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.Arnold-Mlller 
Cranhams Lodge 
Cranhams Lane 
Cirencester 
Glcis; GL7 lUE 

Dear Raya, 

November 17, 1986 

Greetings. I am enclosing a copy of my rendering of the. 
last 4, paragraphs 9f the EncycJ.opedi& which I made after ··· · 
notic1.ng that Wallace had misread 11sie11 for "sich11 in,', . . . 
para. 57 5. It is my only copz and my typewriter is temporarily 
out of action.· Would you be so kind as to let me .. have it back, 

· or send me another. ''' 

When I was '.asked to translate the Philosophy of. &p·h:!.t 
Zusatze, it, was left to Findlay to make any necess;;u:y corre.ctions, 
but ::-r did notice two places \'lhich I th<nght could be better ·· 
translated.. · 

Para. 441. Instead of "it has a mode in its Knowlec:lg?." 
a better rendering would be: "it's knowing contains a · · ' · :. · 
determinateness. 11 And at the end of the para: "and is the · 
eternal movement of sublating this immediacy and being a rational 
knowinz." 

,,., 

Para. 445 4th para •. Instead of: "But cognition is genuine, 
just as far as it realises itself, or makes the concept its 
owri", I prefer: "But cognition is genuine just so far as 
im:ellifence actualizes it, that is, explicates the concept 
.of cognition." · 

I enjoyed the Atlanta Conference and renewing acquaintance 
with H.S.A. members. I bid the pleasure of meeting two of 
your st1.1dents there. Is Matthew ... Bogol one of your students? 
I met a number of H.S .A. members and it is possible I may have ·· 
got their names confused, but I think it was Bogal who mentioned. 
you. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

With best wishes. 

Arnold Miller 

'~ '-



Dear Rava. - .·• 

'~ 
.-,--~ ,-:;:...r 

'-~·-· 

My letter has been returned as 
address, I should have checked it 
the Owl, 

I3est .wishes for 1987. 
<-

'•' 
.. _:.)~;?:~>~~~·-: 

,_ ·-

· 19. Dec, 86 

I sent it to ,,.,,,,,. 
in the spring 

AVM 
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Hegel's hncvclopaedia 
. .-, I . .· •<. : . . . ·:; 

This ~~tion of philosophy is the st~~thin!sing.~de~, the seli~knowing_Truth (§,¢36);,. 
·it is t:he logJ.caJ. Idea with the ·signification that it is the unive::-sal:l.ty whi;;h has_;· 
been .;;Uthant.i.!lateq in the conci-ete content which is its actuality. ~ Scienea has ~· .· 
in this. wrq retumed into its beginning and the log!. cal Idea is its result as the . ,·. ,. · 

. ci R! api.rit: in the disjU!letion !Pf the [fda!! into presupposed extreraes { ths · 
Notion only implicit and th& begin!litlg was ~ illlLlediate; but the logical Idea·.·.·.·.· ·· .· 
hs.s rai ed itself out of this process and thus lias· risen above the phepQ!Denalt2tvUJ ., · 
onaraat r belonging to it in that process into ;Its pure pfinciple which is al!l'o ita 
proper lament.· . . . .·. I . . · · . . . 

·.·.·. -. I>· • •.. ···--.· · ~575·· . , .... · .. ·. . .. ·.. . 
· It is tks -orocess of manifestation which in th5 first insta..'loa establishes the 
furt.. h er1' d.ev~lopment. The firs~ manifesta~ion i~ coneti.tuted by the sy~logili]! wliich .... · 

· is base on the logical Idea as its startJ.ng-pomt. and ha.a Nature for ·:~.te middle . , 
tenn wh ch un!.tea soirit w1 th it•._ The Idea bacc~es Nature and natura becoroes spirit~ · 

· Nature, :vllich stand& between spirit and its essence, does not, it is true, ·~"'der · · .. 
xthem into extremes of t'inite.abstraction, nor does it stand aloof from them as-~ .· . ·. 

self-sutiaiatent Other. which, as such, wwl.d onlvl be a link betwean Others; fol' tb£ · 
syllogism is in .t!lo lde!! and Nature is eaeentie.ib.y determined 11s only a tra'l!!ition­
point and Mgative moment and as ~.mplicitl:y the ~dea; but the mediation .of the l{otio.n 
has. the. external form ofOJ::ransit~o!l and Scie?ce tha form of a neceaeital;ed doveicPmen~; 
so that the freedom o£ the Notion aa'ita union with itself is posited only in the •, 
one extl'eme. · ' ·· · . 

i f~6 
This man~estation is superseded in the second syllogism in so far as thia isalrea~ 
the standpoint of spirit itself which is the mediator of the process, J:!reaUJ?Poaine .. 
Nature end uniting it with the losical Idea. It, ~s-the syllogism, innthe Idea, -·of._ "H 

E\eflecti9n at the•leveJ. of spirit• Science appears aa a suojective'cogl',itiv~.e.Sltiv~ 
of whicn;rreedoro is the aim and which is itself the way to its prodttct.~.on. 

. . . ; . • ~5?7- : . . 
The third srllogism is the Idea of philosophy which has self-knc0_~ P..e.a::on, tha 
absolute universal,. for its. middle term. This sundel'B itself ir,to spirit end Nature, 
making the former its presupposition as the pl'ocess of the .Q.ubjectivq activity or the 
Idea, arid the latter its universal extreme as the process of the unexolica~d, . 
objafitivaly~exiatent, Idea. The self-disJunction of the Idea into the two manifest­
ations ~575-6) -determines both as ll.§, (self-knowing Reason's) man.l.i'eatations. In .;•': 
the ld.Ja of ph:tlosophy these two are unified: the.t which moves forward and oxplic!ltea 
itself is the nature of the whole process, the Notion, and yet tbia'movement is no 
leas the activity of the cognizing ~l~ject. The eternal Idea, its estonce fUlly 
actualized, is eternally self-active as the eternal begettilng and enjoyment •.ll' 

.. itself as absolute spirit •. 

· l(lli!1!z.. In the fourth sentence of j 575 Wallace has l4isread 1 sie • for 
has translated 'Natura • • • sunders itself'' instead of 'Uature 
them•. 

.. '- ~ 
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1siuh1 and , . • sunders 
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Dec. l2, 1986 

Dear A.v. M!ll~r. 

I lllll lorry I didn't gat to the liSA Conference thic yliar; I would hove · 
luve.i. t:o · imw··lll8t ·you, ##pec1dly at this time w!um I am lliggin: hard into 
a 11ew f.nterp;rett:tion o: lliigel'o 'Ehird Attitudco ·to Objcsetivity. 'lb!!l Wallace 
tranaletion is too "fne" for the preciaa point at f..Jsue in P 16 on vhlch I 
would like your cumment, (1 am enclosing the firat aix linam of the Walla~G 
tranlllation you. used and tht first eix U.neo in the; origil'llll GemJan~ l".ainer 
plilsilct>tion.) 

~ 
Could you tal! 11111 'llhy tho 1892 Wallcce "41 I hi• yan Uiiod by you in 1975? 

Uao 1t boeatll of Findlay' o preference? This is a questio11 both of .:;:.Qntent> 
enc! !ct=, ;;;;; wel.l == the a;;:wa.t l'lilillliug of Jlli:ob,1 •re Hllgel did not dngtft:··· ... 
him out, but.wrote asainoc ~~'!.-"Recent Ge=n'i>hilol!opny." 
([111torv of PhiloeophyY. The i:npoJ:tant poiot is tlult Jmcobi, who at. one· tilll4! . · •.·· 
seem to almost have been forgotten, had evf.d~:ntly gained a naw type of fQ!H_,· •-cc. 
Hegel in the Pref~tce vrites: "Ibe treatment of the attitcdes of thought: which 
I ht~'.le distingilhhed in it 'll'&a to meat an f.ntere=t of the day." 

It: eee0111 to me that when history entersu~and hf.etory of courco is 
dominant :l.n the Hbtou of Philoaophy••it 1.8 very daar thmt Hegel' u dhtinllu 
tion b!ltween De11cartes and Jacobi lies bo~lt in tha different hilltodc pa~iads, 
onft, e~iricism and intuitionali~m openi~ the doorp vids to acieuce as.w.ll 
as prono~ing th~ f:=~u; Cogito Ergo Sum; the other, Jacobi, coming aft3r the 
Critical School, yet returnins to faith pura, Eimple and whole. In actuality, 
Hegel ic separating himaelf from all preceding philo~ophera, as was clear from 
the revolution in philoeophy he '!reo-..sht Y:!.th l?hinc~nology ef lf.iiid, wnoon 
it comes to the Third ~ttitude to Objectivity Hegel conaidera any move o~hor 
than the Dialectic "ructionary"··and hn' t Beget' a word ragrC111111ive? · 
(zuruckgekehrt) · 

I ~~uld greatly appreciate your commenta. 

Sincerely, 

.• 1'"-----"-'"''····-·· 



~~~~4llSi«J6/ii · .... 
c.c0:co';'·.'' . . · •·· •·\..,.•·••··· ,.,.. V ·•·.;· .. ' C/ · ' I ~ •I ~ · · . · 

. ·.. . QI\1.L:·o-.\.· . · · ·· ·.. : . . . t.~~ 1/5 · '\?'~? . . 0.,.~ 
. ..... . ... ~1\.\:'ll~ ·.,· 

Chapter Five--Third Al:titt~_g.LJ:.i.l.Q!IP..!.!.t. Tm~axfs :~he_ O.blec:tive' l~orld 
::J-;.;~~.·\··. :), · ... ~_-: •' ., .· ·• ,'•, • c.•· • ._ 

To n:e, •.'i:h:ls' chai)t'er on '~hat Hegel calls "!mmediat~ or Intuitive 
_and _whieh ·ia: nea_r_ly entirely Cl(!vot;Qd_ -to Jaco'!>i-,---i:f 'th~:- most -'~rnpo;t_~~~ er;d_:',CS_~ 
tially ~citaliy :nelt ·as:'distinguiehed from the manner in t~hich Hegel ·deals t~ith . . 
other ilchotils ·o!.i:hcught ·in hia ·larger Logic~ The .tit;;;;u.;:;ils. col\les net· from the. fact 
that he·· does not. cdi:icize Ja.cobi (and Fichte and 'Schell~ng), .as ~evastatingly in 

. the la:.:ger·:Logic, 'but in 'the''sense that he has made a· category out of :it,,by d11vor: 
ting; a chapter' imd by· mnltil'.st that chaoter nccui: t·lhen. to the ordinary mind.·':!.!: ... 
~1ou.ld _:l}a~~vaPP.~&.red, t~at f~~; Kant !iil- stJould h.ave gone to. his o~m di~lecticai . - -
ph.il<isopliy. "Hegel''is telling us that one doesn 1 t necessarilv go <3irectly to ,a .. 
higher·:.·scri.ge', liut ·m·ay suddenly face a throu-back to a former s.tage of philosophy,, 
1·1hich. the:cElby ·.is ... ut::crly "reactiomiry ." (Thm: 's his 110rd, reactionary;) ·· . ·· · . . . '~ : 

'' -. . ' . 
. :.; Tll~ firs:t· c~:it:i:que of Jacobi's phi.iosophy is the analysis that even rair.h 

mus.t be Jl..roved; othen1ise ·there >Jould be no ua>· i:o diating1.1ish in anyone ~s s.ey~so .·. 
wh~th<lr :!.~ is. so:nethi~g 1.16 g:rant):iosc ·us Chr:i.sti,anit'yi or as·backward· as ~h~·w!)r-,i·:-c··-·····'·'c·'• 

"· shJ.ping of an O>t. l-lo uords can· substitute· for Uegel 1s:. · :·.---. ·._-_-_._. . . ~ . . ~- . . ...... . . 

·' 
'1.1te· ~teril"i?aith,liringa with· i~~ ·the special advant~ge (;i; re.;inding 
us ''!.!!.:t.ll.e .. f.a~t!t cf·the Christian religion; it seem~ to .include 
Chr~stian'J'!~tti, or perhaps ev.en to coincide with· it; !lnd thus 
the .PhilOSOopv of Faith- heig e thcrcughlJ· .. p~ou·s-:a'na- -Christian ,.c:·.' 3 : .. 

. - ~ .. • ' ••• ,. "' l ' - . ' . . . .. 

loo~·~:on'i:1l~ st;fength of 1~hich it talces tire Uberty of uttering· 
. it:s :ar.bi~r!p;y: dicta ;~ith greater, pretensions to authorit~. But 
. ue: mu~.t·)19~, .l~t ,our.selv.es .be deceived by the semblance,,.st?rrep• 
ti_~io.u~~Y..s.ecu;!'d by' means of a ·merely ve::bal similarit;y. Th~ 
~~ .. ~~-ir:g~( ~~r_c:··~#dic'~l.ly: dis tinct._ Fir:s tly, · Cht:i~tiao. faith · . 
com_1H:pl~.s: ln, lt. '.i ·.certain authority of the church.: but the faith 
of Jac!Jpi '.:;:.Philo)lophy has no other author.ifiy·'ch&n",that ;tr£ ·the·-· 

__ ._ _______ p~~~!~~opher_ "'110. t43vealed ... :!..te_--- And J ~s~conrlly j-~Chri.stian~--faith--.!:r"--~­
objective, with. a g:reat deal of substance in the .shape of a 
system of knowledge and .d.oct.r:l.ne ~ while the contents of· the . 

. :philosophic fai.tb ... are .so utterly indefinite;. that,·,wbile its · 
ams are iipen .. t::> l.'eceive ·thl! faith of ·t:he Ch:i:istia'n~ it' .... · · 

.. ,, .. ,..~q~~~l.Y.,inc_lu~e.(a:ii~licilf".:i.p.:the div:i.nity gf the Dalitr. Lama, · .. 
.. ·,.;j.·;uth~.~:C.'• or.t~~·m!?pkey. ,t:hti~,·s?.f~:r-,,as:it go~s, narroui?S . , .. , 
~ .. ~:·,j.( .. !'e?-tY .. ~~ ~o ~t!l .. s_1.mp~es.t texms, to,-a ~upreme -Being ... :fdth · ··· · · ·-~ 

..... : · .. ,,J!:s~l.~;. tak~p',in .. th!l, sense po~tulated .by. thiq. syst.em, is : .. . ·;· · 

.. · .. '.'.;nll~ll~r;:g·b!ft tl).e.9apless .alJstraction.c:f. immed:l.ntc lcnowledge •• , · · ... 
·• • '·

0
• • '• (pa~~ '·6~). · · · 

~-' \ • 'Or • .,.-' ' C• ' • • • • • • ! ~ 

- --::·~··._-__:-__ ~.- • ' ••• - r - -·p __ :: 



Yoti inay' recali.'' (those of you who ~~e~ci !<itlt us when~~-' s.plit fro~,Joh~son) that 
we used this attitude as the thorough embodiment of Johnsonism, and in. particular 

· the''oeries 
1o~··'latt'e~srhe'·iaiiued on ·the • fa~t· that ·li'e must . .'!break ~lith:' the old"~ 11nd 

etick ori:ry_~ to. ttlcii•iieJii_·:w~:thout :·~ver spe~ifying whai: iii. ol{ and ~lhl)t,: is' ilew ,, ~ither 
in. a_'_C~~Ss :_-cOUteX_ti'dr·~~v~n· ·:tn~·an·"i:nmcdiUte· liiS-toriC frc;lmei /rhis ·is. wh_at ~Ieger calls_ 
"exCiufl:i.cin of 'mediation"· and :he· ~is'es to his' highest height in his· critiq~Je of · 
Jacobi. when he states; "Its distinctive doctrine .is" tha.t-.. immediate. ~owledge alone, 
t~ the: tii~ar· ex§t~ai~n :Jor~~;l:i.~tJb~~:-;c.4;n. posses~. a .coritetil: w'li_i~h ia tr.ue ·" (par.~. 
6;,) lle .further expands.·'f:his thougnt;(pa::~ }1).:. ,_. •, ·.·:· ... , · . · . · •· ··- ··. f'i: ·; , .. -, ... _._,:::.._;!.:._-, ... :..:;._:..,!..:....L,~\~~;l.>"···...; :.:. . . ,., .· '. - .. . . . 

· · ;:· .: .. ~ ·oue~~:i.dednesh':Ji £11~;.~iti~~it:ci~~ : .. · 
···;;;; 'i:Iiaracteiiist:!.cs1 ati:etiai'ng \{tio;l::;:i:ef-wiliciiwe sball pror;ee_d to 

· '· .: .. r::.·J.lo nt: ·out iti ·their 'mai~ ~fu"l!'rr.~~:tnl!'t pe::have, d:!-s.cussed. 
· · ·''·'"·the 1

£\IP:di.ilnenckl 'priO.Citiie'.' ,. ' ·1e_ fi'rs·c 'of :thes!i,.c9roll!l?i~es. :is. .. 
' I ;·::•:'''as.! follo~is,,;:~·~i\ic~·'tiie •.:ii'' cri.cti :of 'f:l:~ut:tl' is.:fciundz :~0t in the . · . 

·.:•···c~i£ter'"of. t'lie cdrif:lln.t, 'but in ehe 'fact·.o~sciiJu~ll i 
· . -~neged truth ha1LJ1o other basis f.)lan subJect:l.ve kno~~~~~ \ 

/t}fe · ~sset"tfon· .,.j.,,,. ::·: ~(jiqcover a ~rtaril £act in O.£_~onscidl!,.S ... ) 
ness, . Uhat He· discover.:in our oun cousc:LOusness. is thua e~ag- · 
gerated into a· fact of the consciousness of all, and even passed 

· off for t~e very natur_e. of the mi.nd, --·-- , ___ - . 
. j' ·. _. 

·. . A-feu p~ragraphs lat.cr ~ ia 11here Hcnel us"s the termr<:act~·i\,;' 
-·"reactionary nntura .. of the school of Jacobi, His doctrine is a rctuni-tol:h~~ 
mo·dertf·:zfta'rting· point of the metaphysic in the Cartesian Philosophy,'.' . Ycu must • 
reruember'-.that Hegel' praises Desccrtc:is ·as the starting point o£ philosophy, and e~Jen 
s~ou~ a justificiation for any metaphysical points in it just because it had broken 
tied "ground. But t~hat he cannot forgive is that in hie o~m ·period: after we .had . 
already ·'reached Kantimi philosophy, one should turn baclmard: · · 

•. :.:"'.~: ~::·!•' . ··~. . '· . .• . . . .. ... ·.: : . --~ -_ . 

.... ~odern doct~in<.>· on the one hand makes '1io &.-;mge 'iii" the .. · . 

(

' Cat:tesian method . of the unual s_cientific kno1~ledgc, and . con- \ 
·:~uc_t~ ~n · tlle· siun~ · pla? 'the. ex~er.iinental _and finite. sc_ienc_es 

tbat'·.have f!Pru?g f;o,m·it ... But, ;on th.e, other hal)d.~ when ~t \ 
·comest~o t~c·:~c~~~«~ ~?hich bari itifinity .for it( scope~ i~ · . . '\ 

, ·throws 'aside ·the· ~method, and 'thus, as it Imows no oth~]:, i_t . · .. 
; ';'r.ejec.t_s_ 'al~; meth?d~~:: ~t·.:~~nnd~n~· itself)o: t!i~:·c~nt;c.~ O:f .a . \ 
\ 
1

~wild_~. capric~o•js ·;~_n~ ·fa!ltasUc_ d?gmatis~, ,t?.,~ .m?r<!l·p:ig·, 1 
' l?;ishness· lind pride ·of 'feeling, o~; to an exce.ssive opin1r,g . . I 
\ ·-an~ ,rea's·~~1:,n~ .. ~ihtc!t"~s lotidcis~ 'against.:ph~i.os()phy and 'ppilo.-:J· .. ' 

,r\ ... so phi~ t~~!De.s/ ;. Pht~o~~phy of c_ou;rse ·.t.o~~ra.t~s .'f.:o_ . ntor.e_ -~.s~e•·-. · 
"")t::ti.ol)s;• _or.:conce_its, o_r .. at;bitrary puctu~tions o.t;. inference 

to· and fro•, '(par~ ·77) .. · " · ··· · : · · · · 
::. • ·~_.;_::~,_:~~ .• ~:·: . i. ,' • ~---:: •, I • . ·, ~:----- . . 



P&ragnph 76 .· (p, 109) 

Mtapbyoic.of the paat from vhf.cb we liltllrted. we.aboll lMrn from the ~om~ 
~ ' . . 

parisou tbeczuc:!_oD~~gllflture of the school of Jacobi, !lie doctrine h a 

retu..-n to the 11odem st:lirttn& point of this 1ii01e:6phyaic in the Ciartnian 

philoaopby~·~,. Both Jacobi &ad Deaccrteo =1nttlin the folloui.ag th't"<Ml pointe: ..••• 

c:: . .,.. 
·. ·~ ' -:·· 

Enzyidopadie dar phiioaopi:ischen 'llf.ssei!!S'J!.aften im Grundri11e {1830l Ff~~; MIJiller ;. ·-
Paragraph 76 (p, 99) 

In Bezi@b!lag auf deon Auogangopunkt, die oben aogell8nato unba~aog11ne · 

aua dar Vergleichung, da~dae~elbe zu jenea Anfaag, den diese ~phyoik in 

der neuaru Zeit ab Carteabr.he Philonophie gencmmen· hat 1 zuruekgat.sh~:t is_t, 

In beid~n i=t beh&uptet:.,, 


