in its truth except in eo ‘far
as it is oomnletely sub;!sct to methogt! why can we not subject’ Hagel’s .o\.baolutes
to it. Way not test the logic of Hegel's logic?. Why not rol" the film of Hegal’s
Absolutea back to their bYeginning in the Phenomenoloﬂ and examine tha.t “phonomenon

in light of the phanomena of today? : : ) '

‘ Seotion A =~ Tha Phenomenolomr of Mind

eve The greatness of Hegal‘s Phenomenclogy,
and of its final result —- the dislectic
of negativity as the moving and orseating -
prineiple =~ lies in thims, that Hegal com-
prehends the self=-production of man &8 &

ProCesse  sue
— Marx

The Phenomenoloyy of Mind and the Science cof Logic ~~ Hegel's "\f:iyage of
discovery" and his "asystem" —— are a summons for men "o let the dead bury the.

deed."2 while the 1iving go forth %o meot the challenge of the timeﬂa end "give

1. Hegel, Soignce of logic, Vol, 11, P, 468

2. Hegel, Phanomenoloa of Kind, P. 130

3+ Hegsl, Soience of Lo@c, Vol. 2y P. 35i... there are no traces in Logic of the
now apirit which nag arisen both in Learning and in Lifa, It ie, lLowsvery
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ear to its (the Spirit‘e) urgancy."4 But, where the Science of Logic is without
“ooncretion of aenge“, the fesling that a new epoch has been opencd up by the
French Hevolution is preeent everywhera in the fhenomenolowy. Indeed, cne herdly
feels the tortucus, 2500 year itrek of Viestern philopoply from its birthpluce in
Groece some 500 B.C. to the time of Hegel. The spirit of the breaxing of old
bonda,; the emergénca of a new hwsan dimension is so zll-pervasive that history
itself becomes but one of the elements of ell that is new in life, in literéturey
in the arts, in phllosophy. Throughout its 160 year existence, "the iﬁmaneﬁt
rhythm of the movemaﬁt of conceptual thought"5 of the Phsnomenoclogy hes cast a

spell on critics and followers alike. The discoverer of historical materislicm,

Karl Marx, who develepsd his originel humsnist: concepts through e rejection of

Hegel's Absolutes, summed it up this ways

The Phenomenology is therefors, the hidden, still unclear
even to itself ond mystifying critical philesophy. However,
to the extent that it holds fapt the glienstion of Man —- even
if Mon appears only in the form of Spirit — %o that extent
8ll elcments of oriticism lie hidden in it and are often already
" ‘prepared and worked out in a manner extending far beyond the
Hegelian standpoint. The section on 'Unheppy Consciousness',
the 'Honorable Conscivusness', the struggle between the 'noble!
and ‘base' consciousness, .clo., e%G., contein oritical elaments
— glthough still in an alienated form — of vwhole spheres
like Religion, tha State, Civioc Life, etc."6

. (let us say once and for all), quite vain to try to retain the foras of an
earlier stuge of development wien the inner structure of spirit has become
transformed. :

Hogel, Eiptory of Philosophy Vol. 111. P. 553
Hegel, FPhenomenology, Ps 117 :

Mars, Critique of the Hewelian Dialestic: I'm uming my own translation
whioch appears in the 19%3 edition of Marxiem and Freedom, FP. 309,
Other tranelations are listed.in Bibliography.




5
Thet is to say, despite the fact that Man is nowhere present in the
Phcnomenology end FHegel analyzos the development of conscicusness and qelf—
congciousnoas as disvmbodied spirits; despite the fact that Freedom and Reason
likewise zppesr only as motivities of the mind so that Mind (Gaint) actually
shields thne fact thet Hegel's philosophy retain; the presuppositions of existing
bourgeois society, and despite the fact that Hegel's “éstranged insight" has

therefore caught only "tho abstiract, loygicel and speculative expresesion for the

msvemant'of his#ory", uevertheless the dimlectic reveals Mtranscendence as an
objective movement."T

Whether ore socepts Herx's critique and sees the multitudinous aliene~
tions of subject end objeoot, of Cunséiousuuas, SelfQCunaciougness, Reason, and
Spirit, s & question of gelf--development of lgbor,. or see "Other" {all others)
bexistaﬁtiaily 2a "the enemy”, the point is thet for every stege of phepomano;
logical developmant, thers is a corresponding stage of objectivity. _The
rapetition of oné and tﬁa same movemént — the_dialeotic as o continuous broceéa
of develoﬁment == not only from 'gdense-certainty to tha‘Absoluté Idea, b&t,also
mankind's tistory from hoﬁdage o f:aedém. As early ns the Frefsce, Hegel toid '
us that the Absclute Idea has appeured here and now beéauga "itg time bam come, "
tﬁat ise to sey, freedor has haeq schiaved at‘thaltime he wag writing in the
period of the French Revolution. - |

Bacause Hégel ie Jdenling with universals, it doesn't matter if one

d¢wolle on a single stagc of alienation or on the alienations in their totality.

How many exregeses -— from Jociah Royoe's religious preccoupation with the
"Contrite Conscicusness" to Hervert Murcuse's conocorn with "teohnological
reality' and its "Congquest of the linhappy Gonaoiousneaa,"ghnven't depended on

Hegel's Aliencted Soul or Unheppy Consciousness. Even if one were to superimpose

Te Marx, Op. Cit .
8. Herbert Murouse, One~Dimensional Mon, P. 56~8




a single division upon the whols of the Thenomenoiogy, even this would not be

Wyrong'. A division whioh jlaced Consciousness, Seli-Conscioucness and Reason

under the heading "Whut Happens Up to the Doy of Revolution?": all the remaining
steges of development -— Spirit, Religion, end Abgsolute Idee —— would then be
titled "What ‘He;ppens Lfter the Revolution®" even such oversimplification or, if
vou wish, vulgarization wouldn't be violating the spirit of Hegel providing this
was done Tor -the purpose of penetreting Hegel's dnalysis of devalopaent as selif-~ -
movement. For it isd the suli‘—deveiopmant thet is the sum and au‘ostance,'the-
s.oul aﬁd gpiTit of the dialectic in thought as in life, in histci:ry ag in sociéty)
in pb.ilosophy as in lu.teratura.

Vhen darx aing.»ad out transuendence Bl an o‘bgac..:.ve .onement, ha wa3 not
merely showin'g_what wone “uehind! the struggles ol consciousness and self-con—
sciousﬁess; ke was also arguing a;;e.ins"b the n'a.zfrow ma‘harialisﬁé who didn't under—
stand historig movemonts andg therafora didn't understand that these movements
ware present évarywhe:e in the strug_;lus of consciousness. It ié 'bhe self-
fl-svclopmant, the fact that 110 outaide forca propels- a movement forward, tha‘b
alloweu the wmosy encyolopedic nind of Europe to sce the davalopment of thought
ae "pa_.re.llel“9 to world history. R

The plenitsude a.ﬂd. sufifering of %he Solf that Hegei hags gathered together
for his "Sciunce of the Experionce of Conso:.ousness" allows for varying inter=
ﬁr_atatious (very often by the sume disosrning reader upon gach ro-reading of a
passege)s But they do so bsvause, and only because, Hewel created hie universals
through a aost painsteking and rigbrous oxamination of the movement of no less
4hon 2,500 years of history. The fact that this long trek in the development of

mankind culmineted in the peoriod of revolution and ocounter-rovolution that

9, Hogel, leotures on the lilotory of Philogophyy Vols 111, Pe 347




chareoteriged the ege in whick Hegel lived, i3 whkat drove that genius io break

with the introversion of hia pbiloeophic contempc-»ra.ries. Beeause, in thought,
Hegel was a sreat revolutionary, all of world history was to him & history in the
"progress and the conscivusness of fresdom." O It served ag the i:oint of departure
and point of return of his greatest works,

Naturally, the veader can still object, saying: Isn't it true that all
'alienations, oppositions, contredictions come to rest in the surmounting of the
object of conac:.ousness — self-consciousness — and beconea Absclute Knowledge?
Although it is true that the end in Hehel-is but consumnation of the 'beginning; |
nevertheleas, ontologically, hasn't Hegel spelled out the unity of .zll oppoait:i.on
in Absolute Knowledge? No doubt he did .uepla.ce theology wi'bh philosophy, but it
is an Abeolute all the seme, ian't it?

There n.s, of course, no doubt thut Hegel h:i.mself, using the philosopher

as the yardstick, meant to do just that since "knowing" as Marx erpressed it,

*ig his only a.ct" However, because "abaoluts nagativity" is the e.:cis, evan the

fbsolute Iden does not escupe negetion as anytbing beyond the present. Let's
follow him and see. ‘ ; . : :

Hegel begins and enﬁa the final chapter, "Absolute Enowledge", by stress-
ing that ravellection of all these. stages of development is one way of tran;s-
cending the oppoaition between self-oonsciouaness and its 6i:jec£. He therefors
‘begins his recall with tho first section, w:l..th imm. dinte "aense-experienoe" and
its relatedness to "Other, partly as paroeption, and eesentially a8 understanding.
Howaver, instead of going on to the naxt aeqa.enaa — aalf-conea:l.ousness, elther

ae 1t expresess itgelf as Lordship and Bondage, Stoiciam, Scepticiem, or the

10. Hegel, Philosophy of History, P. 12




Unhappy Conscioqsness —- Hegel stops in order to draw out what is the quintessential
of the entire Phonomenology; indeed, of the dialectic as & whole and the Science
of Logic as well ~- 1ot & eingle word of which had yet been written. Hera.ia woat
he writes: |

~ The object as a whole is the mediwmted result (the syllogiem)

or the pessing of universelity into individuality thravgh

‘specification, also the reverse process from the individusl 14

to the universal through cencelled individuality or specificeation.

The deceptive simplicity of this lopicel conclusion is likely to cetch
the reader uncware that Hegel is haré introducing tke three central catagories of
the Universal. Perticulsr and Individual of the Doctrins of Notion (Geist).

It has often been noted that the Phenomenology that has been conceived as an
WIntroduction®’ to the Logic bad grown to 800 pages end contained in fzct many
of the major idems of the Logio which'would take nearly a decade to complete.

"Howaver, ihis faoct is stated in erder to explain‘the difficulties in understaﬁiing

she Phenomenology. The explanation is also used to sepurate whet Hewel himself

bad called "the bachanalien revel from the "system"; as if tha‘;ggig bad indeed
‘awalloged up, not only $he passions in'tﬁg Phenomerology, but that thﬁ vigion itsul®
hed bean lost in "the still spzces of thcught.F

There is no doubt thét the ten Years sepafating Hogel's "voyage of
discovery" from his "syutém" Bavw & méliowed philosopher. But it is not true, as
we shall aeellatar, that tte driving forces of history no longer cha%acteriza the
Logice 1In any cuse, they are the very roason for being of Phenomenclogy. Tﬁnt ig
Wty the whole movement from abstract (the Universal) to the concrote (Individual)

"through specification" (the Particular) results irom a doubls negation. Thio

labsolute negativity" is the only wey to concretization.

11. Phencmenclogy, P. 790




¢

Hogel further unc‘.ersaores. that the movement through double negation
holds true. If ths pro.cesa ic reversed and we move fron the immediate sense —
certainty to the absolute knowledge, that is to sey, negztion of the nepation
characterizes alsoc "the reverse process from tho individual to the universal.? |
In uis sﬁmtion, Hoegel demonatretes that in every‘single atage pf the de\.relog—
ment it is so, and, therefore, it is this which characterizes the whole of the
Phenomenology from the very first section to the last.

I% i3 eyucial te  rasp this movement from the abstrect to the concrete
as a gelf-movement, and not as if it adheres to éome soﬁ of sta'tic t.riadio fora.

Though 1t was not Eegel* but Fichte and Schelling who spoke of a philo-

gophy as a developmant of thaBis—antitheais—ayntheais, this statement has mo often

been misread as an expression of Hegelian dialectic thut we wust tarry a moment
longer to show that the thvee ca.te.gox"iea meniioned here are not a "triad", gnrl

not o synthésis or A syﬁthetic. cognition, but a self-develoment through a double
negation. Né matter what tha phenvmens afe, thougut molds the fomm of expsriencs
in & way ;.hat detsrmines both the ;axperience and "the ways in which ooxusciouspess :
nust know the object as 1tselfl." Hor is 't.hé negation o:é the negstion a "Fullity",
‘but the positive is comtuined in the negetive so thut we huve reached a hew
beﬂnningr » It claracteriged not only the logic but life; or more correctly put,
it is a movement in the Logde, in the Phenomenc;ldgg, and in the dialectios in

goneral becnuse it im a fact of hiatory as of life. I+ is ceasoless movement,

In the Lonic, Hewel Inuxhs ot the whole construct of triplicity, insilsting
that it's realiy a quedruplicity: If number ia applicable, then in the whole
course this second immediato 48 the third term, the firat immediate and the
mediated being the other terme. But it im alse third of a sorics composed
besides of firat (or formal) negative and absolute negativity or second negatives
now, oince the foimer (the tiret nesative) is itself the second term, the third
tonn may now be countad es fourth, and the abgtract form of ii may be taken as
a quadriplicity in place of triplicity. logic, Vol. 11, P. 478
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& sort of pemanent revolution. I is the lifeblood of the dialectic, This ib
not because Hogel "imposed! it upon his Logic; it is & fact of development,
including, as we shall see later, the development of revolution.

Having underlined "thig wethod of grasping the object"1? Heysl sends
the renders hack to the remembrance of things pest, at the stage of Reason whers

he had wmade his critique of the philosophies based on "pure ego" or the moment

that came before consciousness as Pure Insight and Enlightenment. There Hegel
had written:

This enlightenment completes spirvit's sgli-estrangement in this
realm, too, whether spirit in self-alienation turns to saak

its safety as to a Togion whers it becomes conscious of the
peace of self-aquipoize. Enlightenment upsets the household
‘arrangements, which 8pirit carries out in the house of faith
by bringing in the goods and furnishings belonging to the -
world of Here and the Now, 13

‘Again, it dvesn't really matter whotner we stop at the sbage Hegel

singled out, or the cne on the Noble and Bsse Coneciousness to which Marx hed
referred g éontéining‘a eritique of bourgeois society itaslf, its oculturs as
well aé its state power: ™his type of spiritusl life is the absolute ghd
universsl inversion of reality and thought, their entire estrangemeni the one
from the other: it is rure culture." Hegel had written there:

Uhat is found in this sphere is that ﬁeithar the concrete

realitice, state-power and wealth, nor their determinate con—

ceptions, good and bad, nor the consciousness of goed and bed

(the consciousneus that iz noble and the consciousness that is

base) posuess reat truth; it is found that all thess momenta are

inverted and transmuted in one into the othar, and each ie the

oppusite of itgelf,14 : : :

The point is that in both thope cases,; as in all other atages of aliena-—
tion, no heaven ig ranched.at the and of the highway other than the consoiousnesa

that still ancther negation, anothor revolution, is needed. Or, as Hemsl hingel?

12, Ibia, b 701
13. Ibid, P. 512
14. , Tvid, P, 541
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put it in his Lectures on the History of Philogophy:

All revolutivns, in the ssiunces ue loss theon in eneral hiptory,
originate only in thia, thut the spirit of man, for the under—
standing and couprehansion of lhimself, for the possegging of
hinself, has now nltered his categuries, uniting himemelf in g
truer, deeper, wore intrincix relation with himself.

The erux of the matter is that this movemont through double nesation
characterizes the transcendencs of esgh staje of alienation was well as the

whole "Seience of tha Expecience of Conssiousness," not excluding the Absolute.

If there is finally to be "a relensa,"15 & plunge into freedom, it cen come only

through the overcomint, of iuternal oppomiti ony and sach new unity of opposites

reveals that the _oppoaitian iz within. The oversoming of the opposition cen

only occur through action.
‘ “Action," writes Hogel, "ip the Tiret inharant division of smple unity

of the notzon, and the retum out of th:i.a divigion.’ n16 And again' ".By thia
proceas of action epirit bas come to ligh'!; in the form of pure universality of
Knowledge."” It would appﬂar thet this meant action in thought only, Hegel,-
es Yarx put :r.t, "has separated thinking from Sub jeot,n from the uuman being who
th:mkn, end by such Mdebumand zationt o.i‘ :Lciue.a haa created the illusion that the -
ectivities of krowledge can transcend ths allenuted world, whersas it cen only
- be abolished by setions . of real men. Novertheless, even witiin Hegel's
abstraotions, one connot help hut fegl the drivs to introduce actusl existonce ~-

time end reality —— into Mihs 1 ~29t oobodimant of anirit - .&bsolute e Knowledga:

MAs to the actunl existence of this notion, uoianca doas net appoar in tine and
in reality t4ill spirit bad &1‘2‘1\'0(«1 at this staxe of being conscicusness re.arding
1tgelf,! ,18

17. Ibid. P. 797
18. Ihid. s 797
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Even though Hegel is still in the realm of thought end idealizes time
Yas spirit's destiny and necessity” still Time straightavay does thinge.
Firit Hagel tells us not to forget such tangibles as feelings Just because wa
have reached Absoluts Knowledge: "... nothing is known woich does not fall with-
w19

in oxperience, or (es it is also expressed) which is not felt to be true...

¥o matter which way you look, it is the movement, the salf-creating

“"Subject! which is the principle underlyinyg the Absolute, thereby dist'inguishing

it from "the empbty Ausmolutes" of other philosophers. Over and over and over
agein, Hegel poiﬁﬁa out that "It is inhereéntly the movemant which is fhe Procese
of knowledgelm- the transforming of that inhe?ant-nature into axplicitness, of
Substance into Subject, of the ubject of consciousness into the objéct 6f self~
consclousness, i.8.y into an object that is at thé same time transcended — in
other words, into the notion. This transfoming procese is a'cyclg ——n20
It now turns ocut that this Mransiorming prodass" is notﬁing short of
Hiptory: "The procasa of caréying forward thié form of knowledge pf itself is

the taek whioh apivi% sccomglishes as actual Hiatory.“21

So that all the
_shadowy phiases on the following page which seem to have historio philosophers
from Degcartes on is done against %he backyround of actual history,‘ Hor can 1he
serious reader fail to recsll that his préaent attacks on "enpty Im:uiti_on“22
wore suamarized in the Preface (which wasraciuglly written after the work was
finished) as "the arbitrary caprice of prophetic uttefance."23 |

In oppositicn to sueh Yarbiirary caprice," Hegel thurusts us siraight
858408t a new negativity: "Kuowledgs is aware not only of itself but also of the

negative of itaclf, or its limit. Knowing ils limit means knowing how to sacrifics

T9. Ibid. - 80O 23, 1bid, P. 107
20, P." 801 23. Ibid. P. 806-7
2l. P. 803 i
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itself ... Thie last form into which Bpirit posses, Haturé, is its living imnediate
process of fevelopment caatr2d

Tois is certainly an upside~down way of presenting Neture. Some famous
comrentators have analyzed this iiterally as if Nature "came out of" Spirit.
Wrong as they are, the question of revéaling *he fruth of the statement is nothing

e8 gimple us standing. Hegel right side ups For one tuing, Hegsl quickly enough

ghowed that the other acpect of Spirit is Hiatory.25 The difficuity comeg in

thet thers teo Hogel oncé again seems to shut the door on all reelity; since, asm
we reach fhe climactic laat purTazraph, Absolute Knowiedge is said to bave found
"its pathway in the recollection of spiritual forms (Geimter) as they are in
thenselves and es they accomplish the org;nizatiﬁn of their spiritual kingdom...

Both together, or Histary (intellectually) comprehended'(5egriffeu), forﬁ‘at

once the recollection an& the Gogotha of Absolute Bpirit, the reslity, the truii,
the certainty of ita throne, witlout which it were lifeleaé, solitary‘and alone-“ES

Hagelltries aofteﬁing the whock of reaﬁhing death at the very pinnacie of

the Absolute Xnowledge as it unises History and Science by quoting Sckillers

_ Theologiens, among ot@uré, havé, of course, not fziled to cell attention to the
fect that Hegoel wae reylacing Chrigtian Thevlogy with his own.philoéophyn But

.if wé rotrace oﬁi steps, a papgs or so\Sack, we hear Hegel spesking aﬁout being -
"born anew frem the womb of knowledge -— (isj'the new stuge of existence, a new

world, ond a new wabodiment or mode of Spirit."27

24. Ihid. :

25 Professor J.N. Findluy,(Hugal, a Re-Examination, F. 119) was right to heve
called attention to the fact tnet ijuoh of the intense obscurity of Hegel's
text is bere due to the conceanled presence of an historical framework."

26. Prencmenology, P. 808
27» Ibid. P. 30%
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Indeed the whole chepter Lm3 Le.n &n outpouring 'of the "siaple medicting
activity in +hinking” whick has led to thnis "relecase" of Spirit in distory
and Science, in Mature and Recollection; and in the birth of "a new world,”

Now it is ture that tois Ynew world" is nothing tangible bui will wurn into

the pura conceptual thought cateyories of Science of logic for which the
Phelnomenologz was the "Introdt.zction." But this cannot obscure the fact that .
Absvlute Knowledge was nod, after sll, the end. As usual, the end is‘ the
cu_:lmina‘.tion cf ihe beginning which becomes z new point of depaiturs, ground

for. a new bezinning. The point is that the Goigothz of this manifestution of

-

Asbmolute Spirit bes not endad the movement whoso phenomenclogical form we
leave only in order to batile its "pure" lo_ical manifestztions. Hegel hasnts
tood Btock-still snd his Absolute Knowledge becomea the foundation for e

new level of truth, the development of which he will snalyze in the Sciende

.

of Logic. The moevement itself is ceasclsan.
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Coapter I - Section B - SCIENCE OF LOGIC

The Sglf-determinstion in which The main shortcoming of ell materialism
alone the Idea i3, im to herr up to now (including thut of Feurerback)
teelf speak... Hegol is that the object, the reality, sonsu-
ouaness, ia coneceoived onl; in the form
of the objeet or of intuition; not, how-
3ver, as sensuous human activity,
Prexie; not subjeetively. Hence, the’
active side was developed abetractly in
positior to materialime by idealicm...
= MerTx

History Las its won way of illuminating & book, ard co do the individusls
who are attrected to it through the eges. During the Rirst World Vax, "Lenin,

faced with the tauk of woxking out new foundations for revolutionary Marxiem

now that eatabl:lsﬁed Marxiam had callapeed, hailed Hogel's descripticn of the

Doctrine of the Notion as "the realm of Su‘b;jeétivity or Freedom." 'Lt the end

of tle Second World,War; Jeeh-Paul Sn;'tre, in ths perenniel atfraction to, and

repulsion from, "todey's 6ommunists" tb.at be underwent, asked rhetorically:s

"Can dialectical mate. ialigm do without ontclogy? ... Mé.n is Absoluts."ze

Some of tod_.ay‘s academioiane ivho wish to return Hegel to ecademiz, sway from

Murx's "subversion" of ther Hegolian dialectio, neve;‘thalesa thenselves treat

the I‘.-optrine of tLe Notion as nothiﬁg more than’ “the place for any leftovers.“ag
Now, wkother one feele that Hagelian philosophy ie an impenetrable ‘

closad ontology,‘ or the open road from which Yo view menkind's development ze

" & totality, and the dialectio ap "ths algebra of ravolution,"‘ao the pﬁint is

that Hegel himself hed not abandoned Reality when he entered the realn of "pure ]

thousht"s  Although, &as against tLe more tengible struugles of consciousness

and self-conaoiousness in tha Phencmenalo y Hegel, in Sciencs of logie,

deals with abatract puilosophic cutegories, he nevertheless does not dspexrt

from the prinociple of freedom in which his entire philosophic systom is grounded.

4204
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It is the pull of objective history toward »eal fresdom which makes Hegelian
philosophy come to iife aud accounts for the way in which each age reads Hogel.
With ayes of today, then let us look at the structure of Science of Logic, itis
philosophic categorien Tlowing into the Absvlute Idea.

Toe structure of the Scierce of Logic shows no streight line to the

Absolute. It is s circle in which each realm — Being, Lssence, Notion — has

-its own Absoluto. Each otarts afreskh, with new cctegories, on new'ground since,
. a8 each reeln reaches the pirnacle, it "perishes," having broken down as it
attempted to embrace the conecreie totality because of its cwn inadequacies.
Insofar as Hogel ia concernud, tha ecoeptance of any category et face value
" is an “uninstructed and barberous proceuure."31 And when the category was ex-
anined in one sphere it wes found wanting in another. Condeptually, the Ahsolut:
that emerges in any spgcific realm is found to be relative. Thig is so, not
merely because the Absolute, Bay, in the Doctrine of Being is of a rethor lowly
kind — Abaolute Indirforencss, And, ag sich, it does not "attain to Esseﬁce,"32
thougn it is a transition to i%, Lven when we ruach the ground of Essence, are
done with Being and its quantitative medsuUrenents, turn to such esaentialztias
:1: Identlty, Difference, Consradiotion, Appearance, 5x;stence, Actuality,lthn
contrudictions only become the sharper. They are not so much aynthésizad as
gathored for a liTe-and-death struggle.
Whether one thinks of the catagories in the Doctrine of Heing as early
stLgas of th aought~developmunt, or of previous sociaties in the history of man-
kind, or separate stages of developnant within a given socisty, 88, say, Marx

thought of the maricot phenomens under oupitalism, thosu cateyorics gsimply fall

28 Jean-Faul Surtre, Situetions IV, I\,

23+ Vialter Kaufman, H&ﬁvLa A fie=Examinction, P, 223

30, MNaurice Herlenu~Ponty expressed the thou, bt suceinotly in a different manners
¥Philosophy is not an illusion. It is tho algebra of History." In Praire of
Philosophy,

31. BSeoienge of lowio, Vul, I, P. 48 3z~ Ibid. P. 403
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2part as one woves to a differant stage of development, whether thut be in history,
Peilosophy, or eeomiomics. 'hen Hexx left the deceptive ephere ol market wquality,
of axchunge of comsoditios and money, to enter the crucial labor process and there
mee} relatiﬁn of labor and cepital at the point of production, it is true that

ke @more than evar oppamed Hepel's vestricted view of labor§3 feeling that Hegel's
limitation of tue dialoctic to consciousnags and tuought maﬁc-it an incooplete,
exteriory not truly interior dialectic. But Hﬁrx‘himself also did not stop wita
Esgence; not even ag iv resched the actuality of cluss vattles, but proceeded

to "Notion", to the Historical Tondency of Capitelist Accumilation, and the re-

lcage of "new pasoions and new forces;" in a word, "to the negetion of the

negations" Indeed, Marx began with ifotion", ‘the very first chapter in Commoditium

ends with Fatiphiem of Cammodﬁtiea.3

In eny ocape, ingofar as Hegel is concerned, he found that it was in-
sufficient to dress thé czte ories of Esuence with new slothes, ta suﬁplant the
0ld metéphysicq mersly by examinstion of philosoﬁhio cetegories, and show theif
relationship to réality, Eﬁt héd to meet Lead .on treditional logie by a new ﬁnity-
of oppositum, & new concept of the unity of thgb;y and practice.: Thus, though

ﬁhe final section ei' the Dootrine of Esnence ~— Actuality — begins and eﬁda

33« Nicholas lobkowiom is ebout the only theologian who, despite his antegoniem
to Marx, profoundly pinpoints what it was that Marx criticised in Hegel's
anelysis of lsbor: "In short, Merx does not cocuse Hegel of hoving treated
labor as if it were e thowgbt aetivity. Rether he cocuses him of Laving in
the Phenomenology described human history in terms of the dialectic of con-
Bciousness, not in torus of the dislectics of labor. WVhen he shows that
the only labor which Hexel rocoynizes ims abatrast mental labor, he bas in
mind the structure of the Phenomanologx and in fect of Hegel's whols phile-

‘sophy, net the Bsaues of lsbor in the Phenomenology and other writirgs
of Hogel.® :Theory and Practice, P, 322)

34. See Chapter on Mnrx
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with Absolute, it is not that Absolute which carries over into "the realm of
Subjectivity o1 Freedom." To understand why this is so, why Hegel nseded new
cotegories in whioh his hbsolutes, es against those of his predecessors, could
menifesat themSQIQea, one tas to be as aware, almost oppressively so, of the
polemicel movemont in the Louic ue of the movement of the categories. 4As Hegel
2t us know in the Phenomsnclog{, he has no use for "the conceit of genius" who
does not wish to g0 turough ™thg sariousness, lebor, patience, suffering of the
negative! who wighss tc rozck fbr’tha Absolute "iike & shot of the pistol."

fhat he said, when he, Scholling, Fichte, the romanticists in mind, Hegel, in

more temperate ferms directs in the Science of logic cgainst his Abzolutes Trom
those of Loibnitz* and Spinoza specifically in the suction on the Absolute zs
1t appeers in the Doc“urina ot Issence.

The movement in Eusencé, it is true, does o through constant deter-

minations and trenscendence of doternination. Essence, as such, means that it -

is‘not in tha‘immediata Being, bvut ﬁhrough‘msdiatiop, or in general by a procese
of distinguishing between the essdntisl and unesﬁential that truth.is reached.
One could trace throuéh three mﬁvamants inAthe 3en1m of lisaence, that (1)‘truth
is concrese; the raality of:§ggg= (2) the antagoniem'between the Abgolute and
aproarance becomes more explicit with every forward movements and (3) the self
which does the transcending of oppoaiuog woved from the abstraot rrinciple of
‘doing (Leibnitz) to Absolute Substance (Spinoza). .Nevarthalésa it ig insufri-
cientj Heyel accuses Loibnitz of uaving the absolute berriers of the monads

do & sort of disappeuring sct so thut "in determinetions unly those vuigar

ideae appear which are left without puilesophice devalopmant."35 And ha sayo

35, Ibid

* Hegel leshes out at anyone who tuinks the dialuctic im reducible to triplicity:
"Formalists heve seized even upon triplicity, and have lLeld fast to its
glteleton; sud this Jorm lap baen rondersd tedious and of ill-repute by tle
shallow misuse and the barreness of modarn io~ozlled philosophio cenntruction,

{ps 479)
420'
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that Spinoze's concept of Absolute Substance "lacks the principle of personality."36
In a word, neither has, through absolute negativity of a self-developing subject,
gone through all tke concrete stages of transcendence so thet Absolute anerged
as the very reault of the procezs of negativity wherein it lost iis abstractness
and became concreie, totel, "self-liberstion."

Without uﬁdarstanding then Hegells separation of his Ajsolutes from
what he celled “empiy Absolutes! we are not likely to comprehcnd either the ob— )
Jective pull cf history cor the logic of the ﬁaw cetegories in the Notion to mees
Both th2 concsptuul and'uctual37challenga of the spirit of the tiwes. The fect
that he nevertheless ended with still ancther gat of Abesolutes is not merely

due to his retwn to traditionsl logic, the tradition of Western philosophy

beginniﬁg'with Ariefotla. Hur 18 it only — crucial as this 1§ ~- that, being

a philesopher rather than a revelutionary,. He,el vemained stuck in the vealm of
thought: Reiher, the‘drive %o ocarry through a thought to its wltimete logical
conclusion, thit is fo say, to something still non-existent, cannot he expressel
in any other but an abstract way, even when the dyn;mio of the dialectic has
driven it veyond the confines of tradition?l philoaophy; Marx, for his part,
‘rafused to give any-blueprint for a naﬁ'souiety, but this didn't mesn that he
didn't ses= anticipﬁtions of the future immanent in the present that demended
Sheoreticgl preparations for revolution. 7

Once Hegel worked out the Idea to its wltimate logicel conolusion, it
could have rno other fﬁnn but that of tho Absolute, the idoal toward which man

stroves BSurely philosophy as "thu thought of its time" wasn't were reflection

36. ’ M

37. 'Free, philosoplic taougnt has thism direot oconneotion with practical freadcms
that as the former supplies thought ebout the abaolute, universal and real
univorsality...On account of thisg tenersl commection between political free-
don and the freedom of thouyght, Puilosephy only uppesrs in Histury where and
ines far ay free institutions are forged." Hogelt Lectures on the History
of Philosophy, Vol. I. P. 95.
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of the existant, .g sumuation of the past wmnd bsarer of thue principle of
continuity, the progent ceunei aely bLut project toward the fuiure. Despite

the so-olt-quoted stateaent about philosophy "like the owl of Hine£Va“ coming
only at duak, only after the event, conlining philosophy to deal only with the
past, the vory logie of sumaing up unfoldh the future.38 +bove ell, to meet the
challen e of the preaanf, une cannot stop at an Abssiute thut bhas not suffered
through absclute negotivity. For the first time in 1915, Lenin caught this,
which is why ha, too, both politically und loyically wanted to move on from

"Basenca." “Wpen ¥ou read Hegel on Causelity," he wrote, "it secms gtrange at
& s ’ ) A

firet sight why he stops covprratively Lriefly on thig theme loved by the Hantlzae v,

Why? Buouuse for hin causality is only one of the déterminations of fhe univarsgi
‘connecticn... It would te very instructive -to put alongside of the "travailt of
,neo—supiriciem {rospuctive bhysical ideplism) the decisions, more accurstely,

the dialectic method of Hagol‘"39 In eonfronting the limitotions of the soien—
$ific method to explain‘the relationship between the mﬁtter ;nd‘mind, Lenin did
not "Teax" leaving the realm of Eemence, congidersd by established Mervism to
ba'thé main, even the only thing of @alue to materinlists in Hedelian dinlecfica-
For now he saw that Freedoa, Bubjactivity, Notion weré the categories by which

to gain knowledge also of.the objectively real ana thereby “transform" idenliat
dialectics into diclectic materialicm, What Heﬁel, bowever, was working the

road to tha Abgolute Idea,

38, Karl Lowith is une of $hu vor, fey toudemiciang who forcefully rocormizes
that Hegel “"encuunters the Present in an historic context! and that, there-
for, Hegel's "unification of nli previous tlhought" did not moeen to gxclvde
the future that... Hig sharp dicaent from the Left Hogeliens' interpretaticrs.
of Hayel notwithetanding, X is no accident thut big
(Hegel's) immedinte s holr philosophy into an anticipated
future only to viow tholx own period from that point of view ag 'Listory' in
the opposite sense of the word," (froq Hegel to Hietzsohs Roevolution in kho

Niuoteenth Centups Thought, P. 129,)
Lenin, VoI, 35, purt VII., Lolleoted torka.
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Let us sze how he proceeds toward the Absolubu through the Doctrine
of Notion.
The Dootrine of the Noticn deals with the cetegories of freedom, of

subjectivity, of reeson, the logic of & movement by which man makes himseli frae.

Despite the fact that its uriversals are thought universals,‘ they are concrete,
aad as such, aean to wake the objective world free, or, put differently, meke
freedom real. Hegel kéapa reiterating that éven whal;x Nofion realizes itsclf
througk "otherness," even when "ihrough the transcendence of this reality" i
hae "established abanlu‘te rez:l:.i.ty“ s8¢ thet the "result is ‘Vtruth' ", in g word’,
oven when he has "comprokended" it all, even timn it has not besn “probez-ly' COo@-+

-prahendéd by forms ol judg:.nent ‘Iike 'the,third term ia-imedié.oy and mediation,' .

or 'it is their unity! for it is not a quisscent third texm, but, as this unity,
n40 ) -

:i,s seli;umediutiﬂg movement wnd activity.
The movement has not come to a hali. Tho dinlectic is still.at woxl.

It cannot be otherwises "The ba'glnning wes the universal; the reeult im the

indiv:l.dué.l, the oconorete ;s.nd subjeo'br..“ No‘z' is subjac}tive any longer separate

. i"rom objeotix.ra, the neéation of the nsga.tién "ig the innermost and most objective

moment of Iife and Spirit, by virtue of which a subject is paréonal and i‘raé;“
What 'er:an.lorad Lenin, when he first reached the Doctrine of the Notion,

was the feelix;ng of & plunge to freedom one gets with the formation of sbatract

notions

Just as the simple form of value, the individusl act of exchange

of one given commedity for another, already ineludes in an un—
developed form nll the main coniradictions of capitzliem, so the
eimplost generaligation, the first and simplest formetion of notiens
(judgments, syllogisus, oto.) slresdy denotes man's over deeper
cognition of the ohjective conneoction of thu world. Here is whers
one should lock for the true meaning, signifiocance, and role of
Hegel's Logio., Tuis NB. (Lenin, pp. 178~179) ‘.

40~ pe 479 4l. p. 478
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Tha Doctrine of the Notion expresses ran's subjective determination,

the need to mzeter himself. The real history of humonity is being worked out in
thought catsgories, which, however, enzble us to turn baele to the objective and
prepare for the next stage of freedom. Whother the Hegélian concept of self--
reletion is being "subvert.dd as revolution in Harx's Mranslztion," the point
is thut, to Hegel, too, it is & constant transformation of reality end of thoughi
which prepares for a "new world," Thié is why from the outset of the Doctrine
of Notion we sse Hezel conmtuntly trying to set his dialectic epert from Keni!a:

It will alvays remuin u mutter of sstonisbment how the Kantian

Philosophy knew that »elation of thougnt to sensuous existence,

where it halted for a merely relative ralation of bare appenr—

ance, and fully acknowledged and =sserted g bigker unity of

the two in the Ides in general, and perticularly, in the ides of

an irtuitive understunding: but yet stopped dead at thiz relative

relation and at the assertion that the Notion is and remains

-utterly sspsreted from realiiy; so thut whet is announced ' to

be finite knowledge, and declarsd %o be superfluous und improper

fignante of thought that which 4%1: recogniced as truth, and of

whioch it estubliched a Notion. _ . :

For the next. 250 poges, Hepel keaps dﬁveloping from the apot where Kant

"stopped dead." In the roaln of the Notion the polemic will center against turring

the Universal into a fixed particular, let us follow him to the Absclute Idea.

The beginning of the finel chapter —— "the Absolute Iden has now turned

out to be the identity t_:f the theoretical and Practiocal Idea"43 == inspired thai
most famous revelutionury muterialist, Lenin, to sound like the most ideslistic
of idealisty asz he wrote: "Pruciice in the theory of cognition. Aliess lian‘s

cognition not only reflects tho objective world but orcates it.né44

42. Ibid. P. 226
A}. Tbid. P. 466
#4. Lenin, Philosopiuic Notebook, P,
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This ought to inspire ev.n today's muteri. lists to understend Hagel's desoription
of the Loydc us the "galf-movement of the Absolute Idee's the self-determination
therefore in which alons the Idsa is, is to hear itself speak.®d

Our contemporaries mey be a great deal more concerned with the esclf-
dotcrmination of nations than of ideas, but the gozl, Freedom, end how 4o schisve
it, is not s far removed Trom the self-determinution of the idea, Freedom, as .
may appear at first sight. In any case, what Hegel is driving et is 'this Mhgvize
been witness to tha qvarcom:‘\.ng .af the oﬁposition botween content ond form in |
thought, ths onllv thing that still remains to be done, ‘in to consider "the univer—

sal element of its form ~~ the method.“46

' The developmeht of whit the diclectic mettod is is as far rémoved‘ from the

mechinical triplicities of thesis, antithesis, synthesis* (which never wexe Hegeiia
formulation) &s e-rth is from heaven. And it is the eartuy character of libere-
tion, which is {the very bones and sinews of Hegel‘a univeraals. Though 'Ehay are
enclosed in thought, these u.nivcrsa.ls ‘aTa concre'be, 'i‘ull of lii‘e and development‘
and not single unification, whether of subjeoct and object, or theory and pz"aetice,
or concopt and re;ality, is merely sub:_leotivisf and external —- not evan the ‘
-criti.que‘ of oth.x phildsophies whose "truth! he has absorbed —_hut actually give
you an iliéigb:b into the movement of history itself. Hegel, ﬁoreoveg, is not
excluding lis Absolutea from the need to be subjected to this dinlectic of devel-
opments M"The method thare:f'ore is ba'bh soul e.nd. subatanoe and nothing is either
conceived or known in ite truth except insofar as it is completely subjeot to ‘hhe

mothody 1% 15 the peculinr method of each individuel fact because its sotivity

is the Notion.md7 Phough to & historiun of philosophy, thought is the "real®,

45- Hegel, II' Fl 46?
46. Ibid
47. P. 468
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the impulse to neyato whut is before him, the drive to transcond. that which is
iteelf a preparation to transfomm reality.
e now find different types of cognition within the dialectic itself.
‘Whnen Hegel jammed Symthotic Cognition ngeinat the Analytic, he wrote: fThis
"equallyeynthetic and aﬁaly‘tic moment of the Judgement by which the orig:].nal
universzl detormines itaelf out of it.seli‘ to be its own Other, aay rightly be

called fhr.— dizlectis moment."

Yhe dialectic dossn't ¢f course "throw out" the Ansl;tic, or "abolish" _

definitione which goes with'synthetic cogni't{ion. These d6 relate facts to the

concept of. facss, the universal to +the particulur. The trouble is that before

the "absolute methodh, the dinlectic cognition engeged in battls, these opposites

soxr} of macafulll_y co~existed; instaad of allowing the negetion of the negation
%o transcend the cppesition, tkey were laying alongs;ide of B;Ich, o‘r, as Hegel -
expresses it, jtﬁey cune "before 'oonscioughes without being in contact."48 .

The movement of tha Absolute Idea, as of the Logic in general, hes hoeen
Irom the recognition.of.dpppsition ana refusa.l_to stop at these gpposites as ii‘_
they we;'é fixad" to seeing t]ﬁem‘aa 'ura.h'rsl-itiona in and for ‘ti.hemsalvés"; from .
awareness of just how objeotively grounded the universals wers to the realization
that the Absolute Idea is only an "in itsélf", only & potentiel which will deter~
mine itself through ite own dislectical self-development,. 8o the truth that it
will firpt bo absoluf.e only "in iﬂa completion”; from conscivusnees tomt the
beginning is not onl; an ampirically-. "wiven", that the immedicte i iteelf a
mediated result, to the concept of the concrete as concrete totality and vhere-
fore itwelf contuins self-differontiution; and finally this, above alls the move-».

ment of viewing the dialectic moment as the “equally synthetic and anslytic memen?

48,
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of the Judgment by which original universal determines itseld to be its own Othep"
inevitebly propelling one, not just to the first, but to the second negatiun, the -
turning point of the whole movement: "It ig the simple point of negutive self-
relation, the innermost source of all activity, of iiving end spiritual self-
movement, the diulectic soul which ul) truth hes in it end through which it slone
ig truth; for the tfunscendence of the 'opposition bétween Notion and Reslity, and
the unity which is the tzuth, rest upon this subjectivity alone."62
Think of i%: hers is the wan of the husolute reaching the heights and

what does he pound ewsy at? Absolute negutivity,” And is this negation of ‘he
negetien just unoth.r abstruotion? The very oppoelte; the oruxy he says, is nos-
t}ze absiract but the conc}'étea Gach new stage of exteriorization, of fﬁrther L
determination is also an interiorization, and the greater extension ig alse the -0
most concrete and subjectivé ‘e and thet which carries itself back into tha .
sirﬁplest depth is eleo the most powerful and com.j:reb.an:a-ive."63

Throughout the ouzpter on-the Absolute Idea, Hegel "suma™ up the whole
Logic. by oanstgﬁtly contr;sting whﬁt the ‘fdia.lectiq is here against whet it was
in tﬁe Poctrine of Being, what it becsme in the Doc'i:rine of Eggence, and how it .
is that a new emerged not only in 'the Doctrine of Notion in general ‘bﬁt in the
Absolute Idea in particuler for the highest contradicticn is in cognition itselfs -

From the very first sentence in this final chéptur he strassed that the Theoreiical

and Precticel pore esoh “hy itmelf one-sided end containe the Ides itself only an

a sought beyond and an unattuined gcml."-r’2 And now that we have reached "the
equally eynthetio and anelytio woment", Hegel makes us truoe sur steps to where

wo first met "Othex" in the Doctrine of Being where the dizlectic wovement was

62. P. 477
52 P. 466
63- P, 483
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confined to a transition into something else. In the Doctrine of Essence we founc

that the "something else" was the very thing we were exumining, the something it-

self, its other. Now that the Doctrine of Notion shows us what was immanent in

The objuctive movement itself was that it wes "its cwn Other.! What iz its
~ Bignificance, .not as ontological ideulism's "delusion", to use en expression of
liarx's, that thinks it can "absorb" the ob;jective world into itgself, be as a

sel*‘-movine, fcrcs?

Don't let us forget that, though Merx stated that sll the illusions of

.apeculative ;phildsopby lies precisely in this.delueion of absorbing Other, he
8till credited idealism with having developéd Mthe active" pide of the object
while g1l "previous materialismt, bereft of a historical sease,’d failed to devel-
op "the revolutionary, iegs; practical-critical activity." In a word, once you
have broken with the Absolute in the sense thet the Idea is :i.'t;s own Othery i.e.,
the objective world, which remains standing as big as life fgll of c;:ntradictions"
after idaalia‘m has trgnacended the contradictiéns in thought, then — g.nd to thic
writer, only then — the truth is that you can find in the Doctrine of the Notion
the ground for théore‘tic prefaratiqn for revolution. Professor‘ Findla.y‘ may be
right in saying that Hegel's exegeses “can seem arid an‘d false to thoese who sae
nothing mysterious and god-like in the faots of human thoue_;’nt."54' But it is
equally true that those who stand only in terror before sooisl ravolution ocan
neither "comprehend" an actusl revolution nor the revolution in thought and Hegel

" did revolutionize philosop‘ay?5 Professor Findlay himeelf admitss "But though

Hegel remains within the world of common sense and soience, and does not usdermine

23« As Marx put it elsevherss "As far as Feuerbach is a materislist. hisiouxry does
no% exist for him, and inaoi‘a.r as he cons:ders history, be is not a materiali- he

54. Hegel: 4 Re-Etmminction, P. 344

55. Ibid. P. 351
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its reality, his approach to it is naither commonsensical nor scientificy he sees
the faet of 'the ‘world in a Tevolutionary menner, wkich is not that of any other
philossphar, ‘

There ig atill another sonse to “hagﬁnning", "hew beginnings", aven where
e dialuctic is extended, the result that containg its own beginning, MiLg beginning
of another sphere" where the 8pirit once auzin "gathers itself into imnediacy," I
"freely relessss itself” gna is "abzolute liberetion”, It is cesmseless motion
in which the Abeoluts itsel? "containa'the‘ highest contz:adiction,' " containa, thei-e
Tore, Piapulse to ‘az:muacend." One can hardly esceps calling it pemanént rovaluw
tion .w‘nich likewise doesn't gtup for "each has & befors end an after.” '..."r; anyl
case, the urgant' senge of naw l;eginnings seeme iﬁ aﬁch absolute- contradicti&n to
the -other pivet of Hogolignism w— tot_ality — that the Yyoung Marx, long ‘befoz"e
. ko became g Havtist, that is to sey when still in school and, instead of thinléing
sither of Tevolutions or creeting = new world view cslled "the ﬁ:aterialigt conoeapt-

ion of history" wag first writing his doctorg) thesis) worked out a view of what

- Eappena when a ureat philomophic Bystem - Aristotle, Hegel — ‘bam resched

"cumﬁleteness." #Jhere to find "new beginnings" and, instead of prolonging the

death egony, the deca.y_, of the old, "realig the-philnaophy," mzke freedom reel.
Hie anawer was Yengeuse the world, become tlhe actor, the’ participant,. melking freedom
real, net by turning Jour back on philosophy, but by creating a new unity of theory
and practice with g new Subject., It ig work_ing out of a new reiation of theory
and practice tu which Hegoal himgelf in the Absolute Id.aa when he 'ézpanded on
"the turning point," the .second negativity, in tﬁe Abgolute Iﬁea.l
- The nogativity which has Juat basn consideied ig the turning

point of the movement of the Notion., It is the gimple point

of negative self-—relation, the innemuust source of all activity
of living snd spiritual aelf—movement, the dialootic soul which
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all truth bae in it and through which it alone is wruth; for

the transcendence of the opposition between the Notion and Reality,

and tte unity which is tho trutl, rest upca this subjectivity

alone. (p. 477)
It is this overcoming of the opposition Letween Notion znd Reclity, this unity
of Rezson and tha'World, of Froedom and Sociefy, of Object end Subject to which
the Absolute Idea is moving. 4nd because no stages can be "skipped" that Hegol
laysrso much stress on the movament.from immediacy through mediation and return
to immediecy =nd then again mediation for the logic as & whole and the Absoluto
Ides in perticular.” Precigely where Hegel sounds most absfract, seems to close.
thetshutfers dowm1 on the whole mévemant.of history'where he, in truth, shows,
in the movement and history of idess, their self-determination, the lifeblood of,
‘the dialectic.‘ it is double negation, the c.eative elgnant-through'“ahsoluté
negativity." Hegel constantly reinforces this by the polemical movement whick
runs throughdut the éggig; whether tha£ be against Leibnitz end the abgoluteness
of abstract individuality,"'? or against Kent's think-in-itself." On the otker

hand, this is exaotly where Kant "stopped desd," not to mention those wko can be

considered to be "the main enemies," thai is to say, Jacobits reactiona§x571ntuiﬁicq

and Scﬁelling's manner Ef gettihg to the Absolute "like a shot out of the pistol.t
Indeed, when Hegel resached the. climax of +the chaptér — the second negation which
is tﬁe "transcendénca of thé contradiction, but is no inore activity ﬁf an external *
reflection than the contradiction is: it is the innermest and most objective
noment of Life and Spirit. By virtue of which a subject is"personal and irec!

but what only can Le Called‘revolutionary intransigent attack on all oid radicai
partiss frcm the Social-Democracy (Kant) to the SLP (formalists to Hegel). For
vhat ets him egeinst those men of “abstract understanding!” is thet "all opposites

(which) are teken as ¥ixad, like (for example) finite and infinite, or individual

175,
5Te
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end universal, are coniroiiztory not in virtue of momc gxternal connection but
rather are transitiens in aad for themsalves."GO
Hcgel obvicusly feels tha* the turning point of the whole movement of
Notion — the second negativity which will Yranscend the oppopition between Notion
and Reslity, two "unemies" aust aéain once and for =11 be "negutedd (1) he who
Bees the particularization of a uﬁiversal rnd “stops dead," will not move to the
second negutivity, tu the concrets, the individusl; (2) who sees only Mmullity”
to resuli from ebsolute negativit# or doutle negations Hegel therefore wanta to
define what exactly ia Bite aost important part of rational commitiond” How one
must keld on to the pomitive in the negative: "To hold fast the positive in its
negative, und the content of the presupposition in the rosult, is the wosY imporﬁ-
. ent part of ratiﬁnul cognition; also only the simplest reflestica is needed to
Turnish convietion of'the‘absolute tzuth and necessity of this roquirement, wyile
with regard to the examplos of proofs, the whole Lopic conmists of thase."61
Anyone who thinks that the ach:evement of tuis aalf-relation can be con-~
tained by Hogel becauge ha, as phllOBOyher hae attained it in the Prusszan sta;e,
ig, in Zact, denying the compulsions of z birthtime in nistory when, in outline,
or as in a flash, we get a glinpse of the future not of & revolution, but the age

of revoluiions. Even as Hegel consciously thinks only of different spheres, dis~

'oiplines, aciencens, concerned only with' the “totality'"s seeing each as a 'fragment!

of a chain, each of which "has a bhefore and an afteree. oOT rather, each has only
a befora, and in its conclusion shows ita aftsr,"64 He seea that the "systematic

] ) . "
develomaent is itself a realization."6'and "as totality in this form, it is Natq{g?bs

60,

61.

64, P. 484
6%. P. 486
66. Ibid.
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Tue Ted threed that has run throughout this finel chepter on the Abcolute
Idea, the urity of the theoreticcl and practical idea, o thst form of 1ife which
i8 the zotivity of the Wotien, ia free crective power. And funtosiic as it mey
souad Lo tinsa wuo insict Hegel was talhing only of idees vhen he uizseli talks
of reclity as vell, 14 is Legel, noi Hurx, wio after identifying Freeden with Tdea,
wrote: %“The Tdez is not so feeble as merely to Lave a ‘right or an obligetion %o -
exist without actuelly existing. (par.G). That is why the chapter of the Absoluie
Téon is overwhelmingly just wbout metuod, the new staée of identity ol ;heor’y ava
practice which we bhave reachsd, und noi just sbout previous forms of cognition.
It ig the ;f.thocl-: of tlis recognition which made Lenin ihte:.fprct the last 'pr-.ga a3
the eve -oi‘ tho trahui‘omati;m of ldealist dialecfiqinto gialectical meterialirns
“Fhis phrase on the last puge of the Iogie is exceedingly remarkabie. The tranc-
itien of the logicul ides is to lia.ture.' It brings cre within a hanﬁ's gragp =2
materil.a‘lisn.“s.? Whatever one may taink of Lepin‘s interpretation, it certainly
euts through the fantqsiea \';f the nao-lIIegelians t";'h;) philosopbized endlessly about
deducing’ Nature fron tbl.:ught. Tbgt Le_nih's statoment is not eo far-fetched ar

it sounds will become clearer whon we will follow Hegel's transition from eomic

. to Fhilosophy of Wature, and from that to Philoco pby of Mind, the co:ni‘;le_*-:io:‘. of

his Eno;olopaedin, not ss it séun‘ds when it is merely -anticipated in & single
peragraph &t the end ol the Logie, bui as it iz developed in full.

This auibor is not nttempting anytuing as Tcolish as "identifying" Hegel
and Maﬁ, no» to fly in the fece of the fact thut Hegel, Vtha mpst encyclopaedic
mind, the intclloctual titan of tho 19th century who took such sharp exception to
the emnly Absolutes of otlher philosophers and tried se valiantly to extricete him.
self from cloged onotologies, neverthelesp end Lia own writings in a sex;ies of

Absolutes. In the Phencmenology it is Abeoluts Knowledje, the uniiy of Ilistory

67-

4219




3

and Science, or history intellsciually comprehended. In the Science of louc,

it is the ALsolute Idea, the unity of theory and pructice that bas overcome all
opposition hetween concept and reality, end in the Encyclopaedia of Plilosoyhical
Sciences it is Absolute Mind. Wheve Hegel writes "The Absoluic is Geist —

this is the suprems definition of the Absclute." This is oxactly where the young
Marx broke off hie Critigue of the I{e,_;elign Dislectic and procesded to build
altogethar now foundetions for philopophy and theory. In turning to the final

book of Hegol's System, Philosophy of Mind, we must bear in mind also the scnse '

in whioh Hegel himeclf used the expreasion, "beginnings.”
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Ch. I - Section € — THG FHITOSOPHY OF SEIRIT (idnd-Geist)

Only that which is an object Tne heads which philouophy used for re-
of freedom may be called an flection can be cut off loter by the
Idea. -~ ~ Hegel revolution for vhatever purpose it lilkes.
RBut philosorhy would never hmve been eble
to use tie heads cut off by the revolution
-if the letter hod preceded it.
- - Heinrich Heine

p. 22 {except last pars.) "We have now
reached the rarified .... pexmonent
character.”

We have now reached the rarified atmosphere of the sysiem "in completioa®

~ and by no means as either thoroughgoing or moving & worl as either The Faenomen-.

_Ology or the Sclence of Tonmic, nor ere the subjects as comprehensively dealt
Wwith as in the vast series of Dectures, one volume of the FPhilosophy of Hisiory,
three volumes on History of FPhilosopby, Four on Aesthetics and the last com-
plete work Trom his own pren, EPhilogophy of Right. Ifevertheless, ever sn ke
abbreviated Yresigned" Encycloraedim, so heady is the sariby quality of Frsedom
that it is s4ill bullt Into the very structure of the Fhilosophy of Mind. '
Treedom it indeed the comstruct of the world Hegel built. Though it went by
the pame of World Spirit and even, that was only the "manifeatation” of Absolute
Spirit, it was always the reality of freedom that created the conditions for
the freedom of the mind. Iven Hegel's own reccnciliation, not with a rational
but the unreticnal state of Pruasia, this still could not, in the sirictly philo-’
sophic development, put bralkes on the drive of the dialectic beyond philosophy
"ag such." : __— : ‘

. The young Hegel, fired by the enthusiasm for the French Revolution and
concurnad with "negetive labor" wrote: "I shall demonstrate that, just as
ihere is no idea of a machine, there ic no idea of the State, for the State is
_somethihgsgechanical. Only that wlhich is an object of freedom may by called

an idea." The old Hegel, in his final system, still carmot resist writing:
"ihe will is the immedinte individuality, self-instituted ~- an individuality,
however, also pugafied of ali that interferes with its universalism, l.e., with.
freedom itsely," " At the end of the paragraph, determined to stress that this
is no free will of the Ngo or the Unhappy Consciocusness but the frec will of a
social individual, a world being, Hegel sums up the will to frecedom thus iThig
w111 to liberty is no longer an impulse which demands its satisfaction, hutb the
permanent character..."

" For whatever reason Marx had breolken off his monuscript on the Critique
of the Hegeliar Dialectic ot the paragraph (384) where Hegel identifics Gelsi
and Abmolute, it is the very next paragraph which ldentifies it with freedom Tor
Iind Objective and by the time we reach the end of the objective epirit freadon

59, Dokumente zu Hegsl's Entwichlung, quoted by derbert Marcuse, Reason and
Revolution, p. 12
60. Fhilorophy of Mind, parn. 48l.

. 4221
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as spelled out "in practice,” thut is to sey; 1a history, thusly: jheu individuals
and nations have once 7ot in their heads the ebstract concept of full-blovn
liberty, there iz nothing like it in its urconirollcble strength, just because

it is the very essence of mind, and that is its very actuaelity ... The Greeks
and Romans, Plato and iristoile, even the Stoics, did not have it. On the con-
trary, they saw that it is oaly by birth {as e.g, an Athenian or Spartan citi-
zen), or by sirength of character, education, or philosophy {~- the sage is frec
even as 2 rlave and in chains that the humsn being is actually free)... If to be
avare of the idea —— 1o be avare, i.e., to be aware thet men are aware of freedom
as their essence, aim, and object —- io matter of speculation, still this very
idea itsel? is the ag:‘:wz.lity of men — not something which they have, as meit,
but which they are,® :

Hegel himself used the expression ibat philosophy was "parsllel" with
history. The three syilogiems in Absolvte Ming vhich sume up the whole arduous
Joumney ere, however, without parallel in Listory or philosophy. The intellectue?.
titan of hir time was looking into the heart and mind of maniind's developmant
and diselosing a forward movement, a vision if you wish, that future generatious
would attempt to evoke, As usunl with Hegel, for whom philosophy is a circle
of circles, we no sooner reach the end than he returns us to the begimning —-
the Ioglc. He {hen says: .

ithe first appearance is formed by the syllogism which is baged on
the logicul system as starting point, with Fature for the middle
term which couples mind witggit. The logical principle turms to
Hature and Nature to Mind," .

The movement, then, is from Logic to Mature or Proctice. Thin is 8O, .

. not because Lenin said so, but because Hegel who had & profound sense of history
said so. ‘hen, in the last section (Free Mind) of Cbjective Mind he went to
history to prove his point on freedom, not as a possession, but as a humen dimen-
sion, he introdueid it as Tollows: VRemembering that free mind is sctusl mind, 3
we can gee liow rmisconceptions mbout 1t are of ‘bremendous consequence in practice.”
Fractice in the theoxry of comnition is of course a pivotal stage in the Logic,
but it is here reinforced not culy as a development in cognition, but in history
even as individuality here is very far from the Kantion Ego {much less than
Fichtian) but is "an individuelity, however, also Byrifled of all that interferss
with its universalisa, l.e., with freedom itself,™

This is why our age should be able o understend the movercnt from
practice inherent in the final syllogisms of Absolute 1ind Tor it is after all
our postwar world that pulled Hegelian dialectics out of the academic kalle and
phiiosophic books on to the living otage of history. It is true thaet this trane-
formation of Hepel into o contemporary has been yig Marx., It is no accident,"
however, that established Commmism's attack on Darx has been ¥ia Hegel. Because
they recognize in the so-called mystical Absolute "the negation of the negation"
tac revolution against themselves, Hegel remains so alive and worrisome o the
Commmnist rulers today. The Hungarian Revolution still haunts them. For onc

61. PB.I‘&- 482
62, Tarn. 575
65, Ibhid

64. DIars. 482
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thing these intellectual bureauvcrats sense corrsetlly. liegel's concept of
the Absolute anc the iatermetional strusgle for freedon are not as fer apars
as 1t wovld appsar on the surface.

liost scademleians of "the Vest", especinlly in the United States, have
too sasily dismissed Mersdast interpretation as gubveraion.” One profound ex-
ception is ¥erl Lowith, who, dospite hle opposition te Harx, hepitates neither
to trace the intesrality of Hegelian and Marxisn dialectic, nor to point to the
petrification of Illegel studies brought on by the Hegel scholars thenselves be~
canse "The hourgeois intelligentsia bad cenped in practice to be an histo 1l
oriented class, thereby losing the initiative and impaet of their thought."
Whnt is needed, it secms to this writer, is to be aware, even oppresaively evera,
of the sinmple iruil: that Hegel's catsgories are not only saturgzed with reelity,
hut the Tdea itsell is reel, lives, woves, trarsforme reaiilty. = It was, after
all, Liegel, who, at tho very pionacle of- the syctem ve are now congidering, had
poianted o the fact that there wes a movement from Maoture ox practice to ITogle.
Naturally he wasn't avare of any such movemont as the author described. Wot
only bocause it wouldn't happen for more than a century, but becausz:, as ¢ phil~
osopher, isolated in en ivory tower, he couldn't bave; in his wildest dreamsy
imngined that masses in motion their self-development rather than that of ilen-
or 1he custodian of ideas -— {he philosophers - would humenize, so to speal,
the absointe negativity", unite fréedom and reality. Nevertiheless —- and here
precisely lies Hepel'z geniun - lHegel simply couldn't keep himself from carry-
ing through the development of an Idea Yo its logicel concluslon. ZLet us nev
follow him as he shows uwa how 4o practice sunders itself: . .

ltature stending betweer the Mind and its Lwusence sunders
1tself from them: for the nrilogism ie in the Iden ond Mature
ig eosentially defined as a starting point, the negative
Pactor, and a3 iuplicitly the Idea. (para. 585)

Note thet is saild in Abcolute Mind, and not just in Objective Mind whers -
the "ewning of Reason" appearcd to make men do its bidding. In a word, though
deeling vith concepte, with universels; they are now concrett. The sundering
“of practice has been neither to mount "the extremes of finite abatraction' nor
as mere link between practice and theory. The circular development shovis that
practice is itself "imnlicitly the Ides." ’

In the next syllogirm {para. 576), Gelst, "ac mediating agent in the
Frocess, preocupposss Hature and couples it with the Logical principle. It is
the syllogism wiere Mind reflects on itsell in the Tdea; Philosoply appears an
a subjective cognition of wiich liberty is the aim, and which ig itself the wey
to produce it." :

In a word, on the one hand, philosophy is but a subjective deed, the
act of lmowing, cognition, On the other hand, it itself is the means by which
liberty is achieved., It seems to be easy for academiclons, on the one hand,
and Communists at tha opposite side of the ideological spectrum, to say that
Hogel was talking of freedom in development of concepts. The Commucist is
hoping thersby to still the 1ife opponents who want frecdom from Cowmmunisi,
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The aecdeniecisa reaming saticfied with such an interpretution beecause, to him,
vhen Hegel was spedlring of History, he was spenicing, in the main of history of
philosophy. But what one necds to be aware of, even oppressively avare of, is
the simple tiuth that Hegel's categories are not only saturated with reality,
but the Idea itself, to him, is real, lives, moves, irensforms renlity.

Ho doubt Hegel considered this as mere "unfoldment"” of the Abrolute
or God. Yet oo strong 1o the objective pull of the dialectie of histery end
not only of thought that one could easily "translate™ Absolute Mind as the new
- socicty or whet Hegel himself in another place called Ymew world." Iet us tum
to that finnl syllogism; which Hegel writes is: N .

ssaothe Idea of philonophy which has self-lmowing universal for its
niddle term: a middle which divides its self into Mind and Hature,
ralzing the former itn presupposition; as process of the objectively
and iwplicitly existing Idea... It is the nature of the fact, the
notion which cauzes the movement and development, yet this same
movenent io equally the action of cognition., The eternal idea, in
full frudtlon of its essence, eternally sets itself to work, en-
" genders and enjoys itself as Absolute Mind., {para. 577)

.. Pirst to bo noted is that here, tog, Hegzel as the philosopher of "absolirie
nepativity!* in liue with hils conception elso of philosophy as "a circle, a
circle of circlec", ig the statement that the Idea of philosophy likewlse supilex :-
itself so that Mind becomes the presupposition — the interchangeabiiity of
presuppositions and mediating agents, thus stressing that the self-movement is
ceasoless, and that even "ihe absclute universal' ean play the role of "mediating
. ogent! .or vhat Tenin called "the bacillus' of proletarien revolution when he
- insigted that e "dizmlectic of revolution"#¥% was such that even a national
revolution, auch es the Zaster Uprlsing in Ireland, could be the impulse to inte:r-
nationsl revolution, The fact that either the Universal or the Farticular or
the Inddividual could be "the begimuing" gives yet another facet tv the concept
of ‘gubjectivity whan there are real men to carry through "the historic mission”
(Hogel's ovm words in the early works) of transforming reality both in theory
end practice. We will develop this fuxrther vhen we come to working out its

* Ve ray also preise him (Hegel) as the philosopher of 'absclute negativity,' the
believer in nothing that does not spring from the free, 'uncommitted, self-committing.
hwnan spirdt.’ {p, 354), Hegel: A Re-Examination, by J.M. Findiay). Professor
Findlay, whose re-examination of Hegel tries valiantly to re-sstablish the Hegelian
philosophy as something alive and relevant to our day, has, despite both his avti-
Iarxism and his own "deviations" on the Hegelian dialectic, correctly emphasized
that 'Mlegol seea whai is 'absolute' in nothing which lies beyond the experiences znd
activivies of men: the Absolute, he says, is 'what is entirely present' (das darchau
Gegenwartige), what 1s 'on hand and acturl!, not 'gomething over and above things or
behind them' Eetwus druben and hinten)...0ne might even say, in fact, that there nns
been a phllosophor by vhom the Jenseltige, the merely transcendent, has been more
thoroughly 'done away with,'! more thoroughly shown to exist only es_revealed in -
uman ex: perience.” (p. 205

* Lenin, The National Question.
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inglications for our owa age, Ilere, vhere we are tracing the selr-development
of tho Absolute as Hegel saw it, it is of the ecssence to recognize that even
at the end Jlegel puts the stress on the facet that the Wincle movement eamcrges,
and thet the subjective action of cognition is at ocaze with "the naoture of the
fact.H

This was fegel's principle from the ouinel, beginning with the Fraface
to the Fienomenolopy vilere he told us that "The spirit of men has broken with
the old oxder of things... (and set about its own transformation," It remcined
his principle throughout, evidenced in the lazt lecture on the Hisiory of Fhil-
ozoplly when he sumoned his students "o give ear to iis (spiritis) urgency,
when the pple thet is within, forces its way out ~- and we have to melke it a
reality.” : . :

The pluridimensiondl in IHegel, his presupposition of the infinite capaci..
ties of mon to gresp through to the “Absolute," not es somethings isclated In
.heaven, but as a dimension of the humen being, reveals what a greal dlstance
hunmanity had travelled from Aristotle's Absolutes. Decruse Aristotie lived in
& soclety based cn slavery, his Absolutes cnded in 'pure Form" -~ mind of man
viould meet mind of God awd coniemplate how wondrous things dare. Decause Hegel'z
Absolutes eumerged cut of the French Tevolution which put an end to serfdom,
Hegel's ALsolutes breathed the air, the eartly air of freedom, Even when oue
reads Absolute Mind as God, one cannot encape the earthly quality of the wndity
of theory and practice and grasp through to the Absolute Reality as man's atiuic -
ment of total freedom, inner end outer; and temporal. The bondsman, having,
through his lgbor, gained, es Hgel put it, "a mind of his own,”" becomes paxd
of the struggle between "conscioutness~in-itself' aud "econgeilousness-for-itself.”
Or, more popularly stated, the struggle against elienation becomes the road to
freadom. . ‘

. In Hegel'a Abpolutes there in imbedded, -though in abstract form, the full:-

. develeped of what Marx would have called the soecial individual, and vhat Fegel
called individuality "purificd of all that interfered wlth its wniversalism,"
i.e., froedom .ltself, DIreedom, %o Hegel, was not only his point of departure;

it was aleo hie point of return, This is what males him so contemporary. This
vas the brivdge not only %o Marx, but to our day, and it was buili by Hegel him.
self. Az Lenin was to discover when he returned to the Mardian philosophlc
foundations in Ilegel in the very midut of tho First Vorld Var, the revelutlonayy.
spirif of the dialectic was not superimposed upon Hegel by Marx; it is in Hegel.

fhe simple truth is that, philosophienlly, Megel never did get over the
conpuleion to comprehend the meaning of that epochal development of his time —-
the Great Prench Revolution. ireither the fect that he himeel? wias so0 pgood &
Intheran thet he placed the Reformetlon "after" that event so thai Frovestaniam,
"the revealed religlon™ comes as the "higher! stage, the conecilictor of the ..
geli-deatruciive’ nature of revolution; nor the fact that he wae himscelf
bourgeois fo the marrow of his bores could, however, transceud that event, Ltg
development through revolution, revolution and counter-revolution, counter-
revolution, not from tho outside, but frem within, The dislectic ip the reyolt
of the mnoscs, transforned into method.

76'
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The dislectic han rightly been called "the algevra of revolution." That
its creator could aot “divine" all its implications is proof of only one faei:
geniug, too, connot overcome the historic barrier. In this instance, the recog-
nition that alienated lahor vhich the young Hegel so poignantly described wes
Ugbsolute nepetivity,” wag "Subjeet," the active forece who would transform reelity.
But the fact that the young Hegzel put thoee manuccripls of his First System avay,
never o retum o them; not ouly could not stop history, it coatinued to Lave
o pull on kim, the pull of future, & future he refused to recognize but one that
recogaized him. Thus vas the monopolist of ‘tho meaning of world hiztory himsely
made "to leke in partners.” And the self-drive of the dialectic drove through
the historic barriexs Hegel couwld not meet., By the itime the proletarian revolu-
tions of the 1840s opened a new epoch the philosophcr who could hear ihose volces
from below was himsels a revolutionavy: Xarl illerx,

The real question, therefore, is not the one conceming Hegel's specific
ontological eovering over lmman relations —— Ya mystical veil® Marx celled it.
The real gqueotion is this: is it poesible to malie £ new begluning for the spir:t
of another age upon Hegel's Absolutes without breslcing totally with Ilegel? Marx
didn’t think mo. Ie never wade the error of consldering Hegel's Absolutes as
no more then a return to Aristotle's. This was so not only bacause Hegel lived in
2 totally different age, but also because even the Ypure' Zorm of the movement
-of thought, when 25 full cemturiesare the point of observance, disclose a dlaleciic
so different that ob;ject ve development and "pure thought” run, to - use Hegel's
phrage, "parallel.” It is precisely because fegel summed up a 25 century lorg
trck of human thought cnd development that he continued to be ithe fooal point
for Marx's theorlies, and hins thet grect importence for us today.

In any cese, the question is not so much of the need to breal: with
Hegelienism as mysticism. That historic question kas, after all, long ago been
achieved by the discoverer of historical meterislism. That it was no simple
"otanding Hegel right side up" will be seen olearly enough vhen we further
analyze Matx's worlkc, But already it is clear that the "materiamlist" adhersnts
of Hegel didn't, by turning Hegel "right side up’ instead of letting him remain
standing on his head, thoreby become "revolutionaries." The more they retro-
gresced in life, end owtlook, the more their perapective was not of revolu'bion,
the more, in philosophy, did they return to Kant., It iz no eccldent that Bduard
Bernstein, in tuming +o reformism, struck out ageinst both the revolutionary
and ithe "Hegelionism" in harx.

The claoe challenge to the rlers from below ~- the develcpment of the
clags struggles that eccme into the open during the last year of Hegel's 1life ard
developed into full-fledged revelutlons in Ilerx's tine -- mariked the beginning of
a totally new age end, therefore, also of philosophy -- "the neiure of the facy
end of cognition,”

The reel question then is not thie need for a historic brealk with Hegel in
mid-19th century when new revolutions covered Iurope, but why, after the breal,
there has been a continuous retumm to Hegel both by the creator of ilistorical
materinliom and theorist of proletarian revelution, Marx, and by Marx's most
famous adherent end Ppractiticner! of 20th centwy revolutiona, Lenin, We turn to
them now not only to grasp their tasks that have already entered hisiory, but for
ihg 1llumination that they mey shed for the new chellenges of OuTr aze.
September 1968 - 2nd Draft -— Raya Dunayevskoya
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