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'llio;ro is a Uttle phUosophical problem I should like to tlko Up 
'llith ,YOiio In tho r<>-writing or tha draf:t of: tho book on the basis of: the 
coneral discussicns ll:!lon~: membors, as woll as in conl:orcmcea >:ith non-momb.,..s, 
tho quastian <>f llhat Hocol called "lhe Third Attittde to ObJE>Ctivityrr (i.~ tho 
11

8o:aUer logic", pars. 61.78) came ·Up several tin:es, I tma asked 11: it wasn't 
pou!ble to •nal.Yds this attitede, not onl.Y on spoci1'ic political problems 
liS 'ld!b 

11

ths fixed part1eularrr in the Trot.J.;y ehaptor, &nd t!1o t;,o cypes of: ·':' 
su!:JJoctivit,y in the N•o c:haptor, but Within tho ver.Y l:irst chapter that deaJ.a · · 
'llith aU or tile m11jpr works vf Hogel. I have, therefore, di>VGl.oped tho 
polOiiiJ.eal lr.OVOilMt in tho Scicr.co of lnp;ic, :ibis gjve ma tho opporturJ.t,y to intrc><lun~ thd whole question of: tho attitudes to cbjoctivity, In !'act, I nov 
have eub..t1.tl<>d the llhole nect1on dealing with the .!!?cia, ".Attitudes to 
ObJocUvit.r", (~" sub..titlo !:or Pheno:oonolozy of Hind is "&<perionces of 
Colll!oicusnessrr, which happor.s to be tlogel•s own expressioll; Ar.d t.'le· s•Jb.titl• 
fAr Philosophy of Min:! :ldll be a question: 1'}lov..,6Jlt from Pract1ca"?) In ao,y 
ccao, I DhoUld like to have your Colllll!entar.Y t>n the new page on the"tlbird . 1 
att1teda

11 

llhich 1'ollows belov, Pleaoo ""ito to mo ind3.viduallj, 

"·'·continuous process of becoming is .what the Hegelian phllosop~~Y . I 

i · · ·is aU about.: .Tile exposition of this ccnt:!nuous procoss of becoming 
is .follo1<ncl throughout the~ .... by 110b1J:sorvat1ons'!,di!:1'ar~ntiating 
h111 Phlloaop~~Y 1'rom othor. Phllosophies. Nowhere is tbJ.s more diJtalled . 

, tll.11n in Chapter I llho;re, after three short par"graphs 'on Being, Nothing,_ •.. , A 
"'-·'":"'7 -... Becolllin8, there follow no less t!':"n 22 pages of ~'Observations!!-WJu.t:.r!i ~e;__ .,.,., 

howavor, iet not the detaU, l>llt tho.rA1•1tioDBh1pr.c"Observation~!' jjave. toda 
. liOI< Sla'uc ure that; appears olUJ' 1ii 'tll8'1.1uma.uer gic", ~ae u· ~el:ltu es 

. '' 

to ObJectiv1-cy-,u 

I.~ Chapter I of the Science of T..ogia in Observation ) (which is a 
critique (1£ the isolation (1£ the abstractions - being and Nothing - so that 
bacolll1ng could never !•ave emerged out ct thC3111), llegel remarks th&t "the JllOsto 
..:toquent description - perhaps alread.Y l'orgotten," (Vol. I, p, 107) lias given b,Y Jacobi • 

A doo&de lator, llhon Hegol propara:! the much expanded second edition 
cf the Enerclopedie of PhUosoohicnl SciorJCos, be had evidently decided that, 
1i'hether or not such an attitude W!\s »rorgottenu, it 'WOuld Al""ys racur in --tho movemont of: becoming llhan, :!n the proces;, of trAnscorxUng contradiction, 
the subject becomes .impatient 'llith all the stagos of negation it must sut:.::er thro~~~:h, and instead rolls back into intuitional1sm •. 'aegel, therel.'or .. , 
introduces a whole nw structur~ called "Attitudes to ObJactivi~." It oon. . . .· llliuta of three ohaptm•s. .· .. 
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Far from 1;his trisd sir;nii'.vin& any oort ol' 11synthesis11 , it oigno.lo, 
instoad, a dismC~barmont~ 1:here in a fo~ward ~ovemont from tho firat Attitude 
(ubich· covers a..IJ. pro-Kant14n tho•l£:ht -- simple falth, the old rnotllph,raico, 
abstract un:lo:ootand1~-e. scholaoticism, nnd. doG1'14t1""' --) to tho socuncl 
attitude, which is dovoto:l to both Elnpiricism and Kantioniom, uut, in!itoad 
or going forward from the onpiricnl and tho critical to tho clialootic -- o.nd, 
naturally, Hegol conoiclorocl his dialectic tha highest ota[:e, the absolute -
thoro is 4 r~>trogression to lntl!!t1onal10l!l, 11t.ho schoo.L of. Jacobi", whl.cb 
r9jeots all JUethods11• (par. 77) It becomes "wil.d", returns to the "dog>zatie 
JUetopqysie or tho past from which "" stD.rted, ~"'h~il, b ohow the "react1ollJil7 
no.ture of the ochool of Jacobi," (par, 76) 

This bs.clalard step is ssen al.so in the fact that Jacobi has re:luced 
11mecl1ation to tha iowad14tP., the intuitive, with "its pesswo!'da, 'Eith~'" 
(par, 66), Hegal c...Us attontion to tho fact that the whole of the Doctrir.e 
of Essanae, .... discussion or the intrinsicall,y self-affirming unity of 
iowadillay &.nd madiation." (par, 66) , .. 

l'ou can hear Hegel1s anger rising to a croscan:lo - the "one-siclecl­
neas". or the Ir•tWI.t1one.l1sts is seen most 1n reducing the truth ft•om someth.1ng 
ariaing from tho "nature or. the content" but, out of pure eubjectivi .. u . . 

1: 0
.:. • • • o, 0 ° 

1181nco the criterion or truth is found, not in tho character 
1- :'' "'or the content, but in the fact r>f consciousness, all alleged 

, : j ·. 
0 

: • , , , : • truth has no oth<n' basis than subjective knolil.e:lr:e, ai'Y.l the. 
... _. ! · · . . . . assortion that we discover a certai;n fact in our consciousness. 
• •. 1 • ~ ~ i· .. ~_..,:. ·:. What ve discover in our own consciousness is thus exaggereta::l . · ! , ~-"'' 0 ,,,' .'. into a f&ct of consciousness of e.ll and even passed off for the ,. r. .' 0 •• ,-o 

0 

very nature or -tho rnl.zrl,ll (par. 'i'l) ·:·.' 
r .. c . o. •<o· , . ""J'ho Science of Lode makos clanr enough how sharply ho separates 
I .-o 0 his Absolutes from tho 11mpcy .~bsolutos11 or his phllosoph1.c con-I tacporaries. ·our bringinl in tho attit~dos to objectivity f.r~m 

I
. Encyolopaixlia ho~.e throws, h9 hope, a further W.uminaticn on 
· what we started pointing out 'When we said its structure shows 

·1· · no straight line to tho Absolute. Not oJil.y that •. We shall. now 
• 

0 

• aea tha1t each reelm hos, so to speak, "its own1 11 f.J~ tlhich is what 
! s~rtl'e moy or may not havo "'eant when he said th3t uhat was original with E>c1Stent1allats 
i ti.s thA\t the WIU" and the occupation n.,.(.J&'rils ·radisoover the Absolute at 'the very heart o£ 
· Rel&tiv1ty. 11 (What Is Literature,p,l48J'<ayn · o · •0 
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