M%U&.-.:( ‘.: Y I,- Zﬁf P Yacad s :

pim La. 'A’.a»uwf._ Ao ds A om.

S/ o 4D %‘7«:%"’}@4'“

-

o . : . s 24 -5 I T
'/{f'-f-'*:'s;u ugcu’n,, nedesl & dnawibiic H i R A

2l

L M( 7 " Fro A anen ."“\_ As VMW' 3
A % %&/M&j N3 AL N '(-0“(2 /ﬁwfu_{, CrvdA cetr _
LA M?fimu.d._“ Lunel at ffu_w O’Z /&-/,9.9/12\,1_ X pind

Mf aud

w(;"-’ &k' *2/(:’:/.".;((.,[‘ /Hl ’cw— % ,d_gufv&lﬁuj ’Liu.:, ‘_ ,Lt;'./uuﬂ(_.

e Al g |

FaeT Gk pon, ndeid o s Coprliim <o PRpsnss,

LYS




| .eauj/f?ﬂ-z( 'f}«’.u_ &5&4,/61 WM""-‘ a""'/ <
2k binid bl - P A menntens,” }Mla
FAYH o/‘;(rm WIJQW f%a.

ﬁz‘z/mvut" ( Dbl

&L(Lc /z.

&2 ﬁru. v -@&«.‘nwo" cw L' -J:ﬁ’h/( e

Iy

¢ |
¢ Sfonid fey c/ia@(
G _/%M,()c».f aZ e (&N.e

T

/.
@—wf -M_mw (;h:fb /QF 7.

wu?g

A
..«'3' ""ﬂ

. .Z‘l-’-




;ArROi&‘Eiliér‘-
. Cranhams Lodge
“Cranhams Lane
_Cirgncester_
Glos, GL7 LUE
Dear Raya, .
. Greetings. I am enclosing a copy of my renderingfﬁf théfy
last 4 paragraphs of the Encyclopedis which I made after -
noticing that Wallace had misread “sie" for "sich" dn . o
para. 575. It is my only copy and my typewriter is temporarily -
cut of action.  Weuld you be so kind as to let me have it back,

R L L Y

-or gend me another,

Vi

_.¥When I was asked to translate the Fhilesophy. of ®riwlt a0
Zusatze, it was left to Findlay to make any necessary correctiong, -
~but =~ I did notice two places which I thought could be better o

tranglated. o R o Bk T LN

Para, 441. Instead of "it has & mode in its Knowledge™
& betier rendering would be: “it’s knowing contains a . TSl o
determinateness." And at the end of the para: "and is the - '+
eternal movement of sublating this immediscy and being a rational S
knowing. " : IR
Para. 445 4th para. Instead of: "But cognition is geauine, -
just as far as it realises itself, or makes the concept its L
own", I prefer: "But cognition iz genuine just so far as
incellifence actualizes it, that is, explicates the concept:
of cognition." : ' ' S

I enjoyed the Atlanta Conference and renewing acquaintance
with H.S.A. members. I hud the pleasure of meeting two of
~ your students there. Is Matthew. Bogol one of your students?
I met a number of H.5.A. members and it is possible I may have =

got their names confused, but I think it was Bogol who mentiocned
you, S ' '

:'Irloéi forward to_hearing from you.

With best wishes,

Arnold Miller
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v My letter has been ﬁétuﬁned as-I seﬁt'it t6fyodf_§;¢}
-+ address, I 'should have checked it in the spring number.

Best wishes for 198?.

Car N las A




Hegel's Encvclopaedig
-~ Thie Notion of phiioscphy ia the gelf-thinking Tdes, .the self-;-knowing-,Tmth.‘(ﬁzaé) 3
.+ "i% is the Jolca) Idea with the signification that it is the universality whith has: .-
‘besn guthenbisated in the concwete content whick is its actuslity. Sie Sclencs hds' g
“in this wey returned into its beginning and the logical -Idea 1s its rooult as the
Aneiple of gpirit: in the disjunétion E)f the g'[dg_aj into presupposed extraues, the '
R _ only implicit and the beginning was en imeediate; bubt the logical Idea’
“-. hag raiped 1tself out of this process and thus hes.risen. above the ph 3
- oharacter belonging to 4% in that process into J'.i'i:.s pure principle which is alds ila
‘proper olemente T AR e
R SR ' §575‘”— ;_“,A;. ’ R
‘It is _té_'xis process of manifestation which in the first instancs establishes.the ' -
, mﬂher§development, The firat manifestation is conetituted by the. syllogism which -

i
W

is based on the logical Ides as its starting-point. and haa Nature for its middls
©v o ‘temm which unites spirit with it.. The Idea beccmes Nature and Hatura becomes spirit.
.- . Nature, uhich stands between gpirlt and its essence, does not, 1% is Yrue, sundsr R '."-5
 #them inte extremes of finite. abstraction, noy dogs it stand asioof from themasd =~ =

~ self-gubsistent Other which, as such, would onl be a link between Others; for the = .

- syllogism im in the Ides and Wature is eagentiellly determined as only a transition~
point and negative moment and as implicitly the Idea; but the nediation .of the Nofionw
hag the exbtarnal form of transition end Seclenes ths form of & necessiiated dovelcpment;

- 80 that the freedom of the Notioa as'its umibn with itself is pesited only in he = %/
' one extreme. - - R o c

' o R 516 3 T
‘This manifestation is superseded in the second syllogiem in so far as thie is alrendy
the standpoint of apirit itself which is ths modiator of the process, pres : o
Nature end uniting 44 with the iogicsl Idea. 1t is the syllogism, ianthe Idea;of .

“Reflection at the -level of spiriti Science appesrs as a sunjective ‘cognitive. selivity -
of which!Treedom 13 the mim and which is itself the way to its production. . . :

: , - §577_ P TR
) The third syllogism 1s the Ides of philosophy which hag self-lnowing Resaon, ths. .o

‘absolute universal, for its middle term. Thds sunders itgelf inte spiri% end Nature, -
naklng the former its presupposition as the process of the gubjective activity of the -
ldea, and the latter its universal extrems as the process of the unexolicated, =

- objeatively:existent, Idea. The self-digjunction of the Ides into the two manifast- ]
ations @5‘?5—-6) determines both as itg (self-knowing Resson's) manifestations. In G
the Idsa of philosophy these two are unified: thst which moves forward and ‘explicates
itselfl is the nature of the whole process, the Notion, and yet this fiovement is no
less the activity of the cognizing miject, The ecternal Ides, its eszencs fully
actualized, is eternally self-active as the sternal begetiing and enjoyment of

. itself as abavlute spirit. ' ' o T

-
.
w

xNote., In the fourth sentence of _§575 Wallace has wisread 'gie! for "a_ich'

o 2;5 translated 'Nature . . . ‘sunders itself! instesd of Nature , . . sunders

andA :
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. Dec. 22,1986 - .

Dear A.V. Miller, ' Do
I om sorry I dida't get to the HSA Confarsnee this year; 1 would have .
‘- loved to have met you, aspeciolly at this time when I am digging hacd into -
& uew interpretution of Hegel's Third Atcicude to Objecttivity, The Wsilace
translation ig too "free" for the preciss point at fasue 10 P 76 on which I~
would iike your comment, (1 ea onelosing the fixat six lines of the Wallace

tranglation you used and the fivat aix lines in the original German, Muiner -
- puliication,) - o . :

Could you tell ma uhy the 1892 Hsllace sfvemmer won ussd by you in 19757
Yap it becwaes of Pindlay's preference? This 18 & queation both of content. .
and faom, e well'as the astusl ueming of Jacohl where Hegel did not gingle = . o
kim out, but wrots agoingt CamaBeadam oo, blgagTai—"Recent Germen-‘philosephy.®
(Biatoyy of PhilosophyY The importa t point is thet Jscobi, win at one time . - - -
S3en to almost have been forgotien, hsd evidently guined a new typz of fame, - o
Hegel in the Preface writes: 'The trestment of the attitudes of thought which -
I have distinguiehed in it vas to meet ap interest of the day,” - .. -

i LT

1t seems to we thet when history entergw-and history of course 18 -

doninznt is the Bistory of Philoaophy-~it {8 very clear thot Hegel'y distine.

tion betwean Demcartes and Jacobi 1des buth in the diffsrent higtoric pozieds, . . .
one, empiricism and intuttionaiism. openity the doore wids to Sclence a8 well =~

as pronodéing the Zamous Gogito Exgo Sum; the other, Jucobi, coming sftar the -

CriticQI?School, yet zeturning to faith pura, elmple and whole, In actuality,

Hegel ic scparacing himzelf from &ll preceding philosophers, as wes clear from
the revolutfon in philesophy he wrought uith Phewemans

At MMl WL En _-umuvr.u.—.uulﬁ.—’ of E‘":i.ﬁﬁ& ‘v"nﬁn
"1k comes to the Thaird Attieude to Objectivity Hegel considers say move oth
than the Dialectie "reaciionary”--ané isn't Hegel's word regresgive? -
{turuckgekehrt) : '

or
1 S‘odld_ greatly appreciate your égmenta.

Sincerely,




e | RUECA NS A CIRS L
S chapter Five“_'fﬁMmm oa_Ih_a_m.._s:_ Towaz:___.t.hé_gh.’tsstii!’ﬁ.ﬂ?_’i‘i /}t\;@
' : To me, " Ahts’ chapter on what Hegel cal’s "Immediate or- Intuitive Know1edge

- and which g nearly emtirely devoted to Jacobi, ig “the' most dmportant and
B tially to*aliy new -as’ distinguished from the manner in which Hegel ‘deals
- other schodla cf’rheught in hiz larger iogic. The nEwusss comes. not: from the. factq
thdt he'does not critici é Jacobi (end Fichte and Schelling), as 69vastat1rgly in f,
‘the lacger Logic, ‘but in ‘thesense that he has made a category out of it by devor
A chapter‘and by mnkinn that chanter nccur when. to- tbe ordznary mfnd -~

would have, appeared that from Kant o should have gone to. his oun dialectical
philosophy. “Hegel is telling us that one doesn't necessarily go directly to. a
highexr: stage, but'mny sudaequ face a throw~back to a Eormer stage of 9nilosoth,
which thereby is _utter ;y “reactionary," (Thnr's his vord reactionarv.\ '

4

':"
45

v‘w

Tha first critique of Jacobi's phiiosophy is the analjs*s taaL 9ven Lalrh
must ‘be proved; othetwise there would be no way to distinguish in anyone’s SEY“"G

. thing as grandiose ‘ag: Cur;atianity, or ‘as’ bacbward ap_the wors
“+ shiping of .an ox, ﬂo words can substitute for Hegex 5% . T

whather it 423 gomes

The term Faith brings with’ ir ‘the spe»ial advantage of fem?ﬂdlﬂo
ua"of’ the falth cf the Christian religion; it. seams to .include

Christian faith, or perhaps even to coincide with it} and thus -
the Philosoohv of Faith has a thorourhly sisia i

PV LG, pPaULG uud u}ia..:.a::’iﬂ“" ol
_ook ‘on” tﬁe stiength of which it takes the liberty of uttering’

ies arbitrary dicta with greater, pretensions to authority. But
ve must’ not let ourselves be .deceived by the semblance surrep~
titi°“51Y secu :ed by means of a merely verbel similarity, The
tuo thinge are’ radicaﬁly distinct. Trirstly, Christian faith
com?riaes i“ it 4 certain authorlty of the church but the faith
~of Jadobi's philogophy has no other authority chun that wi the'=
philosopher who revealad it, . And, sccondly, Christien fa
“objectiva, with a great deal of substance in the shape of a
_ 8ystem of knowledge and doctrine- vhile the contents of the
P511°3°§hic faith, are so utterly indefinite, that, while 1t§
. dums are open-td veenive" fhe falth of "the Christian,’ 1ET
v e 200211y inéludes”ahelief in the divinity of the Palai. Lama, e
"fT\;}J the® oX, or.the’ nonkey, $hus, " so. .far.as. it goes, .nayrowing - -
e ;?n *De1ty down to ‘its, 8inmplest’ terms, "to,sa Supreme Being. Faith )
e itse!f taken’ in, the, sense postulated . by.this. system, is .
e 'f” %Oihin§3§ut the 3apless .abstraction of immediate knowledge..s
Wﬁ%_"" pax .

- - .. .
e, . . .,v . .




&ou Bay ragall’ (‘-hose of you WhO vere with ug. when we' oplit from Johnson, that_‘ :
‘we used Lhis attitude As the thorough embodimen* of: Johnsonism, and in. particular

~the geries” ‘off lotte*s'he “{gfued _on ‘the* frct that we. must, break with:the old".and -
_stick oniy to thHe! ‘ﬁéﬁ wii:hout ever. spec:.fying what ‘18 old" and ‘what: .16, new,. e:.ther :

: 4in a’claas: coutext"or &ven 1n’an fmpmads iate histovio frame;\zn;s is.what" ﬂngel 0311”,_

"exclusion of mediation“ gnd- he rises to his highest height in his critique of .

Jacobi when he statesy M'Its distinetive doctrine s, that, immediate knowledge aloae,‘

. ko the'total’ exclusion oﬁ mediation, gdn possesg-a content vhich is true.“ (par.-:
M5D) 'Be fLrther expnnds this oy ﬁt (ga re 1)1, : -

e
Thé ' one~ﬂidedoeas of the’ infuztional schaol’ has c -
EEharaot:eristics attenaing uoon;Ef} unicﬁ we shall proceed to
.PEIREGHE In theif‘ﬁi?ﬁ“fsatorey‘_ooﬁ that ve have discussed
*““the fundamental principle.‘ fie fivst of these corollaries ia
“as folloﬁs.“'Since the ‘crifericn of truth is. found not in the, .
- oharacter icterof the content, but In the fact oﬁrcahsciougﬁﬁggh;gll;
RFEBEQ_EEQEB_Béﬁ_nQ_chgz,basis than subjective. kncwledge and | .
the e assertion that v/ ~*owe; certaln Eact in our conseigus—. <"
'”‘ness. What we diacover -in our omm consciousness, is thus exag-. -
Ny gerated into a’ fact of the comsciousuess of all, and even anSEd
"off for the- very nature of the mind,

A feu Daraﬂranhr 1n+nv 8% 1s where ncgel uses the term/'reactionary"

' --"reactionary nature of the’ school of Jacobi, His doctrine is a YeturH to the——
modern~starting’ point of the mctapbyszc in the Cartesian Philescphy.” - Yeu must
remember - that Hegel praises Descortds as the starting point of philosophy, and even
shows a justificiation for any metaphysical points in it just because it had broxen

- nedground, But vhat he camnot forgive 1s that in his oun ‘period, after we had
already. rcached Kantian phiIOSOphy, one, ohoulﬁ turn bacmward'

A L4 I l

“"—--._.

| IR
/,ffTEEdoodern doctvine on the one hand makes WMo change 18 They o
'cagtesian method ¢f the usual scientific knowledge, and con- .
“"duets on' the sime ‘plan the exporimﬂnual and finite sciences .
“thathave sprung from'it, - Buc, on the, other hand, when it
“comes o the ‘scierice wlilch b § {ufinity’ for itg” scop it
. -throud ‘aside the' method, ond thus as it knows no other, it
; Jrejecta all methods‘ It ahandons itself to- thn cootrcl OL‘a
1'-wi1d, capricious and -fantaseie dogmatism, te a moral prig"
?ishﬁeSS'and pride ‘of ‘feeling,’ ot to an excessive opinigng . .
\-ﬁnﬂ reasoning which is loudest against phllosophy and. pnilo-”
A sophic ‘thenes, Philosophy of dourse’ tolerates no meie asser-

tions or*coriceits ‘or’ arbitrary fluctuationo of. ;nfereoce
;‘to and fro (par. 77) e .

-




lia Hniner

'znzgnloggu4e dar Ehilouoghlsch&n Hisaenaeha:ten im Gruudrilae 51330! Ft
. : , S 959 i

Paragtap 76 {p.. 99)

In Beziéhun
Wissens natrucnce:, 50 angibtf:ich"

or Varglatchung, daprdaasetba zZu jenem Anfang, den diese Hﬁ&aphvnik in

der neuarn Zeit als Garteaianha Philoscphie pencmmen hat, uru;kgarshvt ish. :

In be‘den iat behauntat....




