NEWS, & LETTERS

RN wae rraameRae s

are MMMCW (p-‘-”!'!emtothui ,d

l.moti wit.hout. grappling with, or even.mentioning, !

paragraph, Critique of He- |
Philosophy of Right. Thus Pmﬁe-or MacGregor's =

ﬁutplnmphofthelntmducumtolhewholewurk\
the challenge contained in the title The Commu- °
al in_Hegel and Marx. He maintains that the

Mebamumbothﬂenlmdhﬂm

E

ldf-knnﬂngNoﬁonlhnthlltulf.uthenbaolute.'

both subjective and objective, for its subject matter,

consequently as the pure correspondence of the Notion
andltamhtv.uamnaehumthatuﬁmﬂotmn

itself.” (p. 826, AV. Millor translatisn)

lnsofuumm;uuidauﬂmgwhatl{qelmdevelop- m,mmu“uegd'

ing of the dialectic in the Ab- ’
solute, the textual dialectic
simply fails to materialize. In-
stead, MacGregor tums to
I-lege!’s. Introduction in the
Science of Logic where He- 1
gel says: “the method s the
consciousness of the form of
the inner ' self-movement of
the content of logic.” (p." 53)

| MacGregor, however, left out
i the two words, “of logic,” so : .

" . that you don't see that what Hegelmdomgumntrutmg
whatdulecuemeihodmmthahgicmdm?heuome-

nology
‘For what MacGregor calls the “second aspect of diatec-

' ucmcthod."mmm;lt“methodpmper he again does

not follow Hegel on the dialectic in the Doctrine of the
Notion, but this time turns to the Introduction of the En-
cyclopedia, foctnoting a reference to paragraph 12, but

. not quoting . it."That: paragraph 12 begins with a clear
‘specification of its subject matter; “The first beginnings of
: phﬂonphydlhﬂomthuemwngsofthougﬂlthkes

itz departure from Experience..” This is nowhere near
what the dialectic is in the Abeolute des.

Is it because Mchregor

nme,-tthenmeﬂme.hlmtnmf

Hesdmlahtinphnonphymmaphﬂmphy'
lution. -




