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.BOUGH TRANSLATI?L OF LENIN'S PHILOSOPHIG NOTEBOQOKS
axact ap publlehed from Leninta handwriting
by M-¥-L Institute, lat in 1929 & then 1047

Hegel's Werlke
Bd. I-Philosophische Abhandlungen
IJ-Phenomenology of HKind
III-V-Science of Logic
VI-VII {1 and 2) Encycloprdis {
VIII-Philosophy of Right
1X«Philogophy of History
X-(3 parte} Esthetics .
XT-XIl-History of Religicn
XITY-XV-~Hintory of Philcsophy
AVI-XVII--Mlgpcellanasous Works
XVIII-Philosophlc 7ropaeditkes
XIX (1 and 2) Letters of Hegel and to Hegel

: OUTLIN§ CF HEGEL'S SCIENCE OF LOGIC

(Berne Logic I,175) ' Full sizles{orke.
‘ (Berlin 1£83) - G W P.HagelpVol. III(pp.ése)
\Comnlete ed;ﬁtion byﬁg few friends’

in&ke, Schulszel,l

f the deceased:
ga chela y F‘arste

ns, Hanning, Ho
Science of loglie '

o~ Bor I ObJect‘ve Logic
-\ Papre I octrine of Belug

ENTRODUCTION TO THE FIRST EDITION,

p.G&--proround about logle: the "prejudice” that 1t"teaches
how to think" (like physiology "teaches one how to digesy!
«++%the loglcal scisence which 18 the true content of ‘
genulne Metaphyaic .or pure spsculative philosOphy ava 5%
; Zeas® Philosophy..?uannot borrow 1ta Method from a subordinfe ;
sélence, such #d Mathematica... (26}
i -

"But it is thernature of the contentiand that alone which
lives and etiF3 Inm pALlveophic toghltion, while 1t is th
vary reflection of the content which 1taelr originatas :
and determines the naturs of philosophy." (36}

(The movement of ascientific cogniticn--that is the esaence)v//

Cand mainta%gg,&%fm ‘
*Understanding (Veratand) makee determinations/Nbestimmg)|
Rsascn {Yer %) te negative and dialectical’ becauss |7
it dissolves into nothlng the detﬁrninatlons ol
Understanéding {%n Nichts auflost)."” (Z6) The unity of
the one and the other--~-"Reason whlch understande or
Understanding which reasons" = positive,

Naga??on-of-%he "simple" . ‘movement or Xh=z Mind".
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It is,..8long this psth
Philosophy can beco&b“o

;;ﬁéelf-construcfigéjalone that
Jective and dsmowstrated science,"(37)

("path of self-conetruction” = path (here lies the nub, in my
opinionjof true cognition,knowledge , movement}.

Charscter- |Movement of dsmew consciousness "llke the development of
ietic! [all physical and intellectual life" rests on "the nature

"~ of pure essentialities which make up bthe conbtent of logic"

(Natur der reinen Wesenhelten).

" Tq reverese: loglc and theory of kncwledge must be deduce
- from the "development of all physical and intrllectual lire®,’,

Until this point: introduction to first edition.

e

INTRODUCTION TC THE SECOND EDITION

“,,. %0 presént the realm of thought in 1ts phllosophiojFemark- -
agpedt--that 1a, in ite own (NB)®immanent actlvity, or Yablel. |..
(which comes to the same thing)in its necessary (NB}* !

devalogment', ., (39)

i o

"well-known forms of thought"--gn important begind
ning,* "lifeless bones of a skeleton." (39 -
S , PR SR I T .;::)r\lh.r.,‘
' What is necessary is not lifeleas.’
k bones but rfull-blocoddd life. ‘

The. connectlon of thought to language (the Chinese fnh
language, by the way, and lts undeveloped state: (40} the
formation of snbstantiétives and verba, In the German
language words sometimes have "opposed meanings" (40}
Ynot only "verloue but opposedl--fa Joy to thought®...

lden ‘ ' ‘

The concept of force in physics-~—and polarity ,
("opposd tes are inseparably-bound up(emphasis Hegel'!a)®*:
together®(41). Transiilon. from-force to polarity--a I
; transition to "higher/¥elations of thought".(4l)

¢NB yet p.00,,"But if Nature in general ls opposed, a;\
| ‘phyeieal, to what ig mental, then it wust be sald that

! Logic 1s rather that someihing Sgperjnatural...fj _J
: BB I, g Jreh ) 1=
! The logical forms are genarslly known, but..."what is .. = |-
i familiar is not_on that mccount necessarily understood,”{4l) |-
. s b, kgt ) S : |
i nfinite progress® —-'freedom" “forms of thought' from-
i materisl {von dem Stoffe)desire, will, ete, the working'
; out of tha universal (Plato, Aristutle): the beginning

i of khowledge, u{ﬂ ‘

|

1

|

oY

“#Pargthetical comment VIL'g.-tr,

~ ##Degplte paranthetical remark of L's, the emphasla 18 not.:
' Hegel, or at least not in Englisk translation,
. o : b .o ; S
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"It wae only," sayes Aristotle{42),"after nearly everything thut
was necegsary...hed been obtained, that people began to troubls
themgelves about philosophic knowledge." He also(assignse)the !
beginring of the mathemstical sclences to the lewse’of the i
priestly caste, .(42) Precccupation with "pure thought" precupd+

oges "a long stetch of road albeady traversed by mind of man'

n such thinking

{i"tntereats are hushed which move The lives of
peoples and individunls.” Lyy .
’ it M TR
Categories of loglc are 2ssentially abbreviations ("gb-
breviated in another place}fiof "an endless multitude”, "par-
ticulars of external existence and of action..."{43) In their

tun these categories ‘serve people in practice ('in inteklec-

tusl exercise upon living content Ly productlon and inter-
change...") ) - _ -

And about the forms of thought {Denkformen) it is im-
~ poaslble %o say :gﬁégﬁigy_serve ug because they exazi gb-perm,
Mthvaten-all cor gAl t+ene’ , they are esgential "the Hniver- |

eal KExEaakz® 1tself"’

the lives of

Interects "move
people” I

otk A R

! Oblectivism: catogories of thought are not an accessory

Y posobiye)of man, but an expression of the law and ' |
y L“Eature of man--cf, late1contrast (protivopolozheniye)

ot

o ) — iy

--%g2-'subjective thinking" and "objective concept of
‘things conatitutes their own reallty", W e cannot
"get beyond that owmn sct cf oura®.(44%

. | . e
rd And the remark against "Critical, Fhilogophy" (44). It -
understands the relation between "the three Terms" (ue, though
things) so that we etand as an "intermsdiary® between thlngs. 2~

and thought, that this intermediary "excludes" (abschliesst)
us rather than "connecte ua with them" (zusammenschliessen).
That, says Hegel,nlt le necorsery to anwer by the simple-
observation“'thagl;theae very things which are supposed to’ |
atand beyond ours¥lves (Jenaelis) and_beyond the thoughtes .
referring toe them, at tlhe Opposite extremey are themsgelves
thinze of thought (Gedankendingel...."and “the ao-called
Thing in itself the product of empty abstraction.'

e et e e

.-
e gy
e B2

_— - e At g . e

In my view the conclusglon essentially is: (1)in Kant knowledg

hedges off (ssparates) nature from msn; in actuallity, It unite
thems (2)in Kant "the empty abatraction® of the thing-in-it-

‘aelf 1e put in place of the 1iving processlon (ghnestviya), the
movement of ourxkamedwimmsaver deeper knowledge of thinge. !

——— ————— . g ———
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l In Kant the thing 4n iteelf is an empty/abstraction, and Hegel|
demands abetractions corresponding to ebsance: "the objective

‘ concent of thlngs constitute their own remlity", corresponding
~-materlalistically speaking--to the genuine deepening of our

. knowledge of the world, o R oed

1 e

Aemmmaaamim " ——

. s
It ie not true that the rorms of thought are only "a means" '
"for our use", (24) LAl S TRIRNURL Wt FOT 7
- N ' WAL dulie 7 Cm,
,7T It 1e notv true, either, that they are only "external forms", //hﬁs
NE “\|'forms_attached to the content, and not the content itseif:(44) )

! Hegel, then, demands of loglc Torms which Aré rill ‘of content/|
+Torms of the 1living, real content inseparably tied up with v
content, .- : IR '

e e

P U o .‘J

And Hegel concerns himself with "ideas of all netural and
epiritual things", with "substantial content",,,(45)

--"To hring into clear consclousness this logical character
which gives goul to mind and stire and works in 1%, this is
cur problem." (45) :

Logle 1s the doctrine not of external forms of thought,

but of the laws of development *of sll material, -

natural and spiritual things," 1.e, of the developmen

of the totel concretergggiﬁnt of the world and of its

knowledge, l.,e. the totality, sum, consluslon of the
L;hiatorx of. the knowledge of the world,

—_— Mﬂ.’_‘_____..--"‘""“"'—--,_______ e —
"Instinctive action” (instinktartiges Tun)"is broken up/within)
‘the meshes of 1ts Cajegories into an infinitely various materidlh, -
"Ingslligent and cdiscious, action", on the contrary draws.—J... 4
out of “the content —of that which atire in the mind’ (b vy 0
{den Inhalt des Treibenden)"from its immediate unity with th e
Subject, and made an OvJect for it" (for the subjent),

"In thie web strong knots are formed now and then which afe
focl of arrest and -dirsction (of the spirit or sublect)® in
‘mental life and consciousness..."(46) '

. i
[“How should ona undepstand thig?? -
tﬁan ia faced with a web of the phenomasna orf

e R e
B
nature. Instinctive men, s savage, does not 'i .

geparate himself from naturs. Conscious man
draws outl categories, the essence of the steps
or separation, i.e. the knowledge of the world,
‘knote, focl of arrest. in the web, which enables
him to understand 48-and master it, —==y

T T A e s ek et Bt 8.

3

*Parenthetical remark is VIL's,-tr.
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"truth which is in 1tself infinite" (46%--its finitude is 1ts
negation, "its end". Forms vef—thought}, if we are to look
upcn them as “forms, dlstinct from Mabtop® and‘«mﬁgiattached
to 1" are lnecspablz of attatning truth, The emptiness of :
these forma of (ToMmel logie: makes it worthy of Ucontempt" and
“ridicule". THe law of identiy, 4 = 4, ig an "insufferable”
emptingss, (47)

It would be incorrect to forget that these categories
have "thely Place and vallidlty in cognition®, But ag "indif-
ferent forms" they can be "instrupents of error and sophlatry?
(47), not of truth,

iiaxthtnkkngxxanxlﬁenax!zn&xmnxﬁxhn Not only the
"external form" but also the "content must be brought before
izhtxkkxsxaxnxiﬁsxaﬁknnxﬁxfxgix "logical consideration”, {47)

‘ ontent

"With this introduction of/into loglical consideration”
the object of thought are not the things, but the essence,
the concept of things, '

Sy T et

— e i .
not thing, but the(iéﬁiﬁof thelr mov%EEEE;I
materialistica}lxﬁep ng. i

—
. ' . X
"

“..."Logobﬁ the reason of that which is,." (48)

And on p.(48)in the Peginning of the subject of logic
there 18 the expression: ° b e .

“\thinking‘in accordance with its own ne-

of thinkin

«.."the development of ;} “DEveiEBEé%
ceggary Lawe! - (ﬁizh its own..’

necessary 14

. , . I ‘"‘"—.‘] -
Categories must be brought out (and not arbltrarily or
mechanicslly taken) (not "describing", not "believing®,
but grog;ggg, using one's point of deperture the simplest
basis (Being, Nothing, Becoming (das Werden) (not taking
them)-<here,~Eds 1s "enclosed in thig germ, the whole
development of the sclence. (50) : ‘

INTRODUCTIONT—GENERﬁE"CONCEPT“OF“%&GEG”
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INTRODUCTICN: GENERAL CONCEPT Or LOGIC

Orﬁlnarily by logle we mmEmr mean tgeienoe of thinking", merely
the bare trorm of "eognition®, (54) |

Hegel rejlects zgég ﬁéew. Againet the thing=-in-itself as
B eomething. on-% 578 er side-of--thought," (55
'wuimwﬂm‘cﬂ\‘Amﬂhim.wmﬂumeﬂ;

Forma of thought allegedly "have no applicatlon to_things in
themselves” . 57) A true knowledge that would nof know the
thing in itself would be an ghsuraity. And prejudice--ie 1t
alsc a thing in 1taelfr?(57)

"Transcendental Idesliem, carr@@d more conslstently to 1ts !
logical conclualon, has recognized the emptiness of that spectire
of the Thing-in-itself which the critical philoeophy left over!
—_an abstract shadow, detacked from all content-—and had 1t in!
view to demolish 1t altogether. Akso thle rhilosophy (Fichte?)*
made a beginning of letting Reason produce 1is own determinations
out of Lltself, But the subjectlive attitude of this attempt did
not admit .of ite being carried to completion.” (s8)

A e

Logicel forms are essentially dead forms--since they
are not looked upon ag sn “organlc unity", "their
conerate living unity" (ibldem).

#Tyn the Phenomenology of ...I have set forth the movementj
of consciousness, from the firast crude oppoaition (Gegensatz).
between itself and the Object, up 1o absolute knowledge. This
cess goes through all the formes of the relation of 'thought_ to

1tg object.t{59

fTruth as Sclence,ls pure #elf-Gonsciousness .
unfolding itee.f.,."(60} "objective thinking",
‘ O iRegammxayrzhexragknxafxRrenx ERuagREy.
i ..,"ﬂgg%h s At 1a, without husk in and for
o 458817, (60) .

(o, 61:priesthodd,, Bod, kingdom of truth, ste,eto.)

-%62) Kant gave an #fassentlall subjectlve'slgniflcation? to - .
Mlogical determinations”,.  But thought-determinatlons
have tneir Sobjsctive. value as they are in and for:

themselves', . (B2) Fn overhauling

N

The old loglc came to bhe hﬁélggtedE Needs alterations...

(63)--The old, formal loglcwis ®like the child's game of
trying to rit 1into their right places the various pleces, .
of a pilcture-puzzle' and became contemptible, Cn ?6M1'=“'””“%Q'*'”
€4} The method of philogophy must be 4ts 0wn, (not the method
of Mathemstics, contra Spinoza, Wolf snd others).

g4)"aince the methed ls the conaciousness of the form taken

by the inner spontaneous movement of the content of Logic"

:?dlfurzhar the whole psge {(64-65)r good explanation of the
alectic, )

#Pnranthetleal word VIL's--tr.

. 1498,_f




oL

"{t(Method,tr)ie no-ways different from ite object and content;:
-for 1t 1s the content in itself the dialectic which 1t has in

itgelf, that moves 1t on."

“The very content of the raalm, of the dlalectictic moves
forward the given sphere of phenomena, which it (the content)
has in (an)itself",{i.e, the dialectic of 1ts own movement)
staimyuznaxxnnzhxaﬁﬁkmaﬁ:anx{ziﬂxzmgunmkm ~
iR RTmiR Stxenmarking y xhadxaxdnient ROIXRTARAARY XA

The negatlve is tharpositive also--the negation 1s a determined &
gsomething, has a dets-minate cocntent, the inner contradlctions
lead to the replacement of the older content by a new, a higher

one.

In the old logic there is no transition, ne development
(of concepte and thinking), no “iInner necesgsary connection” (66
of all parts and "transition" of one into another. .

B Y F N

& ]
An%lfd ei poges twg fundamental premises:
1)the éc.easlilt;ﬂ' o “cd'w gtion; e l‘i
» i

e T e g St e L

n - : |
G e --,5-“‘3113 ;P ‘ '. A oyl Rihes g . - _',: o -
2)the 1mmanen@Vegergence pg.tha*ﬁrffer nee—— flAc i T
. e

it e g A anints

Very importantif Thig ie what it means in.my-opnion:
1) Necessary ie the'*donnection @ the objective, Sle~up

>
()
' ‘&J':;‘-E-’:‘f\'.’ ot

of all sldes, forces, tehdehecies, etc, of the given . A

gphere. of pRenOmengy s wc.frs Lot R T . ¢
Bg'the immanent aﬁdrgence of the-difference"--the inner
objsctive logic of the evolution and the struggle of the{
difreréncee of polarity, e R |

[T S e i, e T

Inadequacies of the Platonic dlaleotic in'Parmenides” |

"Dialectic 1s generally regarded as an. external and negati
procedure, that does not pertailn to the subject-matter, that is
based on a mere idle sublective craving to digturb and unsettle
what 1g fixed and true, or that at beal leads to nothing except
.the futllity of the dlalectically treated matter."(66)

(dﬁ)--the gfeat merit of Kant ig that be freed the dialectic
"from the semblance of arbltrariness".' ‘

Two importani thinga: ks
A (1) Die ObJlectivitat  (NB: undlear, puat
des Scheins return Yere!!}
(2)dle Notwendigkelt dea Widerspruchs
self=moving goul,..{"inherent negetivity")..."the prineiple.
of ﬂlﬁnx physical snd spiritual 1ife."(57) s e en g a0

o
- H vt R
TR
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¥




e e e e
—

e e T —:8".
Ts not this the thought, thai appearance ig aelso
objective, since it 1s one aof the sides of the
objective world? Not only Wesen, but algo Scheln
are objective. Even the dig%inction between sub- \
jective and objectvive has its limits. ff_—_____L

-

AR o —

e G b
Nraan’ Ha i‘v\.""\itim."':iﬁﬁfﬂi b Gqwdv bt

ﬁl;iébtic = ; i
= "co%ﬂbeﬁension of the unity of opposites"...

Fine { Loglc is like grammar, in this that it means one thing
and | for the beginner and another for him who knowe the
languege (&and languages} and thelr splrit, "It is one
thing to kim who approaches Logic and the Sciences in
general for the first time, and another thing to
him who comes back from the Sciences to Logic." (6€8)

ence of wedlth {wealth of the

Then logic gives "the very ess
the inner nature of the spirlt

determinations of the wvorlid),
LUNEES S

and of the world... . S%
-~ “

t Universal, but as a UﬁlVersal which
f the full wealth of Particulars;"(69)

R N

(\ *not a mere abstrac
comprises in itsel

T — ‘"/........_"__,..-l"”"— ' ’ ’ : M
~% beautiful formula: "not a mere gbstract® universal
but a universal vhich comprises in igself the wealth
| of partizular, individual, geparate (all the wealth
\ of the particular and the gaparate! )il Treés blen!
: - e e TN e TR

! - —
At et e P Ty gt e
- o

1h the mouth of a youth who understands
t fails of the slgnificance and scepe whiel
for whom 1

¥just &s a proverb,
quite accurately, yet
1t has in the mi¢ of a man of years and gxperience,

expreeses the Tull

—_-8popoe—Gf its content, Thus the valﬁe‘offﬁaéié"bﬁiihfédefgegll

‘Q'ﬁﬁe rosult -
from Know- due apprectatlo

iences” /mind as
- knowledge alonzgide of other jepartments and other rea%ét%es,
]

but ae the very essence of all these other Contents.”
Tery edat
all other
: ladge”
"Phe @ystem of Logic is the realm of ghades", ==
freed from "all concretion of sense...” 89¢

-~

’ '\ b
o ..."not abstract, dead stetionary, but conerete’...

Characteristic! The spirit and eseenca of
atalectio!]

n when it is seen to result From knowledge of i areJ;
ledge of] the the partlcoular sclence; 80 regarded, it presents itself to the' '
Universal Truth, not as a particular department of f

{Ep-

|sence

P S UL S ——

"the'




1

of the philosophy of Kant..."that reason can it reason?
cognlze no valid content, and with regard to ab- strengther

(73) The"r_eurk{i..the results \ Fant: to m-
golute truth must be referred to faith.® / faith

o "t \'u_‘u.,',k.i. .

sV

e b

& Yoncs smain, the tHing-1AHitEeif = abstracs
tion, the product of abstract thinking

e

P
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I.BOOK ONE: THE DOCTRINE OF BEING
Volume III, Part I. Objective Loglc
Book 1: Doctrine of Seing (Barlln 1833)

BEING
/- The theme of loglc,
(79)...(en pagsant)... Compare with current
"the behaviour of cog- : "gnoseology".
nition” (idem p,B1)

Spirit, or nnywhe“e elee, which does not contaln immediacy as

(80}.."there 15 nothing (Hegel's emphaola)*in Heaven, Nature,i |
well as medlacy!..

ﬂT"Haaven—natare—npirit Away with Heaven. muterialism.’
2)Everything vermittelt = 18 medlated, tied in one, -
connectad through trang %ilons. Away with Heavenw- \y;

i the connection of gvery (the prr o ¢ e a@s) of
v the workd through law. E?&k nomerngﬁa svyaz)

A e el

g e =

(Sl‘“aogic is sure sclence, uhat g, pure know‘edgnfpf the wholn.'
axtent of 1ltg develonment' .

— 7 :
ithe lst line is nonsense.| . . ;
the 2nd brilliant. N
e ,‘.‘,,J&r‘.,w,,m

T ~eh.

,,

With what to begin? "Pure being“ (Sein"——“to presuppoae’
nothing the beginnling. "To hold within itaelf no determina—
tion ..."t0 be free of mediation'.

“DeveIOpment {of knowledge)...muet be determined '
by the nature of the thinga themzelves and
their content"..

l"f',’.« ‘*-"n_._a

(85)The beginning contains tn 1tselt "nothing qnd"be ng",
1% is their unity:.
..% that which is-beglnnin , B8 yet is
not: it is advancing towards Belng"...
Y\(from Not-being to_being: 'not—being
which is instead of belng") .

e B s P A it ety o e
— ————— ottt v T

Noneense about the absolute (pp.85-6). In genaral I try to
read Hegel materialistically: Hegel 1s materialism standing
on its head {according to Engels)--1.e, for the most part D

throw‘out God, the absolute, pure idea ete. —
. R """‘-‘"'"“""“'"—"—“'f‘__'_‘_‘—

s% It is impossible to begin philosophy with the I,
I does n

ot permit *an objective movement™ (88)




SECTION OMNE: DETERMINATRESS (QUALITY)

(94)Pure being-~"without any further determination'.
{Determination ie already quality.)

Transition tinite being ' -—and this in Fiorsichsein |
Sein --into on the face of {being for itself?) !

Daselin \ 1t(? //
qung--uoth;ng-—\Berming.

. i
meure fieing and pure Nothing ave,then, the eame,*(95) (98}:This
i apoears "paradoxical®. Their unity is the becoming.

.
4

“thig movement, this immedlate dlsappearancs of the one

‘ into the other...” generally
Nothing is/opposed to @8mething;--but Some-

(ﬂb\wukjunﬂ ‘ thing is an already determinate existent
S distinguiehed from znother Some thing, but

: - here we apeak of simple Nothing.{(95

(Ehe Elestics and Parmenides partlcularly
_were the firset to arrive at this abstrac-
tion of Being. In Haraclitus "myaryikimg
all things flow" (96)..1,e."everything ie

Becoming." ) I

£% nihilo nihil £1t? Out of Nothing -Being (becoming)icomes
&% nAsl0 DL 2D . ome

(97)It would not-be dkPficult to demonstrate this unity of Being
and Nothing. in every =xumX,.. (emphaslis Hegel's)"fact and b
thought®, . .ned ther in heaven ‘nor on earth is there anything noh .

containing both Being gnd Nothln B Objections push under = i - '
et oenminhaotebeing (do I have 100 thalers or not (98) J-- -

bus vhie 18 not the problem,..

84 necsasary #w | |"A determinate or £inito ‘Jeing is such ae refers iteelf
A\ i to arother; it As a content which stands in a relation

\' donnection of
~.the whole worlajl of neceseity with other content or with the whole world,

'] In view .of the mutually determinant connectlon of the

T——— - boomm el - i

.. .%putuelly |/ vhole, metaphysics could make the assertion (which is
~determinant con-j really a tautology Jthat if the least graln of dust were
_‘pection|of the ;' destroyed the whole universe must collapse." (98)
whole" ! _ . :

| \%{(101:"What is firset in sclence has had %o show iteelf firet,
@\\ \ too historically.” . ] :

igodnde complately materiallisticl.

(105) "Becoming is the subsistence of Belng as much as of Not-bel
v.."Transition 1z the came thing aa Becoming, ., 2{106)

#parenthetical wemark VIL'a; that word is not emphasized in
the English text; tha reat of the emphasls in that question
is Vil's., --%r, :
w#Within the quotation that phrase of course appears a8 “(a.
content)which stande in & relation of necessity with ...

the whole world."--tr,
. 1503
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from Baing, or the absolute Subeiance,bo the negative or
finite."

.

Q‘lov)nrarnenidas, equally with Spinoze, will not admit progresé{”
\ |

|
With Hegel, on the other hand, unity or inseparability (p,104,))
this exprg f%gﬁ ‘g sometimes better than unity) ol Teeing" and |
“nothing" g %ge transiticn, becoming. .

_Absolute and relative, finite and infinite = parts,
\steps of cne and the rsome world., Is that not 80?7

"For the mediation o being we preserve the name: existence,*

(107) Vi1th Plato in *Permenldes” the transition from Belng and
' One = “external refiection," (113)

(114)I% is sald that darknese is the absence of light, But
"as 1ittle is seen in pure light as in pure darkness.?.

{117)References t¢ Ainfinitely emell magnitudes, which are
saken in the process of thelr dlesappearing...

tthere fgiete nothing thet 1is not a mean condltlon between|
Being.and.lothing,"® , | NB
Non-understending S ) o o

"M gunderstanding of the beginningd-if Hothing and Heing
exclude each other, but that is not dlalectic, but gophistry, (1

]

ot e e e e e e

o

-
T

poeltion which 1z allowed without criticism or reflection; 1
while we term dimlectlc that higher movement of Reazon

where terms appearing absolutely distiret = > paess into; . oL .
one enother becsuse they are what they are; where the as- ;§ gial;

"Fop sophistry iz an srgument proceeding Prom & baseless aﬁ"#%g
Ix
sumption of their sepasratenesc cancels iteelr." (117) L eetie

Tand..

Y

i
by |
|

-

§
1

B v

‘Bgcgmin . Tte moments. Fmrrgawgmx Arising and Passing Away
(11 5 ‘ B

PR

|

i

R , :
A : i

Das Aurheben des Werdens--das Dasein. Z__ _ :

) Kcoﬁéféte;‘dﬁxerﬁiﬁéyﬁéiﬁéjb e e e -~

119: aufheben = ein Ende machen (aufbewahren zuglelch)= erhalte f
o

e B e e e

. o .
LE<(121)Existsﬁ'being 1s determinate (NB) "concrete"(122)Being--

}ﬁquality, geparated from the other,~-fickle and finite,

B

(123)"Determinates, taken thus ieolated and by 1taslf ae :
existent determinateness, is Quality",.."Quality which ls to
count as ecmething separately exlsting is Reality..."

* D

EAa .
e

I

g
“;i
7y
i

J
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“Determinatencss ls nogatlon" (Spinoza), Ounis determinatio
est negatio, thils expresslon is of infinite importance...

i

‘(127}8omething 1s the first negation of negation,..
i Here the analysis 13} Ehbstract and abstruééf
| somewhat desultory ./ ° Hegelianlem--Engels /
' and doubly nebulous i e

(129),.Two palre of determinstions: (1)Something snd an Other; !
(2)Being~-foresa®iher and Being~in-fllelr - !

{133)The thinp~in-itecelf--"very simple abetraction',
The preposition seemed like a plece of wiedom: ;
that we do not know what the things-in themselves are

The thing-in-itself is aRUABELHARERVA from every determina- !
, tion (Being-ror-Other) (from every relation to Other), i.e. §5
 \N& Hothing. Consequently, things in themselves are "mere ab- ,'!l - :
“stractione, void of truth and content,"(134) SRR LI S
. Selewtt e i
This 1s very desp: the thing-in-iteelf and ite [Sehr gutl! Lo
transrormation into the thing for Other. (Cf. :jwhen we aslk, wiat
Engela). The thing in itself, in general,is //is the thing in-it-
an empty, lifelese abstraction. d4in life in gelf, "the quegtion,

———

Isthgnm vement all and everything is used to in gheer thought-~
: \being/"in itselr" and "for other" 1in relation ' lessnese, 1s eolput

i|\to Other, trensforming itseif from one coil-  ge to render an; -
|\ 1tion (sostoyaniye) to sncther. ' L ? gg?...imposslble" :
‘/"'_‘_‘ e : 3 f‘ I !

.l fomeea, een tem oo amommmme ey
to :

v

L=t =

" {135):Incidentally:/dialectical philosphy [‘é Kantianism =
the metaphysical (which includes the | metaphysics
Critical) phllosophy is unknown' i : ‘

) H
!
i

"Dialectic 1a the doctrine mmak of 1)

'the 1 d en t 1 ty of o pn o sites

; ==hoWw they can be and how they become

; =——under which conditions they become

"Adentical, traniforming one.into - 4,»{:
ancther--why the mind of man muat noty, g%
take these opposltes for dead, bloocke
(zastyvahiye?, but Tor living, condi-

l tioned, mobile, tranaformlng one into

. _the other. En 1lissnt Hegel... ~ . —

{139):"Limit™ia éiﬁpié“(or,rigét)naﬁation" (Something, Every
something hae 1ts limit) while Other is negation
of negation..."

(141-2):"But when this negation 1s developed %o show that the
opposition between its Determinate Being and negation as 1ta
1mmahent-1imlt, 1s itself the Belng-in-Belf of Something, and
“that thue this latter 1s in itaelf jJust Becomlng, then thsce
facte constitute its Finltuds,!

+“mphaglsl VIL'e.tr
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dlalectic en
1lisant

w] e

{Somgthing, taken from the point of view of immanent
1linlte~Trom the point of view of its contradiction

with 1tself, which contradiction drives it(this Some-
thing)and leads it beyond its 1imits, that is Finitude,!)

When 1t 1a sald that thinge are rinlte, then 1t is theveby
acknowledged that their Mon-being 1s thelr nature ("their
Not-being constitutes their.B.Belng"}.

"They {the things)¥ars, but the thuth of this belng
ig thelr epd,®i1l42 _
Qede” " Tioe
" Sherp and Wise! FHegel analyzes concepts which usually
appear gead and he shows that there is movement in
them, Tthe finite? That means movement has come to an
end! Bomething? That means not what Other 1s. Belng
in generai? That means such indeterminateness that
being = Not-Being. All-sided universal flexibllity of
concepts——rlexibllity reaching to the ldentity of op-
posites, This flexibility, subjJsctively applled =
eclecticien and sophistry. VWhen this flexibility ie
cbliectivaly applied, 1.e., reflecting the z2ll-sided-
negs of «the material procesa angd 1t%ts unity, then !
it 1s dialectic, 1t is the correctfyrefiection of the
~~gternal development o rld - -

S

_(14é)Inf1nit and finife, it ia said,are opposites? (cfap.igé)

(cr.piggg

.(145)0gght_and Barrier -- momente of the flnite.

(146)"At Ough% the tranegression beyond finitude, Infinity,

begina, " )
: ' : . . harrler \
(146) It ig'8ald that Reason has its own limits, )

i
Y
‘"Yhen thie assertion is made 1t 1s not seen that by the | | Sehn

very fact that something hae been determined &s barrler, | |\
A% has already been surpsssed." _ !

(147)A‘gtone‘dbes not think, and therefore 1ts restrictedness
{Beschiriinktheit) is not a barrier (Schranke) for 1%, But
even a stone has ite barrier, for example. oxidization, if 1%

has a caustic baase. ' :

zﬁ#GIution of the stoné&
(148) Everything (human} goes beyond the iimit {appetite,
: pain, ete,), but reason, we are told, “cannot pmas
beyond the barrier®) )

But"It 18 true that not every passage snd existence
beyond ths barrier le a veritable emansipatlion from

1t
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A maznet, 1if 1t had,conscigquggg,whmuld_ponalder its digecilon
to the morth as a*ﬁbtﬁfmiﬁatipn_qrutta:W%il(Liebnitz).- ,
he would then know Xhs% all directiopgrefespace, end only the
one direction would it conglder the limit of its freedom,

limiting 1t.

{151).."I%t is the nature of the finlte to pass beyond Htselfl,
to negate 1ts negation snd tc pecome infinite."

sremde) rforce (Gewalt)(151) which

“_ It is not the external (

iof the thl
ithemaelvee,
of the veryf _ ‘ ;
[ nature, the } - ' '
lfery course of_events, c

-, 152, "Bad infinity"~-infinity quallta

i " rinite, not connscted with 1%, separated from 1t, as

i 37 tpne finite was on this side, and infinite on the
a other gide, as Lf the Infinlte stands beyond the finlte,

?ﬁkwiﬁ outgide of it.. .
B o B i -
.“ﬁlsss In sctuslity ynng_(rinite and lnfl e) arelineeparabie.

Y, They are eagpsentially oNne,

A prniy " 1 .
Y }" 158-0: ..."the unlty of finite and infinite 1s not an
) to] i external juxtaposition of these terms, nor an Aimproper con- .
atomsgvsp’nexion sontrary to their determination, and binding together '
electrons. gt sntities separate and cpposed and mutuslly independent and
In general, ihence incompa tible; on the contrary, each in itself 1s this

nature (selne Nature)

tively opposite to the é

'

{
H
14

3 .
intinity of i untty, and is so only in transcending¥itself, nelther gxcel-

matter in \1ing the_other in Belng-in-8elf and affirmat

,’51*&3&?& |
m% traneforme the finite into the infinite, butthisis 1ts (finlte);

. . Rt

jve Determinate ||

depth.s. ! . \Being., Xt has been demonetrated shove that finitude existe-~
} ontains 1E;£p1ty

. | . \[which 18 1ts Other, i, ' .- “r—w T
;;.d) ) ‘($han-slmwple_comparieon of finlte &inri

LT n_.THe infinite progress, however, aggerts moreé than
. Connection thlszgin 1t is aleo poelted the. connexion -(emphasls 1s Hegel‘s}

{of 221 partdfor terms which also are distinct. ", (169 .
13'

of "infinite
Progress.s ‘
| gshows 1ts characterist

1t conslists solely in

-165:4The nature of speculative thoughts
method in this example Juet wurked oub?
selizing the opposed momenta in their unity."

: - LY:EL
The question, how does the infinite wrERlRENINE K
finite, is gometimes conzidered the eseence o) DLl Y.
But th uestinn resolves ytgelf to the explanation of their
*’Eaﬁhection .

|
,
|
:
1

166: "In other subjecta, too, the art of Eutting a question de
mands some sduflliocd; stiil more ao in philosophlcal sub jects,
17 a better angwers be raquirsd than this, that the question

1s idle."
#Emphasis and paranthetical expresslons VIL!s-~tr.

¢ 150

;\ only &s a passing beyond 1tself; 1t thus ¢ : _
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(Relation to Other hesg disappaared; there remalned relstion
to Rmelf,)

170-1: Fﬁraiunsein—-Being-fov—Selz = 1nflnite being® deTerminate
qualitative being., Quallty reaches the 1limlt (auf die Spiltze) .
and becomes guanilty,
. {{uncl ar) )
The idealisr of Kant and Flehte--(178)Yremains in the dual
of Determinste Belng snd Being-for-Self,..B i
e T .-——'“"—_—'—'"-—-—h T e ’
1.6, thie transition of things-in-themselves (the E
rfollowing propoeition reminde ue of thias} to !
pheqompncn? cblect to-subject? = .. 7 ]
|
:

T -

R

y Bping-ror-Self ie One is unclﬁar to me. In/r
\my opinion Hegel here is very obacfffl____fﬂ,J 4

A

— ' — -
The @ng--the cld prlnciplekiffffj and Voild), Void 1s ceggilg /
ered the source of axrameax motion(l79) not only in th “;;ﬁg’{
ikiz senss that RRexplacsxiaraatzmzzagizsd no room is C1HE =
lart oped for it, but®conteins this profounder thought) 9elbkbes .
that the negati ve in gensral containsg the ground of waguhg
Becoming, the unrest of self-movement "(180) _
{% \ tThe 4daality of Being-for—Splr as totality trann—

ormed into reslilty, and preciaely the simplest nbstract

thing ag the Ona.." _ ark.__;ﬁ,gfs; .

St AP U s bl o4

The idaa of the transrormation of the ideal 1nto tha real ie
prefound} very important for histggy But alsn in the per~
sonal 11fe of man 1t is evident t t the"e ia

thie, Against vulgar ueterialism, The ﬁ§§g¥ﬂ§%§§ %gtwee
the 1desl from the material ie aleo not unconditional, noi

_gaifesive. E P OO
AT - . ’ . - ) ‘ l

182, Obgervation. The monads of Leibnitz, The principle of
~ the Orle an ] ncompleteness Ap the hands of Liebnlitz,

of concopis, categorles in connectlon with
the entire higtory of philosophy, This glve

yet a now wely aspect tn”xha_nhnln_gggiglh’_JJ
~ 2 oW WAl aocpeckh

Evlidently Hegel takes hie gelf-development \
8

NIt ia an old Jproposition that One is Many, and more
ally that the Many are One,"

(18
8sp
(187)"The distinotion of One and Many hee determined itaself

to be that of thelr relation to one another; this is divided
into two relations, Repulalon ang Attraction,"

5)

-
4
e

. /1508
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i In general this entire Belgg-fog—Selr perbaps
in part sult ; cr the deductlion from ;
1t "of the ggﬁﬁﬁ%@%ﬁétien of quality into ~
pantizy® (191)--quallty is determinateness,
determinstenesa for self, the poeitedness 18qu"
the unit--this gives the impression of be abodtit. .
Y ing and empdiness. :

]
1
t
i
i

the Cbservation on
Note that/p.{123)}ie not develd of lrony against

"the procedure of knowledge reflecting on ex- -
periencsny which first perceives*determinations
in the phenomenon, next makes them the baslis,
and finally assumes for thelr so-called.
explanation® correspondlng Rundamental materials
or rorces which are supposed to produce these
determinntions of the phenomenon.”

*Aml am;hasis-VIL!s-tr.

'
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SECTION TWO: MAGNITUDE (QUANTITY)

Kant has 4"antinomirs", 1ln actuallty every concept, every
category 1s just a2p much an antlimomy. (205)

The old scepticism did not shrink from the labour of demon-l| T
gtrating this contradlction or antinomy in every concept p¢
which it fouud in the sciences."” isc
. T & 5 X
completely richly ~ the hlstory of phi
Analyzing Kant/captiously{and wtemr} sharply) -
Hegel comes to the conelusion that Kant simpiy repeats
the assumptiocne iln the conclusions, that ig, repeats
that there is She catagory of Kontilnuitat and the -
category Diskretion., Out of thbksmerely follows "that [\ True
takenn alone, nelther determination has truth, but dlalect
only their unity. This is the true dlalectic consid-
eration of them, and the true result, '

(p.214):Discretenes§i like continuity 1s 2 moment ofQ¥antitm,..”

{tranelation? d 1 esec v iiomn)

'\g_ﬁuﬁﬁf-z nuit yz
(217) :"Quantun--wiich first meane Quantity having any deter-

minatenees or limlt &t all--Le, in its complete determinate-
nees, Number," :

ﬂﬁﬁgﬁnt? ‘
‘ . snuebmation?
{22930} . M :
The question of the role and silgnificance of Numbsyr
(Much about Fythagoraa, etc, ete.)

R : _ .
(218)Amount andlnit conssitute the moments of Number,®

‘Incidentally, a_pointéd raxxrk observation:

"The richer in determinateness, and hence in relation, thoughta
becoms, the more confused and more arbitrary and senseleas be-
comze their representation in such forme as numbers.,” {({Evaluad

tien of thoughts: richness of. determinations and ¢ o _n s_eguent
relations,)) .

Regarding the'antinomies o? Kant (world without beginning, etecd
Hegel agaln demonetrates in details that that which must be
proven 1s assumed in the propositions, (2477f)

L . —

Further, transition of quantity into quality in abstractlyd
theoretical analysis 1g so obscure that it 1s impossible %o
understand anything. %Yo return here!é

1 Ny
(256):the infinite in maSﬁeﬂetios’f Up until now vindication
conginted gnly ln correct results ("demonstrated on other

ground8),,.,.and not in clarity of the object, EEE. Engegg;;:

.
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(268):In the calculation of the infinite an admitted inexacti-
tude (known)is ignored, and the result achleved ls not just
telerable, but absolutely ex=act!

demand ‘
(258): A1l the same tc search here for vindlcationeiis not
"as superfulous" "as to sck in the cage of the nose for a
demonstratlon of the right to uge it,"

i T A A P e Al v s o b P s

IThe answer of Hegel is complex, abetrus,etc.ete
The point under dlscussion ie that or higher
mathematice; cf. Engels sbout differendial and
integral caleulus, - T
Interesting is the observetion of H gel deade
incldentally (mimokhgdom}-—“transce_ pl i.e.
really in . a sublective and psychological man~
mer®, .. "Iranscendd¥¥manner, that is, in the

\subJect.“(ESO)

o o, e e e

{K?E56—29'1)rr--334

—

The most detallsd examination of differential and
integral calculus, with quotations from Newton,
‘Lagrange, Carnot, Eiller, Laj.bnlmi ;ﬁg,_??& s de-
monatratlon how this "dlsappearnce of/in? nitesf
slmaldyxsxxtk, this "mean between being and non-
being" intersested Hegel, Witnout the ctudy of
_ higher mathematics all this is not understandable,
-Charaotéritistic is the title of farnot's work:.
"Reflectlone on the Metaphyelg of Inflﬂifggf}mal

. —~The dexélopment of the cchcept Verhaltnie (539-344) 1g

aymbolg, THAY it is impossible to have anything against them,
But “apgainet every eymbol® it is necessary to state that 1t

. sometimes "a convenient mezns of eacaping the trouble orf
eelzing, proclaiming, and Justirfying the gonceptual determins-
tione¥ Begriffebestimmungen), And here preclsely 1g the fileld

. }ﬁ~dbubly becens, To make note only,!p.344) of the remark about

h:kpof philoaophy,

, "the common determinations of force, or substantiality,
i cause and effect, and othera, are themselves too cnly
lsymbpls umed to exprees other relations, that is, they ars

: untrue determinations of those relationa,’ (344§

1

¥
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SECTION THREE: MEASURE

“Abstractly the statement may be made that in ¥eagure -Guality énd
Quantity are united, Being ae such 15 the lmmedinte self-iden-
t1ty of determinatenese. his immedlacy of determinateness hag
trangcended 1tgelf, Quantity is Being vwhich has returned uponi
1tgelf in such a manner that 1t i1e asimple self-identity as indis-
ference to determinateness." {345) The third member is Keacsure.

H

Kant introduced the category of Modelity (possibility,
Actuality, Neceselzy), and Hepel obseryee that with Xant:
{
"The category there means that 1t is the relation of tho!
object to thought, In this mmarx idealism though is esgentislly
external to the thing-in-}geelf...(544)object1vity, which is
stated to be a quality gf/other categories, is lacking in the
categories of modality. (345)

Inchidentally: (348-7) _ C
: The Indian philesophy, in which Brahma is transformed int
(change = disanpearance, emergencel...
Mankind
Pgople revered Measure.(348)
.. THeasure passes into essence (Wegefr)/ .. ,
. .~7-" (Regarding measurs, it 15 not without Interest to note
-7 XRxpEaxngx the observation made by Hegel; that "in developed -
civic soclety mggregates of individuals belonging ?o g%rferegs
35 Py

et

~.trades are in a2 certain relation to one another,
e — —— ettt i e = i A e

. The question of the cetegory of gradualness (Allmshligkei
Hegel observes:: . , .
R "Heccurne 1s 8o readily msde to this category 1
order to render intelligible to the eye or to the mind the dig-
appearcnce of ‘a “uality or of somathing;. . Lan thus the 1llugion
created thut one can almoet be (eye~witness of dYsappédrance; tof,
Quantum being posited as limit external-and-variably by its ver
nature, change l(as.a change of -Quantum only) neede no explanation,
Bul in fact nothing 1g thereby explained; the change is also es%
hia

Béntially tHe transltion of one Quality into another, or (& mor ]
abatract transition)of one exlstence into a non~exlayence; and :

‘contains a determination different from that of 'graduall, whio
is only a decrease or inerease and a one-sided retention of magnitude,
‘ "But already the anclents were aware of the con. ‘

nexlen by which a change appearing as merely quantitative turnai
iny one which is qualitative, and they 1llustrated the confuelor .
which ariss from ignorance of this connexion by gopular exgmpls? ae
(353) ("bald": removal of a halr; "heap'--vemoval of one grain, . ;

"what 18 refuted i3 the cne-eided clinging to abstract deter-

minateness of Quantum" (i,e. without considering the all-sided :
changes and conerete qualities ete.) ; :
"o.othese divagations are not 1dle and pedantio) ;
Joke; they are ln themaelves correct and the product of con- @‘i
sctousneas which takee an interest 4n the phenomsna which oocur L
in thought, :

.

H U
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"Quantup when it is taken as indifferent limit is that side
from which a Determinate Being can unsuspectedly be ettacked
and destroyed. It 1o the cunning of the Notion to seize 1t
Trom thle side,where 1ts Quality does not appear to come into
play;=--and thlc soc much so that the sggrandlzement of a State
or of s proverty,and so on, which leads in the end to disas-
ter for the State or the owner of the property, may at first
actually appear as their good fortune,” (pp,363-4)

"It is 5 great merit to become acquainted with the
empirical numbers of nature {as the distances from one
encther of the planete},but an infinitely greater merl:
to caunse the emplrical Quanpta to disappear and to ralse
them into a gnizﬂggg;h;ggm?or quantltative determinatlons, 4

s0 that they--become mcments of a law or Measure;,, that 17v” Law or

the merit of Galileo and Xepler,.."They demonstrated® the Measure
laws which they diescovered by showing that with them the '
totallty of details corresnonds with obeervation."(362)
Nevertheless 1t ie nessary to demand still higher proof of
these laws; that their quantitative determinations be known{{<,
rrom the qualities or determinate conceptas which (like time
and eparejare kelated, _ ' A

; The development of the'condept of' measure, &g & specifyin
| determinate quantity and as reasl meacure (including elective

»—kinghip-~for example, chemlcal elements, muslcal toneel)is very

_.«!_*:‘-:“
1
!
{
]
a
i
1

- Nobscurs. ‘ ,

RN P g
" A Wil lengthy observation sbout chemistry, with a
N .polemle againet Berzel.us and his theory ofelecgro-
\chemistry. (ags-‘-sas) o ‘

12N - ) N
"fin line or(;elatiSHE“uéimggfg;sﬁ}(Knotenlinle von
Macsverhaltniassen)--transitions of wuantity into quality...

i 1 ”_gradualneaa and leapa,
: ”?U;“M And (pak 5887)that gradualness explalna QSb

i  nothiMg without leaps
r“ - Y
! In the gheervation Hegel, here as everywhere,
brings in facts, examples, the concrete (Feuerbech
therrfore dares conce to ageert that ﬂegel reduce

Nature to an fbgervation, Fedrbach, Yorks, II, p.

e ¥

i
|
|
|

PP.388~390‘ Observation, title in contenia
{(not in the textl! pedantry!!j:“Examples of such Leapa!
nodal line; as if Ngture did not make jumps,"¥

Examples: ehemiitry, muslcal tones; water
(eteam,ice.)(pp,.388-9)-=birth and death. Intersup+

3

Interruptions to gradualness, (p,389)
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"It is sald, natura non feelt saltum; and ordinary imagination" ;
when 1t has to concelve an arising or passing away, thinks 1t eape
hae concelved them (ms was mentioned) when it imsgines them as T '
as a gradual emergence or disagpearance. But we saw thut the |
changes of Being were in gener2l nots only a transition of one

into the quantitative, and converasely: a process of beconing
over which breaks off graduallity end is qualitatively other

as agalnst the preceding Determinste Being. Water on being

cooled does net little be little beoome hard, gradually reach-'!
ing the conslstency of ice after having passed through the !
conelatency of a paste, but ia suddenly hard; when 1t already |
has quite attained fraezing point it mey (if i1t stands atill |
be gholly ligquid, and a slight shske brings 1t into the condi-
tlon of hardness.

ragnitude Intec another, but a transition from the quslitative } &“kﬂ
!
4
{

"The gradualness of ariging ie baged upon the kdess thet that !
which arises 1s alresdy, sensibly or otherwise, actuslly there,
and is imperceptible only on account of ite smallnegs; and thef
gradualness of vsnlshing on the i1des that Not-being or the |

ther which is sassuming its place equally 1a there, only i1eg not
yet noticeable;-~there, not in the senee that the Other is cond:
tained in the Other which 1¢ There in_iIdélf, But that it isg
there as Determlnate Belng, only unnoticeable, Thls altogether
cancels aricing and passing mway; or the In-iteelf, that inner
gorewhat in which something 1s before 1t attalns Determinate
Being, 1s transmuted into a amellness of ‘external Daterminate
Beilng, and the escentlial or conceptual distinction into a 'dif-
ference external and merely magnitudinal,84The procedure which!:
makes arleing end pasaing away congelvable from the gradualnesd
~of change 1s boring in. the manner peculiar to tautology; that

" which ariges or passes awey lg prepared beforeghand, and the
chengs 18 turned into the mere changlng of ah external diistined
tion; and now it is indeed a mere tautology, The difficulty. -
for such Understanding which attempts to concelve conglsts in
the auallitative transition or something intoc ite Other in
general and fnto 1te ogposltexiynderstanding prefers to fancy
identlity and change to ve of that indifferent and external kind

. which applim to the quantitative.] .

"In Ethics, in so far ag it is congldered in the sphere of Bei&g,
the pame transitlon from quantitative to qualitetlve takes place,
and diffaerent quallties appear to base themselves on differencas
in magnitude. A more or less suffices to transgrese the limit
of levity, vhere something quite different, namely, crime, ap-
pears; and thus right passes over into wrong, and virtue into vice,--
Thue too do 3tate-—other things equal--derive a diffesrent :
qualitative character from magnitudinal difference.!,(389~90)

')’ - -
o Eu;-thur-:

Transition of Being to Essence (Wesen)is analyzed doubly

. “.. obscur
End or Volume I.




BOOK 1I: DOCTRINE 0y ESSENCE (Berlin 1834)
SECTION ONZ: ESSLHCE

W"The truth of Being is Essence." {15} Such is the firet sentence,
which sounds thoraughly ideallstic, mystical But immediately |
a freeh wind bteglns to bhlow, so to speak., "Peing s that whichl
. - is immediete, Xnowledge seeke to understand that truth which !Qj
heory of\y; Belng is, 1n and for itsgelf®, and therefore presslng beyond (NBQ
rnowledge /|| the inmediate and 1ts Aeterminatione penetrates furthe‘¥NB) i
{ acsuming that behindfiemphasis is Hegel's)®*this Being there ie
gomething other than Being itself, and that thle background %% |
Xl mrrakin - !#ﬂgmtl!ﬁkx constitutes the truth of
. Belng. This coenltion is/médlated knowledge, for 1%t is not .
" lodged immedistely with and in Essence t begins’ Othegh
Being, and has to make a preliminary ge, the p e“or”
traneition bheyeond Belnz, or rather of ‘éntrance into 1t...'

This-movement, paeange of knowledge appears as "an activiity of
cognltion” (TAtizkelt des Erkennens) Mexternal to Being® 1@95

‘"However, FH}S movement 1o She meovement of EEIBE\V\ Objective

itaelf,®

,f“”'"'“Esaence...is WHA. 1t 1e.,.by virtue of Lte “ovm-
movement which 1s the infinite movement® of Being.“(lG)

meaning

..Absolgte Basence hag no beterminafe Being¥ Into thig,

however, 1t must paaa.“ (18}
Notion

Epeence stands in the centre between Belng and ﬁﬁﬁiiﬁﬁ
ae a transition to Notion (= abaolute).

Subdivisions of Esaence‘ cheinh, show
(Erechainung)\ Fotualdty (Wirkl eit).

The Unessential, the show has & moment of non-BGLng.(EB)

1 ‘B thg unessential, the show, the superficlal orf'ten dla-
appears; ot ao “solid" doen rot "sit so. firmly" as "essenge",
Expomple: movement of river-—fnam from abova and deep currentsa
below.

Sppearance and ccepticlem reapective’Kantlanism.

*3how then ls the phenomenen of scepticism} or agrin the
appearance of ldealism i1s guch an immedlacy, which is nelthepr
Soemething nor Thing, and, generally, ie not en indifferent
Belng whilch could be outaide 1ts determinateness and relation
to the subject. Scepticism did not dare to aifirm "1t 1e";

dern dld not dare to rogard cognition as a xnowledge I
mg“EE‘%giﬁéif§::£barr the former, Ehow wag supposed To
have no basis at ell in any Being, with the 1atter, the *hing=in-

lteelf ik with the former, Show was supposed to havs no basis-|
et all in any Baing; with the latter, the Thing-in-inself wae

fERE°58apt 03 BA A dn T c 8 ST ARF o180 ERERL AL R Wan o B E?at§ﬁoﬁam

*Empahsis and parantheticel remarks VIL's,-tp
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or rather 1ts Show hnd for content all the manifold riches
of the world. In the esame manner the Yappearance' of ideallsm i
comprehands the whole range of Tarse manifold determinateness,®.

L. ey
You includs &1l the wanifold riches of the world
in Schein and vou reject the obJectivity of Scheln! a"

e T R

"Thus both Show and Pappearance'are immedlately determined as
manifeld, The content may then heve no basls in any Peing nor
in eny thing nor thing-in-~itzelf: for iteell it remains es it
is3 1t has onLy been tranclated from belng into Show; thus i
SBhow containg these manifold deterainetencss, which relative 'ﬁ;JS
ly to one another are immedlate, existent, and other. Show 1\\f% Ll

. rob

-1

iteelf Igs, then, lmmedistely éeterminate. Its content mey ;
be this or thet; but whatever content it haes 1s not posited

by z1f but belongs to it.immediately., The idealism of '-?ﬁ'
(ﬁeibﬂfﬁ,gxant or Fichte or any other form of ideslism did notn :
re ond Eelng ae determinateness, beyond thie lmmediacy;t ¥

&nd sceptlclsesm also falled. Scepticlem sllowa the content of | .

1ts §ggh,10hJVh1ﬂnnﬂr t: for it, 1t 1s an immediate datum i
{ inmedipte datum"il what content 1t iz to hrve, The monad ’
Lelbnlz develovs 1ts presentatione out of it.elf: but 1t is
no ereative and combining rorce,—uthepresentation;arise in 1t |
like bubblas; they are indifferent and immediate relative tc |
one another, snd therefors to the monad itself. Similarly -lvb

Kantfe "phenomenon 1s & glven content of perceptilon: it pre-
‘supposes affectiona, determinations of the sub)ect which are
ilmmedlate to one anotger and to the subject, The infinite -
“resistance-principle” of Fichte’s idealism refuses, perhaps, [
|

to e based on any thing-in-itgelf, so that it becomes purely

a determinateness in the Ego. But thlas determinateness i1s im-
mediate and a barrier fc the Ego, which, transcending its ex-
‘ternslity, incorporates it with itself; and though the Ego can
naes beyond the barrier, the latter has in it an aspect of in-
difference by virtue of which it conValns an immediate Not-being
of the Ego, though itself contained in the Ego.“ (22—25)¢

~ ", ..the daterminations which distin uieh 1t/from Fasence
are also determinations of Lssence,..” %

"8ut zhﬁ immediacy or in 1frerence which thie

Not-Baing contains is the\broper and absolute
Being-in-Sel¥ of Egsence. The regativety of Essence
1e8.its gelfwidentity, or i%a simfle immedlacy and
1ndifferencz."‘ AN
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"It i1s the immedlacy of Noi-being which constitutes Bhow;...In\ Show =
Eesence, Being is Not-belng., Its nullity in itself 1s the ndgative
negotive nature of FEassence itaelf.m (23] ‘ n?tgre

| &B-
EBTNCe

9
"Two moments. thus constltute Show:’ééll}bﬁ, which however per-
elsts, and Zelng, which however is MohWent; or azain negativity ‘
which 1s in itself, and reflected immedlacy. Consequently, ;
these momenta are the momente of Essence itself,.," ;

"Bhew 1s Fssence 1tself in the determinateness of Belng..."{23-4) |
T the o -eo-oooootn
»/non-existenty (Richtigeit)whlc?j

X IBLY 7 |
—(2)being as moment. TR !

- e . 4

) ey

R e : . :
"Thug Show is Essence 1%8¢1f, but Eseence in a determinsteness, and

this 1 such & manner that determinateness is only 1ts moment:
Easence ir the showing of iteelf in iteelf," (24) )

Mhat_shows o |
B8a]8Bhow '1s Besence in pne of 1te determinationa,} !
in one of its #tdes, tn.ang of ita moments,

Essence mzmax-apvears . thush™ Show is the |
j phenomenon (Schelngn) of Essence in itself ’
]
i

R

——

MNP %

"Eagence,.cecnteine Show 1n the Torm of that infinite internal
novement..,." (25) I ‘

"In this pelf-movement Essence 1s Reflection,.
Show 15 the same as Reflection...?(25)

—r— -..____-....',.--._-“\_-A

i
l
i
]
i

A, e vt

/’_-- .
{?ﬁow(wﬂat ghows) ls the ref 1l e c t i o nl L |

of Egesence in ltself. . S '-’/f

b
¢
i
3 it s T e .
'

: *Becuming in Eeaence--ite reflective movement--is hence the move--1 -
; ment from Nothing to Nothing and through MNothing back to iteelf.,.!(28)

Thig i1s.acute and profound. .There are in nature and
!ilife movements "to Wothing", Only "out of Nothing®,

ELEf you please, there 1s none. Out of something always.
RErraxhoyRXRR I RRLLRER e .
"Gommonly Refiection ig taken in the Bubjective meaning of the
j movement of Judgment which vasses beyond a given immediate pre-
i sentatlon, sseking universal determinations for it or comparing ..; .

| them with 1tlﬁfiﬁgtgtibﬁi*frum Kant--Critique of Judgment,p.xxiiileq).

i wees"Here, hovwever, neither the reflection of consclousness-no [

" ; the more determinate reflection of understanding, which has the L R
. partlcular and the universal for itas determinations, 1s in questio R

- but only Reflection in general} (p,31)

? Thue here also Hegel sccuses Kant of subjectivigm,

; This BB, Hegel ig for the “cbjectivltyivalidity"

i {21t venla verbo)of show, "of the immed®ate given"
(the term! given'is common with Hegel in general
and hers ef. p.30)(51}. The little philosophers
Riphnwevar dispute whether one should teske ag basia
the essence or the immedlately given, (K&nt, Humeﬁ
the Machiats,) Hegel aubstitutes em Yand  forf'or

and explaine the concrete content of "

i
i
i
1
1
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! "Reflgetion is the chowing of Esgence into itself.® (35)(transla-
tion? Feflectivity? Rafikscilive determinatlon? Rerlection does

ot suit, )

"...1t(Essence) 15 a movement thrcugh different moments, absolute
self-mediation. " (35)

Identity ~= difference -~ contradiction
(4 in particuler {(ground )} s, .
npposltion)

Therefore Hegel explains the one-sgidedneas, incorrecinese "law
of i1dentity" {A = A}, the category {all determinations of the
determinate exisnence are esgentially categorles}--p.(55) k

®*Ir everythihg 1: self-lidentical, it 18 not d*stingulsbed.
1t econtalns no oppositvion and has no ground. (37)

*Eseence la,..eimple Belf-identity.“(&?)

Ordinary trinking places side by side {*daneben) ideniity

“E‘and differerce, nct "n@@rstpnﬂing-“xhis“mgvament of zgnEI};gn_of

ne of these uatafminﬂiions into the other,
e et b 1t " e~ "\.'__

‘ And i )gratk agalnet the law of identity (A = A) of its aﬂherentL

f..8ince they cling to this rigld* Inantitv which hng its op-ﬂi NB
posite in Verlety, they dc not se¢ that they ars thereby mak-
ing 1t 1nto 2 pne-slded determinatensssy which as such has Terms
no truth. (40) } pgag
. . by
(Empty tautology (30-40%. .

(“it cointaing only formal*truth which is abatract*
. and lncomplete.” (40

E {E;rms of rerlection: exterral etc. are developed very obecurél?]
Principlpa of difference: "All things are dirferent“... A 1s also
not A,."(48)

"There are no two things which are entirely alike,,,"743)

Difference iq in this or that side (Beilte), relation ete. "in so far"

. ",...the custonary tenderness for things, whose only case 1s
" .that they shall not contradict one another, forgets here as
elsevhere that thls 15 no solution of the contradictlon,

. or externsl refleciion®; and that the latter doces &N fact

contaln the two moments--~which -this removal and transplan-—
tation proclaim to be & mere poaitedness-—in one unity as

transcended and related to each other, " {50)

| .
]

which is merely planted elsewhers, namely, inte sublective & Bleh dits}
& : |
|

(ThiisﬁanE;? Arony! ”tendarneas" with nature and history (with
philistines

i
i
etq

the strive to them rrom contradictions an struggls)r.. .

=aa

The result of a&diq 4_and - is 2810, “ggg_gggglg_gg_ggggggg;gtidn:' ‘

is not_only l(m.m’htt \ (; - v 1518
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The solution of contradletion, svedeniye of the poeiltive and
negative to the "merely determinate" ¢8Z) transforme Escence

(dae Wesen} 1n%%o Ground (Grund) (ibidem.

' ... "Resolved Contradlction is then, Ground, that is,
¥
NB '\ Essence an unity of Positve and Negative,"..,{62)

"Even & slight experience in refleciive thought will
percelve that, if anything has Just bpeen determined
ag Poeltlve, 1t straipghtway turns into Negative if
any progrees g made from that base, and conversely
that a Negative determination turns into Poeltive;
that reflecting thought becomes confuged in these
determlnatlons and contradicts 1tself, Ineufficient
acqueintance with the nature of these determinations
thinkes that thils confusion is a fault which should
not ocecur, end attributes 1t to a sublective® error,
And in fact thies transition does remaln mere confu-
1yl slon in go far as the nscessity for thie metamorphOSw[
\lits 13 not present to consclousness.” {63)

"The opposition of Poeiltive and Negative 1s eepecially
taken in the meaning that the former (although etymologically
it expresses belnug posited or posltednese] 1s to be an object-
ive entity, and the latter a subjlective, belonging only to ex~ .
ternal refiection and in no way concerned with the objective
sphere, which 1g in and for itself and qulte ignorss 1t." (63-4) "
And indeed 4f the Negative expresses nothing but the abstraction
of subJective capricef..(then %t, this negative, does not exiet
tor "the objective Positive®).,, , .

_ o "And Sruth% too, i1s the Posltive, as knowledge cor-| Tpuir
responding with 1ts object®; but 1t is this self-equality and
only in o far as knowledge has already taken up & negative Objdet
attlitude ‘tc the Other, has penetrated the object% and tran- o
scended that negation which the object is., Error is a

iV Pogltive as en opinlon affirming Shat which 1e not in and L
for 1teelf, an opinion which knows itself and asserts it- . )i The [exist-
zclf, But ignorance is either indifference to truth and ing in & |
error, and thus determined nelther us positive nor as neg- for

+ aflve,--and if it is determined as a deflciency, this deter~

" minatlon belonge o external refleciion; or else, objective-
ly and as proper determination of a nature, it is the im-
pulase which ig directed against 1tself, a negative which ,
contalne a posltive directlon,--Ft is of the greatest impor—
tance to recogrlze thls quallty of the Determinations of

 Reflection which have been considered here, that their truth
congiete only in their relation to cach other, and therefore
in the fact that each containe the other in its own concspt.
This must be underatood and remembered, for without this
understanding not a step can reeslly be taken in philosophy."
(64~45-~From Observaticrn 1)




j Variety, and Opposltion--are established in & proposition;
-therefore the determination into which they paass over a&s into

, are gontradiotorv in themselves, in thie meaning,that thie
! propositlon ae opposed to others expresses the truth and es-|\

| 18 no more than dsvelcped Nothing; and this is already con-

' | mines 1tself into Variety and into Oppoelticn, which now ia

; exlsting loglc and of ordinary imagination thet Contradiction
. 13 a determination having less essence and immanence than

. Identity; but indeed il there were any questlon of rank, and

. the two determinatione had to be fixed as separate, Contradlc-

illa only in so far awx it oontains s Contradlctitn thatl anything

Vmoves and hae impulse and activity.*

H

.nination of the simple immediate, or of dead Seing, while

| ®Emphasis VIL's.~tr,
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Obgervation 2. Daw of the Excluded Middle
postulate
Hegel cites thls proposition of the excluded middla&uﬂégmggh%ffff)
art
|

ls either A or not-A: there i third," (65) and {takes it ap
If by this 1% l¢ demonstration thateverything %Zhxk.

term of Oppositlon", everything has its posit%ve and ite negative,
then good. But 1f we are to understandt this me 1% is underatood
orc¢ilnarily, that out of all predicates, either some particular
predlecets or it:. not-velng, then thls is "trigiel"}}! Spirit,..
gweet or not eweet? green or not green? A determination is sup-~
poeged to go to determinateness, and in thig triviality it gomx
leads to nothing. . ’ ‘

And then --Hegel cuts sharply--1%t Le sald: there is no
third, There is _a @& third in this very thesls. A itself is
the third since & can be both +4& and ~A, "The something thus
lg lteelf the third term which was supposed to be excluded."

. s 1 YA il oo ifpsd g
.ﬁq%—géreeetz Every ooncrete thing,
very concrete something stands in diverase! K
nd often contradictory relatione to all

ers, ergo, it 1is 1teelr&an?xher. )

~ Observation 3 (at the end of Ch, 2, Section 1, Book IT of the Logi
. Ihe law of @ontradiction. :

"The primary Determiniations of Reflectlon--Identity,

their truth (nawely Contradiction) ghould much more be com-
prehended 1n a law; it should be enunclated tha# all things
sence of thinga.--Contradlction,which emergee in Oppusltilon, '

tained in ldentity, and occurred in the expression that the
law of identity states nothing, This negation further deter—

posited Contradiction,

"But 1t has been & fundamental prejudlice of hitharto

tlon would have to be taken as the profounder and more fully
egsential. For as opposed to 1t Identity ie only the detere

Contradiction is the root of all movement and lifel and it A

Trm 4 )

152
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j "Ordinarily Contradiction 1s removed first of all Irom
 things, from the exlstent and the true 1n general; and it 1s
‘aseerted that there is nothii, contradictory, Next it 1s shifted
.diinte subjective reflection, which alone 1s said to posit 1t when
4t relates and compared. But really--it ie sald--it does not
;exlst even in thie reflection; for it 1s lmpossible to lmaglne
Jor to think anything contradletory. Indeed, Contradictlon, beth |
‘in getuallty and in thinking reflection, 1s consldersd an accldent,
|
!
§

‘A xind of abnormslliy or paroxysm of sickness which will soon
. pass away.

With re ard to the assertion that Contradiction does not
exlet, that 1v is non~existent, ve may dlsregard thia statement. |
In every experience there must be an absolute determination,offssence
aiipeEesy ~-1n every actuality as well as In every concept.
_The same remark has already been made above, under Infinity,'whichf
_4ig Contradicticn as it appeara in the sphere of Belng. But ordinary
- expesrience ltsell declares that at laast there are a number of b
contradictory things about, contradictory arrangements and so forth,
" the contradiction being present in them and not merely in an ed~
' ternsl reriection. But it beet further not be taken only as an
" abnoérmality which occurs Just here and there: it le the Negative
i in its essential determination, the principle of all self-movement
! which consiegts of nothing else but an exhibitlon of Contradictlon,
! External, sensible motion 1s Litself its lmmediate existence, '
Something moves, not because 4% is here at one polnt of time and |
. there at another, but becauer at one and the same polint of tlme it
:ie here and not here, and in this here toth 1s and is not, We g
must grant the old dislecticlans the contradictions which they prove -
i In motion: but what follows ie not that there is no motlon, hut :
. Bather that motlon le gxistent®Contradiction ltaelf,

i general (the appetitive force or nisus of the monad, the entelechy| .
i of ahsolutely simple Essence}, is nothing else than the fact that
. aomething ie ltself and ig alsc defioiency or the negatlve of
| 1taslf, in one snd the same respesct, .Absiract self-ldentlity has
a0 _life; but the fact that Positive in iteelf 1g negativity causes) |
1t ¥6 pase outslde iteels and to_change. Something therefore has
1life only in eo far as 1t contalinls Contradiction, and is that forc
. which can both comprehend and endure Contradiction. ut 14 an
' existent something ocannot hold fast ths one in the other arnd
contain Contradiction within itselfr, then it is not living unity,|;
or Ground, but perighes %n Contradiction,| Spsculative thought
coneists only in this, that thought holds feet @ontradistion, and,
in Contradiction, Aitasl?, and not in that it allows itself to be '
{

l
I
|
i
| "And similarly internal or self-movement, or impulee in
[}
!
f
f
|
|
1

dominated by it--as happens to imagination--or suffers lts deter-
minations to be resolved into others, or into Nothing,"(66-68)

. Movement and "selg-movement® (this NB! arbitrary (Ihdepenlj}
-1 dent)espontanecus, intemnsllv-necsgsary movement), "chenge?, B
! "movement and life 2 Tthe principle of every self-movement," l
M mpulsé?{Trieb} to "movemant® and to "getivity*--opposite of
"degd~being"--¥ho would belleve that that ie the oore of ‘l;//=

1
1
t
§
]

Hegelianiem", of abetract end abstruse (diffiocult, absurd?)
Hegellaniam?? We muet disciose thie core, graep it, save, shell
1t out, purify it--which 1a precigely what Marx and Engels have

done, o
S ) i 'IISZL'A;
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ggg égga of universal movemont and change (1813, Logic)
{ was disc 88 Berore 1ts appllication to life and sooiety. It
i was proclalmed in reference to soclety £324¥ixtkmx earlier (184?)
than 1t was in relntion to man. {1859),n*

/ *In mevement, impulse, and the liks, the siamplicity* of

lithesge determinatione hides the contradictlon from Tragina<
ilitden; but this contradictlon immedliately stands revealed

J”in the determinations of relatlons. The most trivial !
exampleg-~above and below, right and left, father and son‘
and so on witheout end-—all contain aontrndict*on in one ;
term. That 1e sbove which is not below; "above" 1s deter-
mined only as not being "below", and ig a "below", and |
conversely: ons determination 1mplies "iis opposite. ;
Father s the Other of =zon, and son of father, and each exlsts onl
ags thie Cther of the other- and slsc the one deternination exlats
only in velation to the other: their. Being 15 one persistence...

(69) *Thues nlthough imagination everywhere has Contrsdiction
for content, it never becomeg aware of 1t; 1t remalne an external
reflection which,passps rrom Likeness to Unlikpzess, or from - 1-
ol e seTadmeye negative relation to intro-reflec-

- tadneas or the diffe“pnt terms. 1t keeps these two determinations
rexternal to euch otihier, and hss in mind only these snd not their
tranaition which is the esgentlal matter and eontalns the Contrad-

{ 1etion,——-0n the other hand intelligent reflectlion, 1f we may men—
tion thls here, coneists in the understanding and enunclating of
Contrndiction, It does not express the concept of thinga and
their relations, and has only determinations of imagingflon Tor
materisl and content; but atlll 1t relatee them, and/fthe relation

1 containe thelr contradicuionﬂ allowing thelr concept to show through
| the contradictinn.-~Thinking Reason, on the other hand, shsrpens
(so to speak) ghe blunt difference of Variety, the mere‘munffald
of_imaginagion, Thtc e8sBnuial Siffsrence, thot As; Opposttion, |-

THe manifold entities acqulre nctivity and liveliness in relation %

Dlsgulsed &L'
in {
aimplicity }

to one another only when driven on the sharp peint of Contradictio
thence they draw negativity, which ie the 1nherent pulsation of
gelf-movement ‘and liveliness.l.

At . e b s gy e =T T ot i £ e et
i SN
—

—Tl)Ordﬂnary perception mam grasps the difference. i
and the contradiction, but not the transition of \
one to Lthe other, but thias ig the moat important. )
(2J4cilenieno and urderstanding, (says 1t out
cutensss graspe: the contradiction, exprespges it,

Acut:
brln&u things in relation to one another, comyela

the "ooncep? th whine through the contradlio-tion®
but does not expresg the concept of things and
heilr relation,

3)Thinking rebon Lunuaretunaang)aharpann the blunted
difference of vari@ty,the mere manifold of imagin @ggn,
to the Pgeenﬂiaé g% terence, to Opwogition. 0nIy§
contradictions elr peam does manifoldedness become
moblle (regaam)end lifely in rolation to the other,~- - |}
aoquire that negativity which 1s the L. n n e r p u 1 sation
of s el fmovementandldl T e.

T — . - it 4 e e ey

.
3’3} \> e i Al
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Subdivieiona:

Der Grund -- {ground)

(i)Absolute Greound--@1e grundlage (basie), "Form ani Matter,"
Convent™,

(2)Determined Grouna (as ground (for}determinate content

= =y
{ TteTransition into conditioned determinations |\
i dle bedingende Vermittelung )

[

—

(3) The thing in iteelr {transition into existence)

Obeervation: Law of @round,

Ordlnary saying: "Everything has 1ts sufficlent Ground,! i

"Ordinarily this just meene that what le must be considered

not as an existent lmmediate, but as a poslted entlity, We muast not
remain at immedisate Determinate Being or at determlinateness in || :
gencral, but must vaes back %o ite Ground," (75)s.oIt 1a superfluous .
to add: sufficlent ground. Insuficient.is not Ground, j
: out of the , o
Lelbniz, having made £ law of sufficlent ground. the bagigi
of his phllosopny, understood thig deeper, "Leibniz¥. .. orposed
the sufrielency of Ground %o causality®in its ptrict meaning of
‘mechanical®erficacy," (73) He searchyfor "relation® of caupes

74)--"the whole an escential unity" . -
: final ceuse

')He ecugh® purpose, but Teleology beiongs not here, J
\Egt_lnu$hgh£}udy of the-Notdon - -~ omeens 7 77|

"+..The question mnnot therefore be asked, how Form ig
added to Essence; for form 1s only the showing of Essence in
+teelr--1t 15 ite own lmmanent (slc!)*Reflaction..,(?7)

Form is eseeﬁtial. Essence'iaI\
formed. Thus or otherwlise in
dependence also upon essence...

B R P S Y

Eseence as formless identity (with iteelf) becomes Matter. {78)

“...1tiﬂmatter)ia the real foundation op éubstratum of féfm::."(VE
e a . - : ' ’

: "If abetraction 1s made from every determination and Form

of Bomething, indeterminate Matter remains. Matter is a nure

abstract, (--Matter cannot be eeen or felt--what is seon SRxRexnyxl

or re}}(ia)detarmingte Matter, that is, a unity of Matter ana .

Form, 78 : .

f Matter is not the essentlal ground of form, but unity
| of @round and Grounded, (79)Matter 1s passive, rorm--active,
t IMatter mugt be Tormed, and Form must materinlize itself,.."{79)

"' "Now this, which appears as the activity of Form, ig
NE \lsqually the proper mouvement of Matter 1teelr...ﬁi80181)

1523
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"...and both~-the activity of Form and the movement of Matté#ére the
some...Ratter fs determined aa such or necesgarily has a Form; and
Form 1z simply material, or persleters, Form,"(81 i

Observation: “Formal Method of Explanation from a Ground Different
from the Grounded Torm." ‘ ;

. Very often, especially in the ohyslcal eclencee, a tautological !
explanation 13 given for "Ground": the movement of the eapth is
explained by "the attracilve force" of the sun, And what ig
Attractive force? Also movement!! (86)Empty tautology: why is
this man going o the city. Ae a presult of the attractive force
of the cityl {86) There are alaso instancee in ezlence when as :
"Ground" are citeg molecules,etther, "electrictmatter", eto., :
and then 1t turns out that “they are determinations deduced rrom,;
that of which thaey are meant to be- the groundas--hypotheses and ;
Tlgments derived by an uncritical reflection",..(83)Or 1t is sald |
~ ‘that. we do not know the inner nature i1tselr of these agents,.."(83)
; then there is nothing to "8xplain®, but we must simply limit :
ourselves to racts,... :
Real Ground,..not a tauteiogy but already "other Content=-determina
tion" 49}

‘ Regarding “ground® (Grund) Hegel remarks, incldentally:

"If 4t 18 seld of Nature that 1% 1s the ground of the world, then
what 1s called Nature ie, first, identical with the world, and the
world is nothing but Nature iteelf," (92) On the other hand, *ir
. Nature 1s to be the world, a manifold of determinations is to be
added externally,, ! ' ' _
Bince . :
Bimx svery thing has ite "manlfoldedness"=~"content-deters
: minations,- relations and charactoristics mbout .1t"fhen it g
poseible to ciie conclusione in any number both for as wsll ag
. ageinat, (935-94) Thie Socrates and Blato oallsd sophistry. Such
| gonclusione do nct "exhaust" the thing itslef (in the cense of .
| "graep of the connection of ‘things® which “econtain. them all"},
| The transition-of Ground (Grund) into Condition (Bedingung), ﬂ%

L I I'm not mistaken, there is much mysticiem ' !apg &'purely

Iand lreres pedantry hampniei EBAtconclueions of Hegel, 1logical'|wory— '

‘ but the basic ldea is-brilllant: all-world, all-sided. | ‘in out?|Dsg!
riving connectlen of ‘evorything with everyﬁhing elge, l iTHllt zu am—’

and of the reflsction of this connectlion--materialis. \ men, It ;Hat {

\ ;

1

tisch auf den Xope gestellter Hegel--in the concept of colncicdalas
man, which muat be go polished, w0 broken-in, flexidle,| ‘does indtig- |

. mobile, relative, mitually-tied=in, unified in_opposi- : tton and|{de-
)H r tion as to embrace the worid. The contlnuation™of the

| duet in
| work of Hegel and Marx must consist in the Glalectioho | | ggﬁitib
f worklng out of the history of human thought, gclence and Ll ———2
: ) . e Y e .
b

P
—

—

technique, —"]

|
|

j
|




Often in
Hegel the
word, "moment"
is use n
the genee of momen
of connaction,
moment 1n the
~oncatenation.

A rivetand drops in this river, The situatic: of eac'“
drop, its relation to others; 1tse connectlon with the

others: the directlon of Lts movement; rapitdity; line
of motlon——atraight crooXed, c;rcular ete, ,-~above,
bslow. The totelity of ﬂovement Concept as gccountingi
of indlividusl sides of movement, 1nuividual drOps

(Sfor thinge"), 15 duak sepsratestresms’ ete, This is
avoroximately the ndbture of the world according to Hegel'
Logic--naturally minue God and the ﬁhaolute.

e e e e 3
e

"¥hen all the Conditions of a Fact are present, it enters into
Existence.,” (105)

|Very good! What have the Absolute Idea and IdealiWE7
toﬂm&m@ " J—

o AT T "w_,-,,,.“‘_
.,‘.—,l-‘-"s. T e mder ‘5».9’,,.

Remarkable thls “derivation"...of existence :7

T e e Wv..q.,. PROPRPRLS S ine

A g o AN ST

ot it G L K
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SECTION TWO: APFEARANCE

The tirst phraae "Essence must appear.i%¥(107) the appear—
ance of essence is {1) Existenz (thing); appearance '
{Erscheinung). (“Appearaﬂcg 15 vhat the Thing is in 1t-
gelf, or 1te truth.® (107)7)"the intro-reflected self- |
axistent world stands onposed to the world of Appearance' :
(108)...(3)Vernaltnis {relatlon) and Actuality. i

Incidentally "Demonstration in general is mediated cog-
nition, ., *(109)

"The various kinds of Belng demand or contain each 1ts own kind or:
mediatlion; eunquuennly the natare of demonst“ation too ie differ-

ent for each...(lOQ)

Ang{ 7...abouu the existence of Godi! This poor God,
no seoner is the word existeu,e mentioned than he gets

insultad,

Exietence is distinguiﬂhed rrop Belng by its mediation (Vermittelur
112), (7the concrete aend the conne\tlon?)

... the Thing—in—itself and 1te medlated Being are both
contgined in Exlstence, and each 1s an Exietence; the Thing-in-

iteelf exlsts and is hhe espential Existence of,fhe Thing, vhile
‘| mediated Being is ite unessential Existence.“( :

?The Thing-in-itselr relates %o Being lik
Exiztences to non-Existence?

1. ..The Jatter (the Thing-in-itself)* is not supposed to contain 1d
1tself any determinate multipllcity, and consequently obtains thie
only wlien brought under”external reflectior, but remains.indiffér-
ent to 16, {~-The. Thing-in-1tself haas uolour only in rélation to |
the eye, smell in relation to the nose, and so forth,}" (113}

®4 Thing has the Property of effecting this or that in an Other,
and of dleclosing 1tself in a peculiar manner in itsrelation,t,
(116)%"The !hing-in—itself thus exiets essentially,l. (117)

'2 .
.

I

l
.
.!

i

{

|

The Observat!ona aeale with "Thing—in—itselr of transcendantal

ideallam",.,
"T, the Thing-in-itself as such 1s no more than the

empty ahatraction from all determinatensss, of which it 1g ad-
mitted that nothing can be known bacause 1? is meant to ba the

abatraction from all’ detern;notions. {117
places

utal idealiem...transrers into consclousness
aLl de&gg@%gg @fgg of things "(both wlith regard to.form and to

content)“ {117)..."and asccordingly, from this point of view, it
falls within me, the subewot, that I see the leaves of a tree not as
black but as green, the aun.as round and not as scuare, and taste T
suger as sweet and not as bitter; that I determine the fiprst and
socond strokes uf a clock =s euocessive and not as eimultaneous,
and determina the first to be nelther the cause not the effect of-.
the second, and so forth." (117-8)...Hegel later makes.the reaser-
vation that he mmziyzagd consldered here only the queetlon of the '

thing in ltsolf and "externsl reflection. W '
. 1 1526




w3 5=

I
|
i
!
i "The essentisl inadequacy of the standpoint at which this phlloso- l
- phy halts consists in this, that 1t clings to the abetract Thing- |
" in-itself as to an ulilmate determination; 1t opposes Rerflectlon, !
gr the determlnatercss and multipliclity of the Properties, to the |

* "hing-in-ltgeli; while in fact the Thing-in-lteell esgsentlelly has:
this External Reflection in 1tgelf, and determines itself as an |
entity endowed with itz proper determinations, or Propertlies; !
Wheno% 1t i3 seen that the abstraction of the Thing, which nmakes 1t
hing-in~itselr, is an untrue determination.” l118) !

/
ﬂ&@aeﬁi@"i"_é;gﬁﬁ-s_t“'ﬁﬁbjecth\

nure

ivism & the ruptume of the 7/
Thing=-1n--1taelf i
4\_\“—__-_"_‘__,_.,_#‘

", . .mAny dif’oﬂant rlhings are in essential Reciprocal Actlon by ‘
virtue of thelr Properties; Property 1s thbs very reciprocal E&Jation,
and apart from it the Thing is nnthing..."(118)

rageed over
Me Dinpheit.is trensformed; into proverty. (119)Property into “Matter"
or TBubstancP ("things conslat of therh Er®) ate
y ;antxttuwanpnaxxnxxx

v
I
IS

"Evigtence 18 tho immedimey of Bning as which

A Esaence has reconstituted itself,*.,(128) "Appearance conarquently
L F '1s the unlty of Show and Existence..(129)

!Unlty in appearance: "This Unity is the Law of Appearance Law (or‘
thaw therefore is the uositive element 1n the mediatlen of Appeara
the Apparent,? R
~—"""Here 1in general 1t is very abstruse. But a living ]
'thought is apparent in 1%, The conzept of law is Bfe of the -
reteps of The cognition of zkm unity and connecticn of .reciproc.
|al dependence and totality of the world process, . The hreak-up
‘and "tearing out of" words and concepts.which Hegel here does 1s
'the struggle with traneforming the concept of law intc an absol-
1uta, aimolirying it, making iz 1nto a fetish, - N3 for conuemporary

iphyayosl!lt - o L iy

i

iﬁaw 1g th ’Tpis andurin§ persizstence which beiongs to Ap?earancé@g
enduring 'persistl ¥aw.."(151-2 '
ent) 1nLanpearanc o .

‘(L&w ——t BLgnggs the reflection of Appearance into 1dent1ty with
iaentityiin Ap- |itself,."(132) {(Law is the identity in pbpmearance: "the
pearance identity of Anpsarance itself and of ite Reflsctlon,.," )

a ", ,.This tdentity, ghe foundation of Appearance, which
G§$? \Aoonstitutea Law, 18 “the peculiar moment of Anpearaace...(l'
"Consequently Law is not beyond Appearance, but ig

\\\1mmediatelv pregent¥in it : the realm of Laws is the

auigscent (emphasis Hegel's)counterfelt of the exiating

auiescent
or appearing world.,,."{133)

reflectlon in
Appearance

ima - 152! :




\

=356

[Ty

o s . ————

JJThig is a remarkably materiallstic ard remavkabdbly
neat {in a word "qulescent")determination, Law n
takes the quiescent-—-and therefore Law, every Law 'appea?ancgj
1s narvow,-inconplete, An approximation, e R

"Exlstence passee back into Law ag into 1ts Ground; Appearan ‘\\L)
containg them both-~gimple Ground and the u*eaolving movement
the appearing universe, of which movement Ground ie the eeren- §§\\
tiality," oy
.ﬂd;iiﬂﬂ+ﬂthpn7~1e«assential* Appenr{qﬁi:;'(ldéiﬂ‘ N
Ergo, Lpaw and Essence of concept are homogenecus T\ .
{of one order5 cr, more correctly, odnostepennye, expressbng

the deepening-of-man! A_kro wlaqhe of_&bppsarance, the wonld LR

....-—,
. NBi
"The movement of the universe in anpearance (Bewegund||(Taw 1e |
des erachelnenden Unlversume), in the essence of the| ref~

5 this moyement, is law lectlon: -
: : of essen-

e AR Atal dn g

he movement of the! i

ﬁgniverae) oo

_ _ {Appedrance,

"The realm of Llaws 1s the gulescent*content of Appearance; {|($: Lal;ty, .
Appearance 18 thls game content, hut presents itself in §§ol
tunquiet change and as Beflection into other...Apnearance,

therefor#e, as against Law 1s the totality®*; for it con-

tains Law but also’ more, . namely the moment of gelf-moving {Appear nee’ i!
Form,® (133-34 richer than .-
Law)

e s e

parﬁ

But further, although 1t is not c’epv it s
acknowleﬁged, it geems (p.135 (espeoinlly D.
lg gAthat law can overuome this 1nadequacy,]
brete ales the negative side, and Tosall-
tat der Erschelnung, Must return herel . %
= -

5 e o e et —
L |

. which igé&for
The world/in ltself is identicsl with the world of appearance, and

at the same time 1s ‘opposite to it, (139-40) That which 1e posit-
ﬁve in one 1s negatlve in the other, That which i1s evil in the
orld af Appearance ie.good in the Worldwhich 1s.in and for ltaelf
6P what Hegel eays here with what he sdvs in the ?henomenoloby h
of Mind, pp.l21rr*, (me!—{ e mfmwwmr 2amh) ;

N et oot s

LT e Appearing and the Essential World. Bot‘.h in the
'firat instance are independent, but they are indepdndent only &a !
kkxxuif totalitles, snd they are ihis in 8o far as sach essential- |
13 has in 1taelr the _moment of the other." :!qn,, o

.Eaah—&arthawtndepandant-wholp -Qf- Exinfgnc g

: e e
//[ TThe essence here is that GOotH the World of Appearand
' and the World which 1efhnd for iteelf are essentially
by moments of knowledgeof nature by ma , changes

M or deepening (of knowledge). The of+the

A : world in itself ever further and further from the world
| ol appearance--that is what not yet visible in Hegel,
528 NB., %0 not the "moments of concepticn with Hegel. have h
sign*ficance “of momenta of tran;{g;ggf

-
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"...Thus law 1g Besentinl Relnation.” (141)(Emphasis Hegel?s)+*

“fhaw ls r e 1l a t £ o nn Thilg NB for Machlets and other agnostlices
and for Kantiane, etc. Relation of esscnces or betweeh essencea.

Tthe term world expresses formless totallty of multifariousnesst 0141)

And Ch, III (Essentisl Relpticn) beglns with the pr0p051tion.
"The truth of Appearance L=z Yasensinl Qulnticn." {142)

Subdéivialons? ;

The Belatlon of VWhole and Paz# {gicl!prplad3-147)This relstion |
passes over intco the following!)--forcea te 1ts manifeststliont—— j
|

Anner and guter,--Trsnaitlon to Substance, Actuslity.

. : i .
"The truth of the Reloatlion congiets, then, in pediation® ﬂ147}

"Prangltion to force: "Force is the negative unity into which 1
.the contradictlon of -Whole end Parts have resolved itself; 1t is the
truth of that first Relation."(149)

({This 15 cne of a 1,000 similar instacgs-in Hegel which
bring cut of themselves nalve phlloscphers 11ke:P°eraon‘\author
of "Grammars of Science", -—Ee quotes a similar eitation and goes
tinto & ragesto whom do they %teach such bulderash in our schools!! -

.‘And he de right in a. garticular, partisl sense. It 1s absurd to
.teach(ﬁniq. Out cof this one must u n “‘E i 1 the materialiatic
idialect .. And this, 9/10the of i, pae fggnuﬁ rubbish ))

i Rxx Rxskznxxamtxu*ra’m&sme o i
apuxktxﬁnnsav Ixvangrharked (X8R x (ale angehori )

Force appears as belonglrg“/to the exigting Thing or to &

‘inatter. ... "When tnerofors 1t is asked how the Thing or Nstter
comes to huve a Force, then the Force appsars 2e connscted with 1t
externqlly, and impregsed on the Thing by an alilen pewer, "(150)

E 7. ..dn every natural s~1ent*f1c ani, generally, [
]intellectual davelopment; and it is essential to understand that |
the First, when as yet Something e -internal, or in iis concept i
i1g, for t this reason, only 1ts 1nmediate and paaslva ex4stenca,"f157

|

| “The beginning of everything can be consldered as {
i n,ernal—-pasniva --and at the same time exuernal.f
Il

]

1

|

ut something else: the unaxpected slipping in of
the criteria of Hegel's dlalectics: "in avery nat-
ural, pclentific and ganerally intellectual Geve— ,

“b But what is *ntareatlng here 1s not thig,

lopment": that iz where lles the e ased of the deep
) Erith in the mystical balderash of Hegel*anism'

.
"\._______________'___—_ e "
FPueroach [—at Example: where the-embryo_ man ie only internal
12 cancurs® n, (given-up-to-the powsr of other-being ;, pas-
iin this. OuL sive, -GB3 At first is not yel Spirit. “Immed;atalx
lwith god, therefore God %8 only nature.® (168)
natLre remein & (Thie Lo very characteriaticl!

11529

i
|
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' SECTION III: ACTUALITY

. "Actuslity 12 the unity of LEesence and Exlstence."(160)

Subdivisions: 1)"Absolute® -- (2)Actuality proper,

lActuslity, Pomeifdlity, and Necesplty constituie the formal mement s
of the Absolute,.."(160 (37"Absolute Relation: Substance. '

"There is no Becoming in 1t Iﬁbeolufeﬂ(§§§&xthtxxnm:xinkng;xuxxx
and other nonsense gbout the Absolute... . :

V' Abeolute 16¥ubeolute-Abzolute { \
A-8ttribute 1s relative [y .. "y

In the "Observation Hegel deals with (very abatrusely and obscure%yl
wlth the insdequaclee of the vhilogophy of Spincza and Leibnitz,

Incidentally note this:

?“The one-sidedness of one philnsophic prineiple le generally fac;
}Z-by i1te oppoaita one-gldsdness;—and;me~e eryviere, totallty at -

|

A
least 1s foung @lnderad complate (170 : g ij{
 leet 13 found as §EJu?~é completeneast(170) A{;/, “.‘

fﬁv&fﬁég}@z;ﬁfrom one extreme_to_another” -
}Tdfaiixyf;;iih:fﬁgﬁ)sgn@erad.gampieténes§) :

| Actualityls higher than 3eing an&‘Exisggggg.

(1) Immediate Being. "Beglng 1s not yet actualf' (173)
_ . Vo 1t passes into another., -
(2) Existence (it pag-
|
{

868 Anto appesrance). ~wComes out of ground, from conditlons,
: - ‘but there 1a not yet in it the unity off.

|
|
|
3

: ‘ ' g ) - "reflection snd immedlacy,®
F(3) Actuallivy unity of existence and belng-in-itself
| {Angichesin) . . : C
!
i
|

: : 2
PR e Ve b b i

1

"Actuality also stends higher then existence.* (173)

'"...Heal Necesslty.ie‘abelation which is-full or content®, . "(182)
:"But this Necesslty at ‘the same time is relntive? (182

E“Absolute Necessity then is the truth into which Actuality ang

| Poeglbllity in general pass back, as well as Formsl and Real

iNecesnity." (18a) '
) ' Book

(The end of ¥gXmax IT of Logic, Doctrine of Essence),,,

. , LT : the very same
gggiafhga in the smaller Logio*¥$Encyclopedia) thixgrxaen

!very Brten,c earer, with conorete expmples, Cf, 1dem Engels and

' Funo=F1ghen, #4# : -

pACEIL TR NS S R AT A

i
l

| *Emphasis, as alwaye whepe there ie one gtar, is Leninfg,-—-tr, -
| **The reference 1a to The Logic of Hegel fruom the Encyclopaedia of
| the Philosophical S2lences, which was %renslated by William Wallsce, -
1into English and will gerve as the source for the quotatioge,hﬁfai55ﬁs

| #¥#The MeR Institute aotes that this refers to the lettegPo Novel

1
RiECRB A MR o811 BB E8BECLB Fa o BT L L
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Regarding the question of "Peesibllity" Hegel notes the emptinese of
‘thls categoTy and in the Encyclopaedia wrltes!

| sWhether a thing is poesitle or impossible, depends altogether
‘on the sublect matter: thet is, on_the sum total of the elements in
actuality, which, as 1t opens 1tself cut, discloses i1tself to be
necessity.” (Encyclopzedisa Yol.VI, &143 Observation, ) {p.262--tr)

i”The“Ekﬁ”total'or'the elements in actuality, /
| which, as 1t opens Lteelf out, dlscloees f

1tgelf to be neceasity,' /
The unfolémenty of the whole totallty!

. of moments of actuality NP = essence of
ydlalectic knowledge. '

anmrm g

cr, also in the Encycloapedia Vol. VI, ?. (2%4)the elogquent words ;
about vanity of the admiration for the richnéss and varlety of we
‘the appearance of nature and of necaessity '

n..one should advence to & closer lnsight¥%into the

L]
inner harmony and uniformity¥of nature,” (264)

i
]
i
’
|
i

Tbigem, Encycloapedis, p. {287): "Developed actuality, ms the
icolncident alternation ¢f inner and outer, the alternation. of
i their opposlte motlons comblrned into.a slngle motion, is Necesslty.

1
?Encyqloppeaia. Vo.VI,p. (269): "Necesslty is blind only)
|so long as it is not anderstood." : 7
! Tbidem, p.(269) "oftten {man) finds his acts turn out
| something quite different from what he had meant and
|wllled.“ : i ‘ o )
qqulbidem, p. (?)"Bubstance 1s an’' important stage in the‘r
| procese of the development of the Idea..." - ...

: v —_‘_______M___'___,_._....__,_‘__..._...___-—*-—-'-"' . :

' Read: important stage in the process of de;l
d velopment of human knowledge, nature and

! .. |matter. : i o .
|
|

—

e shamulE e P,
- —— e, e
A K b g okt gt T

ogic,Vol,IV ?géggﬁgafﬁffLogic,\Bobk II,%r.)
N [ v f . .

—

!
5 914 {Substance) 1g the being of all Being",..(188)
i

Relatlon of_aubstantiality passes into relation of

| Causality, (191) _ ‘
i W, .. Substance attains Actuallty only when 1% hes
1 .

' become Cause,” {192)

1 On the one hand, we must deepen E%ﬁ%ésowledge o TN
} mattar tc the knowledge (to the t) of eub- :
I gstance, in order to find the causes of aAppEAIANCSH. i
lon the other nand, actual knowledge of cauaes is the deepening l .o
of knowledge from extarnallty of appearance to substance, Two' .*( -
types of examples should explain thia! (1) out of the history. ¢
| of natural sclence and (2)from the history of philoeophy. More:
precisely: not "examples" should be hsre --comparaison n'est
pas ralecn,--but the quiniessence of the one and the other

{history+ the history of technique, v b
et AR T I e it %
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W, Effect contsine nothing whatever which Caure doee not contein,”

(1éé) and conversely...

!

4 ,

. N g P |
i

1

]

]

|

i
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Cause and e¢ffect, ergo, only moments of the universaf?
interdependencs, connectlon {of the universal), the

concatenation of events, only linke in the chain of ]
the development of. matier. .

NB.
"It is the same fact which 3isplaye iteelf first as Cause and
then as Effect,--hers as pecullar persistence and there as

positedness or Getermination in an Cther," (183)

| e s . : o {\ b
{  All~sldedness and and all-em . rectar of world 6&}
Qwiyconnaction, only onemsidedg\ggggigéggegnd 1nccmp1etelﬁ I3

v expregsed by causallty, M '

L

i

' ) l

"But we may here and now observe that, in so far as the relation oﬁ ‘
“cause and effect is admitted {although in en improper sense), effect :
‘cannot be greater than cause; for effect 1s nothing further than | ;
. the manifestation of cauge.” (126) , : i
i

i

4‘

" And further about history, There 1% is an sccented/to cite |i In history
| anecdotes about how great effects gpring from small "causes'(| "egall
1~=in actuallty, this le only am ogcasions_, merely an exier- - cauges-or
inal impulae "the inner spirit of the event would not have blg events’
! recquired 1t." (196) ,."thesg arabesques of 'history, vhere 'a N

huge shape 1s depicted aa fowing from a -elender stalk, are DR |
a sprightly buti e most superficlal treatment." {(Ibid) {196) -
e IMner - " - ST
Thig "XmtwrnEx spirit®--cf, Flekhanov##ig the ideal-j .,
istle, wmystlecal, but very profcund indlcatlon on J#L
historic cauces of evénte, Hegel ugliwmfully leads
up to histery under causallty and 1,000 times deep-
er and richer understands causality, than the crowd
+of the "learnsd” NOW. . . _ ... o

. h i '

i "Thus a stone in motlon ig cauee; 1te movement 1s a determination

 wvaleh it has, while Lesidea this 1t containe many other determina-
ticns of clour, shape and so on, which do not enter intc 1lts

. cauegal nature,® (187)

; ﬁamwgrﬁlﬂarﬂ}_g_nderamm by/agie only a'
» gmell part of the universal Tonmettion, bdut {a mat-
~‘eriallstic addition)the smgll part ie not subject-
_but the objectively real connection, =

i "But the movement™of the Determinate Relation of Cmusality* has now
resulted in this, that the cause is not merely extingulehed in_ the

. effect--and with it the effect too {as happenr in Formal Causallty
i bub the cause in 15 axtinctlon, in the eoffect, bhocomea agaln; that
. effect vanishes into cause, but equally becomes agaln 1n 1%, Each
| of these determinations cancels itself in 1lte poslting and posits
i teelf in ite cancellation: what takes place 1a not an external
i traneition of ceusality from one substance to another, but this

.| 1t5 beccming other is at the same time its own poslting. Causallt
. then, presupposse itself." (1997 :

+

© | ##M.E-L Ingtitute nobes reference Ls.to Plekhanov's "On the €0th BT
| Annivergary of Hegel's death"..s, - 5é2
R TR
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| R . TEA )

‘"The novenert af thp Relution of Gnuanlity" 'ln abtuality

. the movement of matter respective the mevement of Lis— |

| tory, the dlacerned, assimilated in 41te internal

' connection to one or anoiher degree of width and deptha..
e . ‘ R A

.
' i
At thls polnt Raclproclty presents 1tgelf 265 a reciprocal cauaal-;

ity of presupposcd and ael*—uc"dit*oning substances; each iﬂﬁ
"relation to the other, at once sctive and passive substance, (203)

"In reciprocity, original Ceusality preeents i1teelf as an arleing
out of 1ts negation (or passivity} anc¢ as # pasaing awsy into 1t--!
-as a Becoming,... . :

‘tion and: both the immediate 1dent1ty (as connexion and relation) and the . |
relatlcn abgolute substsntiality of distincts® snd therefore their absolute
contingency,--the original unity of aubetantial variety, in other
ﬁUnity-n words absolute contradictien, Necesshby 1s Being, because it is, |
¢f substan~--the self-unity of Being, which has 1tself for EmXmZ ground; but,
tial vanf-converaely bocause 1t has & round it is not Eeing, it is notnin
\lety" ~ 'whatever but Show, relavion or ation? Causality is thie
ipogited transition of original Eeinz ar cauee, into Show or mere
'3¥Tah\positednesa, and conversely of poaitedness inte originality; but
1ati’gthe ldentity itself of Being and Show'is, etill, inner Neceasity, ]
~ -———"Thisg internality {or Being-in-8elf)transcends the movement of . RN
B 'Causality, and, concurrently, the subetantiality of.-the gides which -
eces are in relstion is lost-~Necessity unveils Ltself. [ Necsssity does | |
sity \hot become Freedom because it vanisheas, but only because 1ts ldentity}.
doee not !(as yet an inner 1dentity) is manifeeted...." (204)

1sappear' . . .
% becomés qu__",g_;_,ﬂﬁ.w~-mw~wm—«ﬂw e e

ceton |

"Connec-‘"Necessity and Causallty have, than, vanished in 1t; tiey contaith t

When 1 you_read Hege1 on Gausality, ﬁhﬂﬁsit seams mﬁﬁ
tLig_h_t strangs vhy he stops spo comparatively
T ttl g theme loved by the Kantians., Why?
\ éaoause for him causality is only one of the .
determinatlonsffiniversal connsction wgéQQEgg earlyt
| muER gra ug, eper and agil-gicded in
[ all 1te 36, alwayvs and from the very begin-
Jning emg; ad this connection, \eeﬁﬂeciing_poiﬂteﬂ
rayv

J
|
|
\
g
b
i
|

;
ete,ete Ty, Jostructive 1%4@ So put alongside
\ of the fravelY of ngo-empiridiem (respective //

b )“phyaicaT idealism"Jwith the decisions, more.
i taccutatelyy with the dlalectic. metnpd.ﬂf Hegel,.-..—

Vote that in the Encyclonaedia Heqel emphasizes the 1nadequacy and
emptinesa of the bare concept of "Reciprocity’.

Tol, VI, p. (281, &1£6)
: "Reecliproeitsy ie undoubtedly the proximate
truth of the relstlon of zavse and effeet, and stands, so
to 8Bay, oh the threshold of the notion; but on that -wery
ground, supposing that our alm is a thoroushly comprehsnsive
idaa, vwe whould not rest content with applying thia relatlon,
‘Ir we get no further than studying a given content under the

olnt of view of reclprocity, we ars tak12§bup an_attitude ...{

Onl "recip-
nily le. Wse are laft:

rocity" = emp |whioh leaves metter ¢ utterly’ incompreheng
tinezs |




~ 42

; [with a meve dry fact; and the call for medlation, which
" Demend for |/is the chief motive in applying the relation of causal-
i mediation, |[j3%¥, is still unanswered. And if we look more narrowly

(connection)\znto +he dlssatisfaction felt in apply - the relution
t

thet is tne sub-ilto »scivrocity, we shall esee thatl 1t congists in the
Ject relatling ircumstance, thai thils relation, instead of being
to the apEllca- treated as an equlvalent for the notion, ought, first
tlcn of th re-‘lbr all, to be lnown snd understood in 1is own nature,
lation of cau- ‘ And to underctand the relation of action and reactlon
sallty . we must not let the two eldes reat ln thelr state of
mere given facts, but recognisge them, as has been shown
in the two paragraphs preceding, for factoes of a third
and nigher, which ia the notion and nothing else, "To
make, for example, the manners of the Ppartans the cause
of their constitntion snd their constlitution conversely
the czuse of their manners, may no doubt be in & way '
ﬁi icorrect., But, as we have comprehended neither the man- ﬁ\b
w pners nor the constitution of the nation, the result of :
/ sueh reflections can never be final or satlefactory. ,JA11.

The RYnak satisfactory point will be reached only k
_when thece two, as well as ail other, epeclal aspectsl| pbg
of Spartan life and Sparten history are seen to be }l\‘the w
‘founded in this notion,"(281-2% . i) (¥ndt1cn)

{before the Hransition to the Notlon a definitlon is-given:
|,EHE-Notion;ﬁthe-realm'pff§g§1q33;viny'or of_Freedom,W}

T I et

At the end of the second volume of Loglc, vol.IV, (Vol;IImp;;:"

S,

(".QI‘.“) - i
goal, consclousness, strlvingII
NB

e — L

" \NB . Freedom = subjeotivity l

Lok, Iy
VRPN < ST SRR e
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III: B0O0CK THREN: JURJECTIVE LO4X
THE DOCTRINS 0OF THFE NOTION
{Vol.¥: BCIFNCE OF LOGIC: Part II: Subjective Lozic o» The Loctrine
of the NHotinon!

0i THE NOTION IR GENERAL®

For the firgt two nerta I¥there was not much wark dene in Lk
Field while here, on the contrary, there is Y"opeified materisl" in

“hich 1t 1l¢ necessary "te rvekindle the life-arverk”..."(209)

"Beinz nni Eeecnce are the momenty of 1ts {=the Meticn's)becuming,"{211)

Obernut? Hotlon 1 Tthe highest product of the
prain, the highept produact of metter.,

"fecordingly, T
fCojective Logie, whish conselders Beine¥ and Esgence*, reslly

conatitutes the genetic eyvpeosition of the Notlon.wn{2ll)

& .
?215):.The.grﬁat-aignlficance of the phllosophy of Spinoza, as a vhil-
ceophy of EZubstance (this point of view is very high, but incomplete,

not the very.hlgheet: in general, to refute a philosophic eystem doesg

not mean to cast 1t aelde, but to.develop it further, not to replacew.
by another, one-sided, oppoelte, but to include it in something highen).
In the eyegyem of Spinoza there 1s not the sublect of free, independent,
conscloug”{it lacke "ihe freedom snd independence of the_gelf-conscioug ‘!

- gublect"), but Spinozs slready has Thought as the atbribufe of
Substance, (215)

LJugt as . ’ o
" Incidentally-fthere wee a time when 4t was the, fashion to "heep
celumny" on imagination and memopy-e0 now 1t 1s/td'deprecate the
inportance of "Motion® (= ':;he summit %} and to egelt
- "the not-tc-be-underatocd (217" )(a~FinL at '

' Going over to a eriticlem of Kantlantam, Hegel considers his
.nigher merit (218)%o0_be..the conceptlon of #the trangctflental unity -
: of appercention®/{unity of cohsélousness in which Botion L& createdl)
P but reprcaches Kant for Hig one-sidedners &nd gubjectiviem: '
iy Erom contempe . ' -
k Mtion to T »o+"But the object 1s truly in and for itself only as 1%t is ;
' knowFedge of in thought; es it is in instuition or ldeation i ib Appearance.," -

i obJective realdit(219),.,(Hegel raises the idealiem of Kant from eaubjective
P itFene . to en objective and absolute onej... :

Xant ac?nowledges tha oblectivity of Notiona(;ruth ig their
aubject) tut yet leavesn them as aph! ve, ' Ho prepiacs for
Understanding (Verstand) he has "5%%%%%@* and "ogfﬁﬁég“. or
thiz Hegel seys: .

: "Now, rirst, with regard to thls relation of the
understoanding or the Motion te the stages which are suppossd to
precede 1%, 1t is of luportance what oclence it 1s that 1s being
treated, in order to determine the form o1 theee steges, In our
eclence, since it 1ls pure logic, these stages are Being and
Eagencs.® In pusychology, aeneafion and intultion and aleo idea--.
tlon (Voretelling! in gonersl precede understanding, In the ~ . -
Phenomenology of Spirit, since it 1s the doctrine of consclous- .
nesa, the msoent was made through the stages of Bensuous congelou
neag andi next, #ercepnion, to understanding,"(220)Thls analysle:

in Kent is very "incomplete", ‘ o 153}3:}?
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Then--the imnortant thing--

, .
- o El "...the Notlon must not here be considered as an act of i
"By of the self-conseleous understanding, o2 £ cublective understanding: '
‘traneforma- }what we have %o do with ig the Hotilon in and for ltself, which !
tlon of ob- Jlconstitutes a stnge as well of Natune sz of Spbrat,Life, or e
“Jeetive ddesdiorgantic naturs, ig thet stage of nature at which the HNotion e
dsm into \\“emorges.“ (21
naterisliom,.
. ‘ Further on there 1s a very interestling place {(221-0)
where Homel refutepe Kant precisely in a gnostic manner (Engele,
evigentiy, had this place in mind in"Ludwlg Feuerbach" when he
wrote that the the mgstlmnortant thinge ageinst Kant have already
beer sald vy Hegel %o the degree that 1t vas posslble from the
1deallet point of view),--revesling the duality, inconslstency
of Kant, hlsey eo--tospeak, vacillations between empiriciam
{= materlalism) and idenliem, in additlion to which Hegel conducte
this argumentetion comsletely and exclusively from the polnt of

4

view or\gﬂggxe;cbnsisbbhtuidgal}ém?

Notilon 13 not yet highestNotion: higher yet is |
1d e a =the unity of notion and reality,

( "It is only & notion"--1g a thing commonly esld counterposing.
% to the Notlon something superior, not only the,idea,"but aen-
suoue, spatlel and temporal palpable axistasnce. And the abstract
l1s counted of leeg worth than, the concrets, becasuse from the - gt
Tormer so much of th:t kind of material has been omitted. To those-
who hold this, the process-of abetraction means that for o
our subjective needs one or another characteriastlc is
" taken out of the concrete in such & manner that, while
" 80 meny other propertiee and modifications of ilie object
_ . . are omltted, these lose nothing in value or dignity,
Kent degradegThey are the rerl and are reckoned . as counting in.full,
tre power offjonly they are left on the.otker side; and it s only
understand- j|the lngspacity*of understanding to sbsorb such riches
ing " {lithat forces 1%t to rest ccntent with meagre abstfactilon,
But if the given materilal of intuitlon and the mani-
fold of ideatlon are teken asz the resl in opposition
_ to that which is thought and to the Notion, then this
The  more 1s a view the renunciation of which is not only a con-
censletent Jiditlon of philosophy, but is assumed even by religion;
idealist sudffor how can these be needed but is assumed even by rel
denly remem-iigion; for how can these be needed and have significance
bers god! {lif the fugltlive and superficial sppenrance of the sen- -
suous snd the individual are taken for the truth?,..
Conascguently abatracting thought must not be conetdered
88 a mere aetting-aspde of the sensuous material, whome | X,/
reallity im eald not to be lowsred thereby; but it ie v
ita tranacendence, and the reduction of %% {as from mere
appeerance}to the essential, which manifests itself in
the Notlon only."221-2) .

S e e e e Tl T PP

Hegel is ggpéntiullx entirely right egainet Kantgg? ht, emeXrgay;
avl

ing from the concrste to the abstract, does not ay Jﬁlffit;?'
1s correct(¥8) (arnd Kant, as all philoeophers speak about -corred!
thinking)--£fro truth,but goes toward 1t. Abetraction of , °
matter , Iawol nhtuizi;abstraction of yalue, ete., in & word . .

e - 1536
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"’4 S—q/ ks "Cﬂ.—'.ﬁ
. \,-_;;{J\- L :
all scientifle {correct, cericus,.not absurd)abstrections
reflect natureddee, truég, ?uiler. From living observation
e abetroet thilnking, and from thie to_practice--such ie the
dlalectic rosd to krowledie of truth, the knowledre of object-

ive replity, -Kant degrgdec knowledge 1n order to make place
fﬁIB&ﬁ\&hﬁ:;igggzﬁeuiza4¥ﬁp belief; Hegel elevates knowledge
believing thet knowledge'ls knowledge of god. The materislist

" elevetee knowledge of matter, of nsture, throwlng Ged and the
!lpgllgggphicmrngp;e defendiﬂi_hlm_;pgg,;hg duneheag..  —mms A

-

"The princivel mLsaﬁSFEHéﬁFion here 1s thet the natural principle
or the beginning which 1le the stestinz peint in the natupal dev-
elopment or in the hirtory of the individunl in ite formation ie
taken -8 the true and as that v ich 1s first also in the Hotion,"
(22-3}§--This is true, that people begin from this , but truth
lies rot in the beginning, but in the end, or more correctly in
the centinustion, Truth 1s not a first impression)..,"But
philosophy 18 not meant to be o narrative of what happens, but,

a cognitlon of whst ie true in heppenings,.."(223) ) ]

With Xant 1t is "psychologlcal 1dealism"‘(224ja with Kant cate-
gories"are only determinations which are derifed from celf-
ccnsciousneas,” Climbing from understanding (Verstand) to

reason (Vernunft), Kant loveps thesimporjsnce of thought . o
denying 1% the capacity 'to 5?’5% “r"-?u ?‘011:' %th. v {224) g -

"Lt ta declared (by Kant) to be an abuse if logic, which.. .
: ; ought to be merely a canor of Judgment? ls regarded as an organt
(idealistid);__fggﬂghg_prpﬂuptgcnrof_ob]ective.dleccveries; "*he notions of
phrase!} -~ Reason, 1n whlch a higher foree/and a deeper content/Were of ne-
(truell!) = - cessity dlvifpd, are less constitutive LharxeYRnNxthexeateganteg
' (objective 1s needed)®than even the ¢ategories; they are mere
ldeas. Thelr upe mnry certalnly be permiseible, but these intel-
ligible esmences, which should wholly unloock the truth, are to
'elgnify no more than hypotheses; and 1t would be completely
arbitrary and reckless to aseribe any truth to them in and for.
themaelvees, alnce they gan ocour in no kind of experience.-=Sould -
1t -ever have been thought that philosophy would gelnsay the
validity of the intelligible eesences becruce they are without
the apatlal and temporal material of eensuousnesa? (224)
| Here too Hegel le essentislly right: value 1s al
3(1 i category vhich "4g devold of the stuff of sen-
i suality", but it is fruer than the law of sup-
| ply and cemand. :
1Only Hegel 18 an ldeallst; therefore the non- ,
.sense "constitutive'ete, e

Kant, oh ths oﬁéxthd“”éntirelunclparly recognizos "ofJégtivit;" N
of tﬁought ("dee Danlkena') ("1dentlty of notion and the thiﬁE“%225)';
--and on thae other hand: .

"..on the other slda, tho assertion is made agaln that
we esurely cannot know things as they are in and forthemaelves,
and the Sruthk does not allow coegnizing reason to approsch it} ¢
that truth which consists in the unity of obJect and thm Notlon,
and thet tha obJost is led back by the Notlon inte its non- .
contingent essentinlity; the latter enters into appaarsnce, and. .
roy thin very roason the eppearance is nct merely non-eseential, . .
but manifesticn of Easanae,"(225) \ - '

-
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#Yg will alwvays remaln a matter for potonlshment nov
Xantinn philoscphy lknew that relation of thought to gsensuaus
exlatenca, wtere 1t halted, for ¢ merely relative relation
of bare EXEKLNRUEYXMR appearance, and fully acknowledged and
asserted & higher unity of the two 1n the Idea in general, [: L=
gnd, particularly, in ke ides of an intultive underetunting; |_,,f”
but yet stopped dead at thls relptive relstlon and st the
assertion that the Notion iz end remalne utierly separated ! N
from $EW® reallty;~-sc that it arffirmed ae trug* vhat 1t pro«] ﬂl/
neunced te be figaents of thought thot wvhich 1t recognlzed ns$
truth, and of which 1t egtablished the definlte notlon," (283

~ N

i
{ ‘
Tn loglc the Idga “"tecomes the creator of Nature."(BBG)ﬁt‘_"\:::{
Logic s & "formal gcience" agsinegi the concrete
asclences [ebout nature and spirit), but Ihe subject p X
Bgputh 1tself", .. (226)

Kent himeelf, seking what !s trutk (Critloue of
Purg Reapon,p.33land glving a trivial enswer ("corres-
pg%ﬁa oe of xnowlbsge with its object"), defeats himself,
bEtHISe the "fundamental asserilcn of tranacendantal

ldealiem” v .

~-that “kn&%ﬁdge cannot apprehend the thing-in-
1teelry (228) o

et ip olear immediately that all ihese are
funtrue ideest (£26) ' :

Objecting to the purely formal understanding of loglc
{which Kant poesessss)~-8talting that from the point ol view of ~ =
ordinary (the truth 1s correspondenceiUbereinstimmung{  of Gemands
knowledfe with the ‘object)} for corresponcence "essentinlly/two o
giden", Hegel saye that "truth 1tsplf" i3 the rformal in loglo
and that ..."Thig formal element muzt therefore be thought of
ae being in 1itself .much richer in determinations and content,
and as having infinitely more influencze upon the concrete,
than 4% is generally held to do..."(R29) - ' '

. W, ,aven Lf the loglcal forms are %o be rezarded as |
nothing more than formal functlons of thoupht, as to how far
they correspond to the truth in themsclves, A eystem of
loglc which neglects thls can claim at moet to have the value
of & naturaligtic description of emplrical phenomena of :
thought, " (230Y(Hers proclsely lles the ‘mmortal service of
Aristotle},pgg_1§ﬁ;a_gggesuarzﬂgq,go,turthqn...lzaol‘ R

e e s p—— e R 4 A T

e e e — it

1 In such an un-ﬁfThus not only the description of the forma of thought apd i
derstandlbg loglo Ednot only the natur 1-historical daseription of the pheno-
chrresponds wilh thejmana of thought iﬁow Ao tnis élstingulshed from the dos~

theory of knowledge criptions of formg??), but alsc Lis corragspunisatds with

In general thls is truth, L.e,??qulntessence or, simply% the rseults and . ( :

a very important f qummation of tha history of thought?? There 1s here in
juestion

¥aitE 7 Mysticiam, oo
{0 {ot paychology, ngt phenomenology of spiriia 7
B 3 !

Hegel an idealistic nnolarity and Laeck of agreemant. - b

i lEEt loglc =%he queatlon of truth. .ﬂ,___—;*s'
L T e L e e TR
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. oy
Cf. Eneyclonedia, Vol.VI, p.{3l,p.287-tr): N :
""The notion ig, on the contrary, the princinle of all iife..."

\Y

"Motion", developing as "an adequate hotlon" becomas
the Idea, (2327} "Notion in 1ts objestivity ls the thing in
1teell and for itselr,® LV:TL}.\*-'W')

= obje ctiviam - myaticiam
and betraysl ih the development |

1

g




SECTION ORE: SUBJECTIVITY

The dlualectie moveternt of "Notian"--from npurely "formal" notion
at the ceginning--to Judcment (Urtell), then--ic Syllocism
(8chluss) and--Ffinally, to Lrancformation Ifrom sublectivity of
notion to ite @bjectivity, (P7D)

Firei dieTlinctive characterlsotic of netleon--universallty
{(allgemsinneit)., NB: Nction came out of Bageice, which had
come .out of 3einas.

he furilker éevelopment of univeraality, particularity {Besonderes)
and individuality (Elnzelnez) 1s abetroet in the hiphect degrre

. H R U] . .
} ard "gbatrusk, o - {En lisant.:
" Kuno Figher exploine these “abeiruse argumentations very\%?eggapiggﬁ
. badliy, ﬁgﬁ%&gtygg gasier examples fror the Epncyolosaedis, “sbouid Ba!
! g 4! s - :‘ -

. edghnE A9UEEEFRobaEaINEl0) £38, TTENENAEEV2RRHRE tnE Pag- fcalled:(_}hy{
* er how tn zearch Tor the key to the difficult transiticne, best meérne
sghades, overflows, e€bbs of Hegelian abstract notions.. for get- [

-

\Apparently Here too tHe important thing for Hegel is‘ifor“ﬁiiﬂﬁfhr“
to mark the t ran s i t:f one, ¥Frda a certain 1e the debt of}.
jL noint ol view, under certaln condltions the universesl fthe old, for-
St 1e the perticular, the particular ie the universal. mal logic? !
Voill an ab-:Bat only (1)the connectlon , and an indissoluble con- %Yes! and alno):
;undange of  nection of all notions and Jjudgments, but (2) transi- {iths debt--the|.
"definttionations of or- intd the otheér, and not only transition, /fdebt of mystik
& of defin- put atso (3)i’entity of ovpoeites ~— that is what 1g lelsm=ideallem(:
itlona of - Jmportant tc Hegel, But thls only Trierces" through YT
Notions of (the m_ i e t of analysis of the arch-"abstrus", The
\ this ?grt ofhistory of - thought Trom the point of view of develop-|
Logle! .lment and application of gniveraal notlenz and catego-l
o iriga.of-the Loglc --voila ce quiil-foutl temiom—t

N

Citing on o. (306) the "famous" syllogism--"4ll men are
. movtal, Galus iz s men, therafore he is mortal'--Hogel
Trus! wittlly adds: "Boredom immecdiately deecende when such a
\ syllogism 418 heerd approaching'--thls 1is due to "the ctlose form'-—-
and makes & profound romark:

t411 thin ;k : A}l things are s Svilogiasm, & univerasal which ls bournd
" are a gxi- together with individusility through partlcularity; but of cours
loglem..." {they are not ¢e wholes consisting of thrme propositions,"(307)
—'Eﬂg“ . : e . ‘

- B
PRSP R
-~ o - g

- Very good! The moet ordlnary logical "flgures'--
{all thig in the & abdutthe "Firet Figures of the Syl-
logtom" )are wsummiz¥z¥ty pedantically scribbled, sit venia

{verbo, the most ordinery reletions of thinge.’ . —.eo—em. [

e . —— e v

e oy s

ffhe analysi=n of the of Hegai's (I-aP~-U,'G ) E
1individusl, particuler, undversal®, BelI-U ete.) is reg- ™~ .
liniscent of Marx's imitstion of Hegel in Chapter I, 4h : .

h It N ~,

—— . . e
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Rant

Ineldontnlly:

"Kant'ec Antinomlern of Reason are Jjust thls,

that first one determination of a Noilon irf made the foundation of
_the dotion, and pext,.and with equal pecessity,. the o»her.,..-(uog)
i Thie f\)l"n*nf_ (Qf E.I’Bt“'ﬁbb) T notlonz and thel:
gcconpa;yirg operations gplready include the pre- |

X Bentpt :u, the convicticn, the oDNACITFsnesr of ]

| -yr :thn 1 of ghs  oejeetive vorls connectionzyy Too
One et LI eingle qu cavasnllity Trom thic ie nonarnge, Yo :
' _%2 rP‘=ﬁ* the ot jectivity of notisns, the objectiv- |
|

KB

1Lty of the universpal in the nartiﬂular anrd in the
Tha guec- -

AnAtyidunl ic ‘mvoseible.  COnnzequently, Hegel

. ) 1 4.“.;,.1:1,..”&93 tha r»pflect inn_ £ the a¥yy 1;,,;. t;q;p
current ’ :;...."'Q}‘l(" in the """“VG'HGT!* of not b fB Znif- |
logie and | Juat 4y The——= val owm, the individual nc 'icancp _
theory of %o 701 exchange of a given commouity v ya~gnother al- Aof h9b91'$
knowledge igical 1jrerdy inoludaz in unc gveloped form(all fajor con- "
of Kantian :tradiolione of capitallisn, =-—g¢ the Binmplest gel- =
ete, 'eralisntion, the first and glmplest. forming of

i ;ncrinﬁs {Judphenfd, e§uplogians, ete, )alvnlfies the

eV Br- pEROLIMEREXKR greater knowloﬂnp of the ob lectivej

world connecticny. Hevo 1t ir necesrsvy Lo seek !1

’*“n Al cemow, n1rlific :nce and role of Hegellen 7
LLbic. Thia NI : -

ﬂarﬁ-*~e“1bl; meme profeundly tha Fant?gﬂgggﬁfe‘ﬁ; tlon Ofé
I

[P ST, i e Y LT

Tho ag hohiams. ) >
1. Plokhenor eritleizes Kantlanler (and. 14&%
the eriticiem lapnoaticism in benpﬂel) more from the volgar-materisi.-
of contemmoraryi tetle, thon the dialectie ma Prialistic peint of view,
Xantianiem insofar he only g limine relects their argumentation,
Machliem, ete: does nov cowrect them {as Hegel corrected Kant), by
R deepening, venﬂralih_‘g, broadening them, rhowlng the
gonnectlon andé tronsitlons of a2ll and Pvcry notion,.
3, Yerxiets oriticlzed (2t the hepin-
ning of the 20th ceuturv) the Kantlans and Humleta
more HM#E"Feunrbachiang (and Buchneriany) than in a

.Hegellan menner. JJ“’{'{VN’M:&}

"...An experience. which reste on induction is taken &g

as valid althouzh“admitnedly the perceptlon le not comgleted;*™
vﬂp but no more can be asgumed thgn that no example can ke p"ouuced
contrary Lo this experience in so fer as the latter ls tras in
“and for 1teelf,” (329)

f———— e ——

(

The- ezestion of

Mg uluﬂe % r the & "The Sy‘logism of Inuantion. mﬁg?
most simple truth,/fHe mont simply tnduetive pesh 1s alwaye l
incomplete because experience 1g alwaye *ncom leteé. Ergo: the )f
connsetion af lnauctiqp with anslogy--with guessinz (sclentific
foresipht}, of avery mowledge and the nbrclute con-

tent 1ﬂ evegy atep c‘ farther Pnow’edge.; T




'}/' r. ,P}‘
k 1a~f

P e v \L* ‘

Abhowirm. It ic imnoss*blﬁ)f~‘ ] unagrQAbnﬂ Morx's pital

i and especially its Tirat chnntﬁr if you Pavc ot studéled

~ubruwph and understood the waole of Heael ¢ Lopie. Conae-

! cuently, nonP of the Marxisie understood 9rf~aqp~thn vast

| genturx\

v“— Sk

Troasiticn of the ~4heerﬂnn a@ qndloz {about

EnalcgipgT te the o d‘ubiﬁn of necesnfty-—Sthe con-.

ciusion about *nJuvt*ﬁn——*ﬂ the concluzlon about

anplogy--a conclueion from’ the unlverssl to the

particular,--the on? u ien from the particular te

the universnl,—-ithe analysie of the con*ec*lon and g
Ctransliiens {2 conreetion ic trancision), --thet is i
i the proilen f Hegal. Hegel &ptanlly ggmonstrated \ \
; zhat the log Torzeg gnd lave sre not an empty Aphoriem | -
[ ghell, but eztlon of the oblective 'mrld V
iore truly, i not uemonetratgnavbu brll‘ian:lg .

(Eueseed,  (dotalid T @u.q,m wb a»o/\nm) -.-.-H_;._.“,;,,-—---\

,r

w— e Tt e
e -

In the Engrelopnedla de&.; remavke thav the division ﬂb Inderctond
npd Reason_, of Hotigng of one and another sort muet Délunceratooc
thus?

four cwn &ction often stops chort at the mere neg- [ Abetract
ative and abutract forn of the notien, when we might \snd ccon-
aleo heve vrocreded to ~nprehend the notion in 1ts true
nature, =8 at once positive and concrete. 4t 1z e,g. rete no-
the mere understending, whichk thinks 1liberty to be the -vions
abetract contrary of necegsity, vwherees the adequate Freedom and . -
rational notlon of lilberty rF uires the element of ne- | necessity
ceselty to be merged in 1t. SL, p.217-3r,)(vol,VI)

Igiggmm(p 518)ak Aristotle so fully Sescribed the logical
rowm that "no esnnntlal adaltion! need be rada.

Ordinarilv the "figur tp Syllgpgism™ are looked upon as an
‘erp ty formn]is..- "Thggbggv ge&ééﬁ a very real eslgnificance
derived from the nececsity Tor every function®or characteristicg
elepent of the notion to become the whole itgelf, and to atand.

as mediating ground®."(321}

Encyclopaedia { Vol,VI )(SL,p.u i&
l 1Tn their objective rense, the three figurea of the
g¥lloglam deeclsare thnt averything rational is manifested in
t e triple sylloglsm; tiat 1s to say, each one of the menbers
takes in turn the pﬁace of the extremes, as well as of the
mean which reconciles them., Such, for example, ls the case

with the three branches of philosophy- the Logical Iden,
Naturs, and ¥ind, As we first see them, MNature la the mlddle

AP A -

‘taﬂm witieh 1links the othere together, Nature, the totallty .

imnedlately before us, unfolds “i1tself into the two cxtremeBa _ ;

@
of the Loglesl Idea shd Ming," 4
"But Mind is ¥ind only vwhen 1%t is mediated through nature...l
" VIt ig Mind which cognizes the Logical Ides 1n Nature and which
‘thus ralsesNature to its essence.",,,The Logical Tdea is "the ab-
solute substsnca both of mind and of naturc, the universal and

i

|

all-pervading principie," (322) e _ o
e

|

o ¥ 1542

Y




3L

——— -

i*Nature, the totality 1mmedianelg beforc us, unfolde itsel? 1nto™
d

fthe two extremes of the Logleal Idea and Mind." Loglc ie the
jscetyine cf knowledge, It 1s the theory of knowledge, Xnowledge
-~ {is the reflection of nature in man, But this is not a simple,
RB: . inot an immediate, but A Sotal reflectlon, a prccess of a seriss of

Hagel "onlyMNabatractions, Tormation of notlcns, lawse, ete,, which notlons,
worships thid laws, eto. tthought, since = "Loglceal Idea") 1t grasps condi- y

Ylogleal )tionally, eporoximately the universal lnw of the eternally moving

Idee", law, ' and developing Neture. Here potuslly, oblectively, three membera:i
\universality | (l)nature; (2)xnowledge of ien,= brain of men (as the higheset n
’fproduct of this nature), and (3)form of reflection of nature in !

{the knowledge of mnn,.fhis fuim 13 notion, law, categog{ietc.f 1 ]

' Man cannot groep =-reflect mmirrorcthe nature of gverything, fully, |

— etc., 1ts "immediate totality", he car only sternally/drprostH 1t, /

. ‘ereating abssractions, notliong, lsws, » sclentific picture of the’ ?

_tke world, and so forth and so om, i et

remerk resarding analogy: I
inalogy 1s the instinet®* of
regson, creating an antlecipatlon thet this or thot character-
i=tie, which experience hneg discovered, hae i1ts root in the
inner nature® or kind of an ob?ect, and srguing on the faith o
the anticipation," (vel.VI,p.)(SL,p,528,tr.)

L I

-‘Ahéﬂpﬁfééé—GBVE the meaningless play with empty'ah51agi55\ Eaingt"
_“has brought about.an attitude of .contempt to natural phil= him391i$
E_QQ’-}JL...,,_wm--' AL RN .o . - ..........__-_...l.. i .

. ' . _ Ty
.In ordinary logle thought.ls formgnlly separated from objectlvity:

T . -

11 Believes thought to be a mera subjective and formal
activity, and the objective fact, which confronts thought, to
have a meparate and permanent-being,—Bul hie dusliem is & half-
truth: and there Lls<a want of intellipgende in the procedurs
which ot once accepts, withoit imgquli®ing into thelr orlgin, th
categories of subjectivity and quectivtty.“..(azs)ln actuallty
subjectivity 48 only g stage in the development from baing and
edgsence,-—and then thlas sublectivity dlalectically "breaks
through 1ts own barriers ancd opens out into obJectivity by
means of the sylloglem.” (329)

e e pav— e e = e LT A e,

Very profound and wise! The laws of logle are they Y-

Feflecticn of the objective in the subjective oong °

leciousness of man. ... . .. . - S e

——
Vol.VI,p.(Bﬁgﬁo) "Realization of the Notion' iz the Object. Here the
tranaitlion from the subject, from the notion %o the objesct seens.

"gtrahge", but 4t ip ncceasary o understand by the object net simp—

1y being but completed ""inirinsiceslly concrete, complete, and
independent exigtence.,." (330) .
%{Eopld_fh‘iﬁ .OtheT-balng of thHe Iaéatﬂ

Subjestivity (ormdtion) end obJect-xkxm Algo 'snd not Also _sssenge

{Mtiat noneense about ontological “pront; BT 1odl

A e _...._——-—""‘""'"’— PO | )
"fe mey learn,..the mictake of regarding the antithasls of subjoct-
ivity and oblectivity as an abstract and permanent one, The two
are wholly identical,.,"(335) -

— ':i54§$

LA




SECTICN TWO: QBJECTIVITY

(Logic)V, (347-00 ,
Similevrly .G&é
Two-fold significance of objlectivity:", xxapyeazss twefold sig- A R,
nificance appears for Cblectivity: it stands opposed tc the ]d‘
Indepercent Wotlion, but aleo 15 thot which is 1  and for 13551?.*
. : il
"..the nowledge of truth 1e plaged in the cognition off Ccynition
the oblect as object and without the addition of any of the
subjective veflection,.."{348) ( okject

‘ A

— : Aan il 4o,k

The aizwelycis of "Mechaniem"--Further-—very abatrus and~baré£@4“’l
{£Q§W'all-round nonsense, \

. . Further, 1dem sbcut Chemism, stages of:

1 -

MIufgment! ete.
The naragraph entitled "Law" does not demcnstratewhat one can
expect from Hegel on ench en interesting aquestion, Strange,
why "law" should be attached to "Mechaniem"?(364) 3 -
Concept s draws near 1 This :
Understandini of Ysw here srpnroaches the concents: "order“lidrawing=;
(Oranung), uriformity (Gleichfdrmigkeit); neceseityl "soul!near 'is
of objective Gotality; "principle of .self-movement®, {ivery Am-!
. : St - ~ Blportant
All this from thie point of view thotxtibhe mechenism; -

lis the other-being of epirit, neticn, ete,, soulé 1n3
Mdividuality...Play in empty analogies, evidently! ..

that on . ' ' - o N v
D . [{Note/p.3 we meet with tha 0E T\ "natdal necessiTy™--"both
' NaturéE%ubﬂ Imechania:g;nd chemism 6H*H$T;§¥§§5£B§9ﬁﬂgurél neeegslty". . . for |
" mersion ofﬂ here we see "ite {nosicn's)submersion 1inexternality.“1bidem}ﬂﬂﬁ) -
‘notion in ax- ' o . ) . ‘ o
teraslity" (ha \'Aa! )
R

Freedom and [ﬁ@It vwee mentioned thert the opposition between Teleology and Mech~
necarelty ﬁgniam is, in the first instance, the more general opposition bet~
nween freedom and necessity., Kant sete out the opposition in this
form under the Antinomies of Beason, as the ‘Third Conflict of
Trenascendental Tdews'?(377) Briefly repeating the conclusions of
Kant, thesis und antitlhesls, Hegel notes the emptinese of these
conciuelonn and turns attention to the concluslon to which Kant's

analveis leadas ;

' . iKant'ssolution of this Antinomy is the same as the general
Hegel against Jsolution of the others: that reagon cen prove .neither of thasge

Xant (about ‘propositions, finea we can have no determinant principle a_priori
freedom and sbout the poselbillty of things sccording to merely empirical .

eclive propositiona’Tut Ao edbjdctive. maxims: on the_one hand
%‘Eﬁéﬁffgiﬁéyb_rpﬂreﬂ;ﬁggJgpgn,cll‘ngtural events according-to

necegsity) llaws of nature; consequently the two must .not_be regarded.as obe
'the principle of pure natural-mechanism; but this does not pre-

vent ma from Investigating certaln forme of nature, should the
occasion be given, aceording to another mgxim, namely, that of. -
1nal causes;--ap though these twomaxims {which Turther are :

supposed to be required only by humng reason) were not in the
sngg oppouitign fi"hien t%é p%oposiﬁions stan&.-- Ag Va5 obw:

‘ 1544
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3 demanded Ly phl’oaopb1ﬂ bnterest is not looked into, nemely
chich of these two pﬂinﬂiplns ls true in znd for ltselr; but
ror thleg polnt of view, 1t Ls irrelevant whether the prlnuiples}
ars to be coneidered as obleetive determinations of nature
{tiaat is here, as determinations existing externally) or as mere
mexime of & subjective cognition.--3But in fact this is & subject-
lve, thet is, a continbenu cognition, which applies cne or the
other maxlm as the occaslon may sugz’ st according as 1t thinke
3t agrmuprisate to the pgivern oitjects, but othevwice doea not
concern itgelT abcut the truth of these deterzinctionz themselvos.
or pak whether both are detrraminatlona of the oblects or of cop~
nition,"(373-9% : ,

served ghpve, at this whole standpoint the only question wh*ch,\

I-Ip"rel _ , TR LS '| Cv:.c ' )

The End hes turned nut J I the external worla, of

to be the complementary ! nataﬂe, the subdivlsion on Megchanism ang.

Third¥® of Fechanlisz and Chemlsn {this is very important), are the

"heulsm; LT 1la their = [ bases of itthe totality of the acuivi*y of
srath, Slpce Lt still { man,

standas within the bphpre ) - From this slde, from the side of th j
of Oujoczivitv or of the practical. (Pndfpositiﬁg)acqivlt’ of man, &
immedlacy ‘of the total  the cchemicel (an menhanfﬁal) caupality
Motion, it is stlll afw.i ‘the world (of-'nature)appears Sﬁmehhat .
focted by externality as. exteraal as 1f secondary, as 1f eovered. - |
such; an objective world L 2 fo*ms of Objlectivity of thes proaeee.
tc which it relates. i1t~ | nature (mechanical and chemical) and

aelf otll) stancs oprosed’ Ené-poeiting activity of marn, The re~

to it.. Frow this side ‘lationshlp of these forms. The Endsof .
mechanicel causality (in{men fro~ the beginning svpearx foreilgn
which generslly Chemiam | {("other") in relationship to nature, The
must be lncluded)atil’ apy consciousness of man, of science ("no-
pears in thls End-relation tlon") veflects the esaeuce, gubetance’.

- (whichis external)but as .{ of nature, but at the sgame time this
subordinated to 1% and as’ ’consciousness i1s external in relation= .
transcondad in and for it-ishin to nature (not at once but simpl

.+ 'eelf,"(360) }tlcoinciding with it). : ‘
. HeooFrom thie results ubef Technique, mechanical_ggg_%ggg}cal,
™ what ita

nature of the subordination of the two ‘(has Berve the aims of man its
previous forma of the objectlve proceesy character (essonce) conslste in itg de-
the Other, which In them lies in the in , bermination by external conditions (by 47
finlte progress, i3 the Notlon which at ! the laws of nature) -fﬁ&:
flret is oalted ae externzl to them, )\M_ ;gf

which is End; ngt only 1s the Notion the
substance, ﬂut also externality is the mo-

mant which ig easentisl to them and constitutes thel? determinatenese. Thus

mechanical or chemical technlque spontanecusly offera itself to the End-rela

tion by reason of 1te character being deternined externaelly; and this rela-
tion mustnow be Tuirther consldersd, T{380)

((Tachnigue and the ohlective world, . ﬁcchnigu
and Lnd))




- —

", 1t(End}has befure 1t an obji=ctive, Mechanlesl end Chemical
world, to wlkich Lte activity relates ltselfl as to someuhina
already given..." "to this extent 1t still hag a truly exira-
nundene exletence, nan;lj in su far as this objectivity
standr upcosp to 13. (SBP

Tn “Dﬂlitj the aims of men are ge1eratod oy the!

obJectlve world and presupposs it,8%f1ad 1t as

the glven, cxzistent, But it augeprs tC man
i \that “hic aimn are taken outside of the world,
- L independent of ("freedom")afh the worls

((§8: AL} this in & obout “S..n..jecf.ne émavna))

/1 JQI- } o ) )

#(" "The Eni binds it
it

,_gnd in obleetivity with 1ts=-l * {384)(&The Means")

sell together with obgectivity through a Meang,

v

{f, “-"Furthsr, since the End 1s finlie 1% hes a finlte contentyf
aczordingly it iz not absolute or uttnrly and in and Tor . . ’
Lteelt raasonaole. The Means honaver 1 the exfiernal mid-]/ Embryo of
dle of the syllogiem which is the reslizntion of the End; [his.mater
ir 1t thersfore reasonableness sanifeets itsell as cuch-- Lalism. in
ag precerving itgelfl in this exuernal Oth elanly xHegel
through this Pvte“naaity e € ieans 1 higher -
than the finlte Ends of external usefulnequ. the plough is /
more honcurable than are immedlately those enjoyments
which are procured by it, and are Enda, .The inetrument is o
preserved, while the ﬁmsaiate enjoyrente pass away and are Hegel anc

.0t en~3 In hias tools mzn possesges power over external histo:—;

ateria]
ism-:

NATURE, TVEN ALT] }LTdOUCh . ACCORDING TO HISEndg, he frequently \ ical .

is qubjected To AtW ¥

Norbeicht eﬁéﬁL%KS'THhEbdﬁctlbﬁ'EB'EEh"Bbﬁﬁ
[dated+nNurenberg,m?/21/1816 et
@hia 1g in &"The Realiyed and"

[ s e . e e b e
— S— s

r‘HI"tov'.'n::al materlialism, as one of the annlications and deve-
k10pments of the ldeas of genius are in emoryo to be feound in

Hegel. .
rEfL‘ C;“”"' , . : -

e T et

WL

¥The teleolog cal process 1g the translation into onject*vity
of the Notionpwhich exiets distinetly as Motion,!. {388)

"Not only is the empheeis on thie sentence VIL's, but the
emphasiﬂ 18 not merely ir itplics but in amn‘l type capn,-=Tr




W IIEER I Sr Yy S e goWe T IHAS AVen strpinghVEEElf
and worrles to death--to subsume the purpdseful
ectivlity of man under thas catpgoriegﬁ@%h Josic,
asylng thrt thls nctivity is the "¢ sinn“
{Schluga), that the subject playe the rcle of
gnme sor ‘pf "mepber" in the logleal "flgure!

£ the "EMEIWSTER" ete.,--then_this is not_only
2 _atrnin, not only a zeme, There is here a very ;
denn content, purely materialistlc. It 1s ne-
cassary to turn thisg ersund: Fee the nractical /
activity of men bhllions of times must brinz the

gonsginucness of man_lo _the peditlion _of tha
rhoue lozical figuFFEIZEE:gilgfigggt these

E@k 13 schieve the significance of an SEXiom/

Notdbena e R

crmman .‘._,H__.________,_._-...._/"

B
The crtogorlies
of Loglce ancd
the nractice
of man

mn T

v r——

e g

. "The mivement of the End has now achieved thet the moment of
%?? externality ir porited not only In the Notinn, and the Notlon.
1= not onlv Ought and tendency, but, as nonhret= totality, is
' fidentienl with immediste ijectivity * (394} At the ond of the
&"Realized ¥nd", at the end of the section (Chopter IIItTeleology).:

w\-—Section 1T "Oblectivity! the transition Section ITI THE IDEA..

TP R e et i i o A M PRACR L ST M  AFTISC Sgat Trm .
. v

From suhjpct Rﬂmarﬁable. Hegel goes hrough she prectical,

ive notion iexpedleant activity of man %o get To the WIdeal
and subJrot-] 'as aorrespondence. of the .notion wlth the object,.
ive end %o to the Idea 28 truth., A close approach to this,
oblactlve that man by hls practice demonstrated the objpct-
truth, i1ve corresctnese of his ideas, notions, know]edge;

[acinnce..ur-; S . T

M e b e
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SWCTTON THREI: TH¥Y
Beginning of Sectlon IIT: "Iden'

"The Xden ig the amdequate Noulon: gblectlve truth®, or the
truth ap such,"Ra5d

In general the introduction to 3rgtion ITT £"The Idea") of

”ar IT of Lomie ("Subjeotive Lowlce") (Vol .V, {pn.395-400)

and the cor"P5301d1ng &E& in the Tncynlopeedi 1 {4213~ 715} .
‘g\\ie neariy T""lp very bast amulyrkrs “eserintion of the dir.le:c..tlc.“%

Hore then “ancr, 2 to gpenk, of lesgle and

gnosinlory 1s demnnstreurd n n remsrkably inenlred manner,

The axpressdon "Idec” ic used also in the senge of simphe
present-ilen.  Xanz, .
Hpgp- srﬂiﬂﬂv"(qnu hag clalmed: the expression "igdea"* agein for the ¥etien|
f?ant “of resson,--Now according to ¥ent the Notl;n of vesson is teo :
T be the Notion of the unconditioned, and, with respect to phe- ‘.\
fzainet fpans) nomsna, o be ?rfnﬂcew dant IEPgripfen}Thyhifh means that it i »J'
e enﬂen_ﬂqum impoesible to make any nneounnp erziricel use-of 1t. Notiona

\/

of gepara- Notions of underetending for.the bare understanding (Vprptehe
tion of truthof perceptiong,--But in fact, if the latter really are lotlone

'fabjestive) han they avs Notirnﬁ.-~ﬂCﬁﬂFbtuaT or notlonal camor?henrioﬂwl
rom pmn*riclsﬁaﬁeF place onrouﬂh them. ., "(395) _

I s TV TP

T R\ below ebcut Xentld

.\ Y JURTEp

in ihe srnpe Of Tea3on are to serve for the conceptual comprehenaionl), anu ‘
Zéﬁn

It 45 likewise incorrect to consider the Ides sometking "hon-
actugl" ag when 1t Is sald:"Thie i only an 3den.”

\ "now i thoughta are merely gubjective snd centingent
hey certainlv Mave no further value; but Ln this they are not
~ ‘ infevior to the temporal and conuiannu actuallties, which alec
‘have no value execept thot which 1s proper tc contingencles ﬂﬂu
" ghenomena, Ané AT cchPrselJ the Idez ig not to be rated g .
. true tecause, with reaspect to phenonena, 1t ic trnnscendenu, and
'no _objJact can be ascipned ts 1%, in the sencuous worid, to which
it conformy, thig ig a etrange lac% or understandlng,~-for ac
the Iden 1a denled cbjoctive vpliidity Lecavee 1t lacke that
which constltutes appearsnce, or the untrue helng of the object-
ive world." {726

tgée
bien!

In relation tc the practical ideas Xent himself ack-
rowledges tha vulgnar refarence to exgerience ageinst ideas;
1deee he presents sz the marimum to which it le neceesary to
gtrive to.unite with actuality., And Hegel continues:

"Bu}, the result having been reached that the idea
1s the unilty of the Notion and Cbjectivity, or the
: truth, 1% muet not merely be consgldered ac
Eugel ngainat tha EOnliwhi h muet be spproached while it atill remalne a
“kpyond" of Kant kind of ggyond“ 1t muat be held thag vhatever 1§hnc§ga1
As enly i go fer ng 3t contalng and exprecces the :2: 1
Cg{reepggigngﬁjgfan;ot The cbjecL and the objac*ﬂve and subjectlive world, not
one 8% D22 ) Levely ousht to gruform®to the Idea, but sre themselven
eub Jectively, i the contormilty oF Noblon and roallty] that reality wilch
f doens not rcorreepond te the Notion iz mere. apppnrnnce,_




or thut cubjootive, contingent, ernrizicus entlty which 18 not
the truth.' (398) .
ST .
HE nat? 1téis rlitnle © M Trea {read: nowledge of men) ia thes
trazh, the identity of the Hetion adecrrespondence (cozlasielof the Hotion
nné obl=ativity ne a2 unlverssl.t and ke objnctggity the unlv~rscl?}),

A

{30 Thips TAretly ™2
"Soegondly®, 1t $e the re- fg2ns, the fdea 3s the . _

latign¥c? the Subjfectivity, whlch reletlien Fer iiegelf ¢ ;j?eSubjﬁctivi@§)3

1g for itsels, =f she elmple " TEae T indspendent) T

Nntion 1o the Objectivity which . {= of man) to the gistinet Ifrom thic

iz distinct from 1%: the fTormer’ idea)objectivity, :

1t ersentizlly the ul : Subjectivity ie the

transcenc thies sepa n. ©° gtriving te abolieh thls ceparation
"L In tnls rolati ' tothabIdes from the object)

Isea is the 3 g icyef =504 in which 1t . rnowledee 4isc 2 Lrocens of

sandere Atselt into individusl- ‘eubmersion in if¥pganic nature (wdnd)
ity and its incrgenic nature, for the sake of subordination To it of
snf again brings the latter back the power of the sublect and generalliza-
under tne vpower of the subject, '’ tion {knowledge of the universal ln
returning te the first cimple | phenomena)...The correspondence cf
universniity, The self-identity] thought with the object is a process.
of the Idez w#Ex l¢ cone with the 'Thought (=nan) muat not present to 1ueelf
proceas; and the thought which . truth in the form of s dead repose, in
Frees motuality from the show 3 the form of a simple picture (image)of
of purposeless ohangeability andijz pale (epent), without lmpulee er motlon,,
tvansfigures 1% Into the Xdes t -like a gcni&ﬁ, a number, sbetract . 7 -
must not imagine thls truth of %hought. toa
zotunlity is a doad repose, or ' The Idea hag In iteelf the .
bare piecture , snent and without Etrangest contradiction, repose (for the .
impulse or mciion, or as 2 genlup! thought of man) coneist in firmness and' ..
number, or abstract thought, In|lconviction from which he eternslly ’
the Idea the Notlon reaches freedlorsates (this contradlction of thought
dom, and becaucge of this the Idea! with the objlect) and cternally gotheser

s contains oven the harshest opso~ \itranscends. it... .
. rgltion; ite repose conslste in th
"r?? '\sacurity end certainty with which

1t eternally cweates sand eternslly

verconme; 1t, coinciding ¥h 1t \
Fith $tegelf,* (399~400) :

Knowledge is eterral, infinite approachment

of thouzl¥ to the object., The refiegtion of

nature in the thought of man must be under-

2. stood not in a "dead", rot in "an abstract®
"\:;) manner, not without motion , not without
gontradictlong, bul_irneternsl process of
movement, emergence of contradictioneg and

thelr solution, ]

T

)

",..the Ides 1s,..the Idea of the True and of the Good,

—

es Cognition and Volitlon*...the | { —tHe Tdsa 14 cognltlon and
process of this Tinite cognition striving {(wigh ‘man},
and (NE)ac?lon (N8)makes the upi- The procese (transient,
vgrsg}%fﬁtowgicgtutigirsygfgq%b;B rinite, limited)of cognltion . .

giracsv)into ; an ! and of action makes abDetract: .
pecomes perfec 0% F!Q%iv i- ) ; -notionn'ﬁ'f'é'—g_gmpleteﬂbw: W .

1549 % objaotivi £y
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Aleo in the Enc*g;ggggdin ,Vol,VI. Fneyclopeedin, &P135 .
(sL, p.382-5,tr i

1
", The Idea 1s She Truth: Tor Truth), Separate being {subject
1s the correspondence of objlectivity phenonenon, ete.) le (only5
¥it: the notion...And yet, agaln, | one apcect of the iden (of
averything actual, in so Tar as 1t trutii)/ Still other sldes of

Ya

1= true, i¢ the Idea...Every indiv-; actunliity ere neded for truth,
1durl being is zome one agpect of which alao will merely euvpoar
the Idea: for which thevrefore, ret independent andé ceparnte {es-
other neatuzllitiere arr needed, which. peelally evisting for them~
in their turn anperr to bove n relfs gelves. Only in_thelr totsl
cubniatence of their ovn, It i ity (zussmmen) nn¢ in thelir
only in them altogether and in thel»  relation (Beziehunz) fees
relrtion that the notien irf reellged’  Truth realine liself.

The individurl) Ly lteoelf doeo nol :

correcuond to lis notion. Tt le thid
limitation of its existence which N
¢ nsbitutea the Tinitude and the ruin’

of the individual "{SL,362-3} v

' The to t a 1 1 § y of ill sldes of a phenc-|
menon, of sctuality and Thelr tmutugllﬁ_ﬁ Ty
melationship--that is how truth is(formedl :
Relntionels transitiong® contradictlons}df ) Hegel e a genlus
rotiens = the main content of logle, in addél-'\ guessed the dialec— "
tion to which these notions {(and thelr rela-; | tic of things (phe~
tioneg, transitlons, contradictions) are ] nemena, world, -
- ghown 28 reflection of the objecilve world, : nsture5 in.the e
The dialectic of thingn creates the dlalectle |dlelectic of notiongég
of ideas, and not the reverse, ' ‘ Eq)

i vm o b S o e 4 Lt S S e U e e e e b s brd A TR e 18 AT
e gy e Lo

i
This gphoriem chould be expressed in a more pOé\
pular way, without the word; dialectic: thus: , S

Hegel with the _zuess of a genlus in the chengs, Prnciselg'%gggﬁgg,
interdependence of all notione, in the identity ‘no mors

of their contradictions, in the transitions of

one notlon.into ancther, in eternal chenge, move

ment of notlons saw precisely such a_ relatiocn o

thinee, of nature,

i
i

R I T e wr o L....\...-- T ]

= L

interdependence of notions Every noiion is in a certaln

" of @all " relstion, in a certaln connecy- :
{ without e-ception © dtion whth X g1l the Uthergﬁbj R RS
-irnnsiticns of notions from one ) . - \

of what doesn intc the sdther e e e L §
dialectic for a1l " without
conalat? exception

\ relntivity of the contradiction between notlons...

Liggﬂﬁity of contradictisn between notions,

(&213) (8L, 3531
dpmith 18 at firet taken $o mean -thnt I knowhow something
1a, Thia ia truth, howaver, only in reference o conoclousness;

1550 = e
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1% is formal truth, bere correctness. Truth in the deeper sense
sonsiets in the 13antity between obJeatirity and the notion.®. ..

Us bad man ls ~n untrue man, o man who does not beh~ve 88 his no-
tion or his vocation reaquires. Nething howvever con subgiet if
1% be wholly develd of Adeniity between the noticn and renllty.
wven bad snd untrue thinge hove being, in co for az thelr real-
11y otill, shomehow, conforms 1o their notlon...

0, ,.averything decerving the name of prhilosophy hss conetantly
baen bnoced on the coneclousness of on atenlute uniiy wiere the
undersianding sees epnd sccepts only geparation,...{354)

"The rtapes hitherte consiiered, viz,, these of Seing | The distinc-
and Escence, me well as these nf lNotion and of Oblectivy_tion of
jty, arenot when so dirtinguiched, something permanent, Being from
resting upsn themselves, They have proved to me gial-~ [ nRPEENCE,
gctieczl; and sheir only truth ls thet they are dynamic notion from
slements of the icea.,” (8L,p.355) ' . Objlectivity

’ ) ot : are relstive

AW 2

Moments of ¥novledge (= "the Idea")of nature by man——?
thet is vhet the categoriee of Loylc are o

Vul.VI,p.(355)(&214):

"The Igea may be deseribed 1n many wWaye, It may he called ‘
reagon land this is the proper philescphical rignificetlon: “
of reeeon); subject-object; the uniiy nhf the idesl and the C
real, of the finite and the infinite, or soul and body; the :
poasibility which has 1%s actudlity 1a iss own sell; that (' e
of vhich the nature onn bs_thought only as existunt,&e. the ldet
411 these deecriptions apply, because the Idea contalns al of trith,
‘he velntlons of anderetanding, but contains them in thelr s all-
infinlte self-veturn and self-ldentity. o sldedd

KI% 1s-gasy work Tor the undersinnding to gshow that avery-
thing aald of the Ides 1s pelf-cpntradictory¥ Dut that can
guite as well be metaliated, or rather in the Idea the retal-
1ation 13 actuslly mede, And thils work, which 15 the work of
recson, 1s certalnly not so enasy as thet of the understanding,
Understanding may demonstrate that the Ydea 1g self-contradic-
tory: becaugs the subjectlive 1s subjective only and i1s always
confronted by the chjective,--because belng e difTerent from
noticn and therefore cannot be picked out of 1t,-=beopuso the
finite 1a finite only,- the exact antlthesls of the inflnite,
\and therefore not identical with it; eand so on with every term
of the description. 1Ihe reverse of all this however 1s the
docctrine of Legie, Logic shows that the suhjective which ia
to be subjeetive ohly, the finlte which would be finite only,
the infinite wilch would be infinite only, and g0 on, have no
truth, but contradlct themselves, and pass over intc their op-
posites, Hence thls trangition, and the unity in which the
extremes are merged and become factors, each with a merely
refleoted existence, revenls itself as tnelr wruth,

W oy
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- NB+: "The andevstunding, which addreeses itself to deal
Ab~tractlon und the ! with the Idea, commlts n doutle misunderatanding. "
" aerete unliy" of . It talkes first the extrromes of the Ides (be they ex— !
onppesites, Soperd & presged as they will, so long as thoy are in their
pxsmple: the mcst \unity}, rot as they are underctood when stemped with |

gimple and the mast\\this conerete unliy, vut as 1f they remained abetrac—

clear. /' tlone pusslde of 1t. It no leec mistakee the re-

\ The dlalectlc of /. latlon betvaen them, cven when it has besn exvress- U
notlons and 1te ' 1y gtated. Thus, for axasple, 1% overlcoks oven 1B
meterizllictic rootg.the nature of the 2omula in the Judgment, whlch &f—’ inaiv=-

,:%i flrms that the 1ndividual, or cubject, is after ulj.kldual-—
r tothe

Dialedtiz is nZEin| pot indlvitusl, wit urivevsal,d bat, in the gecond
inive

the mind of man,bufi! place, the understending belisves its'rerlecticn’,-

in the "Idea“,i.e.h&——that the sellf-identleal Ices contains its own nesz-

In tkx objective /j 8¥lve, or contalns contrediction,--1o Te an exterhi-

activity. v; ALl refleotlon which doeos not lie within the Tdea Litnelf.

\ . © But the reflecticn ig really nc psculiar cleverncas ¢fF
the undevstending. “he JTdea 1tself 1g tha dlalectic o
vhien Tor ever divides and dlstinguishes the self-) “Etﬁrfi-
ldenticeal from the otjectlve, the finite from tHe [jfal lird
jinfinite, soul from body. Only on these teras is |{fizdlal-|
l;t an_eternal creation, eternal vitallty, and e- 1 Yectlc |
Ierna irit, " (358 . TTrme——,

VI, &214 (588) . - .

v
-~

"The Idex ip essentlally & process, because itg *dent Idea‘iéi

tity is the abnolute and Tree identlty of the notion, only ‘;a~pro-

in so ftar ae it is abaclute negativity and rér that reason ||l cess
dlalecticel.® {357) : = ‘
Therefore, the expression, "unlty* of thought &nd
being, finlte and infinite ete. le falge, Tecause 1t re-
flects a "guiescent®identity". It Is not true that the
“finlte simply neutralizes the infinite and vicea vevea,

In actually we have a p r 2 ¢c e & s,

I D= mmen s eerem— o L e

Ir ({lel)to calculste.,.every second on the carth 10 men die

and‘%ﬁ?reater'number are born, "Motion" and "moment": selze
it. Every moment a given...Seize this noment. Idey, in slmple -
mechanieal movement{consra Chernov) :
“The 1dea ae a procees runs through three stages in its develop-
ment, The first form of the idea is Life...The second fora 1s..,
the idea in the form of Knowledre, which appears under the double
aspect of the Theoretical and Pragtionl®* idea.  The process of
inowledge eventuptes In the restoration cof the unity enriched
by difference, Thls gives the third form of the idea, the

Absolute Idea,.."(558

it =+ e ————————— et £ = miem ettt m e = ek

e A o 8 e L el e st T e 13 4T g ST e e et LS LT L e L e e e Sy

;kfgfhe Tdea 1z "truth" (pn,558%6)&213), The Idon, i.a3. sruili™

' . |88 a process--since Yruth le a procesg--goes through three i

, stagee in 1ts development: 1)1ife; 2J)process of knowledge,
Truth 18 & pro- “angluding pragtice of man and technlgue (ef.sbove),-3)the.
ceen. From fhe tage of abeolute 1des (i.e, complete Sruth)

subjective ldea m Life gives birth to brain, Naturg -maggégqied in |

§gﬂghtghggggﬁt1V& ths bram of man, Verifying and applying tricsé Feéfibctlons )

wI'U ~ - : 5 |

“prac?TEE“fTand 3'f%&”aig P‘aFEfQ? and in technique, man comma o obJeétlve !
b - : . .

ol )
_ Neghwsenl
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‘ ~81_
Loglc, Voli.V.
Reption TII. Chenter I, Life,

Life scems to hoave no place in "loglc as 1t ls commonly imaglned"
1#0T). But if thuth ieg the sublect of logle, and "trutk as such
cssentially 1s 1n Goznition”, then i1t 1c necessary so Secat mamd
cognltion--1t 495 necespary. %o spenk of life alresdy in connection
with cognltion,

Sometlmes in & so-called "pure logic" 1ls already inciuded "anpplied"
(angewandte) logic, bLut then.,, '

Every sciance(gﬁfor then avery aclence muet be absorbed in logle, since
is aﬂfpplied jjench ig »n applied loglc in sc far as 1% consircis in ap-
loglc |!prehending lts obJeet in forme of thought and of the
INotion,"(401) ‘
;The theught to 1neclude 1 3 f e in logle is understand-
iable --ani inaplred--from. the standpeint of’ the procesg
lof reflectisn zr#-1in consclousneas (at the beglnning
"individual] of man of the objective world and the ver- |
fifleetlon of thls consclousness {reflection)by practice:

R ERIR S S ESEESE S

"the original Judgpment of Life consigts in thls, that 1’1L1re < ind-
separetes Ytsell ag irdividual subjzct Trom the object- lividual slib~
ive..."{404) _ _ Ject mepar-— |
‘ ‘ ‘ . - ‘iates himself
ey e e s o - e TPOR Bl Ob JocW .
Encyslopredia &318¢ the single membera of the o
body ere what they are only 4n relation, A
hand, zut off from the body, is a hand in namei.
lonly. (Arictctle) '

R tmtrm o o e ra d t

Ericiclonaadia &219:..."The inorganic nature which
12 subdued by the vital-agent suffers this fate,
becauge 1t ip yivtually the same ze vhet 1ife 1s
agtually. "(p. 3561

- A 4 e pp R o m——eee an am feh R = e b

Turn&h& around = pure material-
iam, - 3plendidg profound, truell And also NB: CQe- |

*; menetrates the extreme correctness and polntedness-
of the terms "in itself! fnd !for ligelinlil :

s ot et vy A

T VETAPE o eXnNIn e EHE Felatlon of "aub yeet to ob="
jlect in 4f» loglc, then it 1s neceseary te teke in-
to account also the general refersnces- of being of
the concrete subject (= lire of man)in the objective!
B O D e L i e e s et an s 2 e

Subdivielons: 1)iife, as the "living indivhdual" (&A)
2)"'Life process"”
5)4Procecs of the Kind" (Gettung), reproduction of
nan and transition to gognitlon.

- ~rameme b

?ijﬁg;gsggg;gg“hompletenesa" Eﬁam“inaiffg;éﬁiﬁr"ubjectiviﬁgﬂ_'
(2)unity or subject and objeole—---— e e

. s e

t,,.This objectivity of the Living Entity is Orgenlsm} .
the objectivity is the Heang and instrument of the End..g“(406) “




1

into object- | in iteelS or as subjective, and of what 1%t ig an

—-GPe

A P
‘Furthey” "podvedeniye" under logicnl catezoryes |
Tsonglbaiiicy! (Sensi. 213tHt), "irritabiligy?
(Irritnbillitat)--and thig i she pevticular |
Hegel and & idn 2lstinctlion from the universalll--apa ﬂr- ‘
game in "erganlc “weproduction' is ennty gnme., Forgotten is
noetinna" ‘the nodsl line, transftion into o & N e T
: ;g Platitudes of naturnsl phenomena,
Efe. Pnin 1s "actual exicterce" of con- .
’} tradicetion in the living individnal S
t L e . .

reproducilon of uwen &g their (that of}
vidunle of opnoclte sex) raslized iden- The
iz the necative unity of the Xingd whien lerous
S-roflscis itsel? out of the dlvision, (424} Hegel
. . ‘ f

Logle, Vol,V, ’
Seation IITI, Idea.
{pp.395-186)

Subjective con’...Ius (the rotion's) reality in genersl le the form of 1ts
eclougness ongd exigtencs, and whet matteres s the determination of thie Form;
ta 9ubmersiaq=u on %hls depends the dlstinction of that which the Notion is

) submerged into
ivity : (i Oblectivity, an? next in the Idea of Life."(418), =

i}eee"Spirdt not only 1s infinltely richer than Naturé, buf thé)
I absolute untty or opposites in the Notion escnsiitutes itsq Myati.-

Mystictenm
: egsenca,,, "

'l clam!
! T

Herel azaingt Xant:

. ' ) ) . e . "
With Xant the "E€“ apperre "as the transcendentel| ?i.e.that:
csublect of thoughts';YAY the same time thin Ego, mecord- the "Ego'in
ing to Hant'g ¢wn expreczion, im awkwerd in thigs respect,Xant ia an
that wo muet slvnys me¥e use of 4t in order to make ang [empty form
Judgment sbout it,.."(417)" : - F elf-guikpds;

ut" }withaut’’

- : _eongrete
( 18) : ‘ \gnalyriﬁ of the process 3T cognition.
p.418 :

“In his (= Fant'c)oriticiam of these determing-
tiong (that is: of abetract, one-s47n1 determinatione

Tof the e VEDaE- - e Kat fl onena gty 82 2oyt the

'“soul")*he glmoly fcllowed Kumels cceptiecal mannrer: he NB:
~Jholda fagt to that which sppears zae Egio An self-con- Kant ang
\ecloueness, from which however (he ingists) averything ||Hume--gcep-
P{ﬁ%’ fempirieal muct be omitted, sines the aim ic to Khow 1: tica '
//’ eagsence, or the Thing-in-itaslf, Now nothing remring 1*

‘but the phenosencn of the 1T _think'* which accompaniee ¥

eyany 1&9&5 and ncbody haz the nlightest notlen orf this
'I Think, tU{a2a)F # 2 :

. i —m

Evidontly Hegel here ceed scepticiem in the fact that ;v ”{“(m
Hure and Xant do not sge in 'phanomena" the pgueardng be,
; thing-lbself,:ggpgggte’phencmena Trom cblective trath
| doubt the ohlectiviiy of cornltion, sthe aeparaic

- .

: t (veglassen) from Ling rn sioh,..And Hegel continues:
P 1554 SRR Tle F RSl RETE N
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Fe "I muat certainly be admitted. that 1t is imnom—VIt is lmpos-
elble to have the sli:rhiest notion of Ezo or anythla sibvle to un-
nl<e {the Netiop ;hcluded) iT no Fouion is forneé“and ‘deratond cut-
nalt 1s mcde pt the simple, fixed mensiri iden and  f(side of the
ggmg?“ (+10) jorceegs of
w.. Understanding
{of coznition, of cor-
o f‘r“ntn ﬁf¢if “ete.)
In oprder to underatesnd, 1t 1s necces- -
eary empiricslly to ﬂeg1n underestends
Anr, ptuly, Trom empirieism te elc- !
va,n cnesel? tp the universzrl., In
oréer te leprn to swim, one mast et
intg the water. :

" The old metruhyelco, etriving to knov truth, divided aub-
Kant limic<c: y‘nctn seaordtng To the sisn of truth, accerding to suhatonce and
himaelf to !. shernemena, The C»Yticlems of Kant renounced the investigatlon of
"ﬁhn"crnnn‘lhuruuh..."Eu to stend fast at Appearance tnd tha date givern o

lﬂmerp genzunueg "eyrpsnnuation In everyday conasciousness ie teants-

fknounu te ~ rasimnation of the notion and of philoecphy,"{421)

&A;THE IDEA OF THE TRUE!
Tht firat the subjsctive Tdes is i [ulsp....the impulee
has the deferminnteness .of cancelling its ot subjsctlvity, of
"meklng concrete its reality (which wes abstrset at first), and-
of FAlling 1%, Tor contenth with the world vhich ie prebuﬁEOEGd _
by 1te Bubjactivlty...Cognition 48 the Idea as End or &s suLJecu~
‘Ave, and zo the negatien of the world which lg presupposed as :
being in 1%eslf 1g first‘*negation..."(d“n Q)

[T T e
=4 _o. “"ho 4 v‘la"-n"f‘ﬂnn mamant ‘hacdnninea ﬂﬂf\ﬂﬂﬂf\w

'01 knowiedge ie 1ts Tinitude (Enilichiteit) éh&“'}
[subjentiwitv negation of world-in-ligelf--the [
goal of knowledge 18 at firet subj ctive... ‘{W

. Hegel against Eant:
Fant ralgef"3% rangelj eqcugh thls side or finltude*has latterly
one asPact into {evident:ly Xant)*peen selized upon and has been taken to
the absolute be the absolute® relation of Coghition--as though the
H finite Be.ruch was to be the dbeclute! At this point !
B of vicw the OblJect 1s assigned the property of beingllWith Kant:
‘ an unknown Ihing-in-itself behing®¥all knowledge, the thing%
vwhich preverty, together with truth, ile coneldered zn ab- iin 1tself}
sclute 3eyeud*for Gognition. The detersinutions of hough(, lg the -

in generel, the categories ornd the determinations of re- abeclute -
Tlectlion as well as the formal NHotion and 1ts moments, are Beyonﬁ"
here glven the peosltlonh not that they are finite doterming- oo
tione in and for themselves, but thal they are g0 in the Sunjectiv- ]
gsenae that they are subjective s agalnst that empty (ism of Kant,
Thinghocd—*n- tgelf¥: the error of taking this relation | B
o the untruth of “ogniuion as va1id han become the !
unive~sel ocinion of modern times."{428)

x Shoathe ¢ heioid® de Peged”? - 12




Fintte, urnnvignrv, rnlatﬂva, ‘conditional
. c“a“anéor of man's knowledge (his catego-
»Les, ¢absality, ete. ete.) Kan®t tcok for sub]ech—
‘ '1v1hm . and not ror the dialeetis of the Idea!
‘ 7 nature lteelf), tearing knowledge Trom |
xthe ob]ec.. : o <

v+ vBut Cognlticn muct byits owvn nrocess res

esclv Zut the
1ts firitude and therefore its contradiction, V(42e-

gourge of
knowladge
Yledédes hin to
cblective truth

"It 1s one-sided to imrgine analyesis in such)
a mampner ag though nothing were 1n the oblezet exeept)
what hag beon put into it; =nd it le Pquﬂlly simply | ‘
taken nut of it# ‘he Pormer ldea 18 of course the \ Hegel againss
thesis of subjective idenlism, which in analysio : sublective
takes the activity cf Cognition only 8o a one-slded ' | idealism and
positing® beycnd vhich the Thing-in-iteelffremsine “realism”
hicden; the latter ldea telongs %o so~called realism
which tokee the subjective Notion ag an empty 1dant -}
ty that abeorhs the thought-determinations from wlth-
out, "(400)

s+« "BUS the twc momente cannot be: separated; in
‘ : 1ty abetrach fcrn, intc which enalysis elaborates 1,,
ObJeectivity the log*ca‘ le certainly present ornly in Cognition;
of logic Awhiie conversely 1t is not only something poslted but
oo lalso samething which ig in itgelf." (42Qj .
L S

T e s

.Tﬁb Tasiand’ hotinne are cnhian11Vn,nn 1gng ggf
they remaln "abstract, in ite abstract form,\
snd at the same time exnress alse the thine-
in 1teelf, . Nature ané concreteness and
-abstractness,. and phenomencn ané essence and
moment and relation, HNsMan'a un understunding

1a subjective in its abetractness, otorv&
but objleactvas a whole, in the process, in thev
Lresult in the tendoncy, 1n the source,

o m—— S ;

Very gooa &225, Encvclooaeaiawhere "knowled e“ -I
("theoretie") and P111", "practical activity

are described as two sides, two methods, two t
means of abolishing “one-sidednpss“ and ‘subject-
ivity and_objeculvity. E

,ﬂ transilttcn of the categories onc
'“\ 111 into another (and ageinet Kant, p.431)

Logic, V2l,V, p,{end)( @,{151,—-1:1')

\ And further:(430-1)very 1mportant ebout the
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4,.,Kont,, . takes up the determinate connections (the relation-
notions and the synthetic orincipice themeelves) from formal
togle ap ziven*, They ought %o have been docduced by the expo- |
Celtion oF the trensition of thio planle unity of celr-conscloue%
f

'nags into thage ita detarminatione and dlstincticna; tut Kanzt
“spared hlmeelf the thouble of demoncirating this yeritebly
 synthatie nrogress—-ihe self-nroducing Notion,"(830=1

Kant 24¢ not densnetrate the L rnn e ! v 1 on
c¢f the entegorles 2ne Into the other, P

{4r4)Returaing once ognin to higher mathematics {reveeling, in~
cldentolly, acquaintpnee witn the menner in whieh Geusc achieved
equation xm -~ Y = 0), Hegel cnee agalin concerntdtiimsell with
differentinl and intepral chlculus, saye tnas

Byherce to thic ¢ay mnthenatics lias fatled in justifylng
theee operations, which are bssed upon this transition, through |
themselven, That is, in & msthematical monner! for the transl- }
1010 1g not of 2 matheretic nature. _Lelbniz® is glven the cre- /
dit of waving trensformed the erithmetic of the infinitesimal
differences into o calculuir; but (as was shown in the same place
he mede the tranegltion in the mogt inadequate manner, a manner

‘voth thercuxhly notionlere and unmathematical." (434 o o

"Analytic*Cognitizsn is the filrst premiec of the whole syl-
logism,--the immediate relation of the Notlon to the Object, Con-
seguently identitvis the determination which 1t recognlzes ag
ite own: it 1z only the apprehenslon of whet Je. Synthetle Cog-
nition endeavouwsa to form a Notion¥of what ts, that 1is, to selze
the mulsiplicity of determinations in thelir unity, ~ Hence 1t lg-
- the aecnnd pramies of the aviloriem in which terms various as .

such are related, Its gcal iz therefore necessity in general,"(4Z5)i

‘
i

' Hegarding the manner in which sgsme pclences (for exasmple,
physics) take ror "explenation" vericus “forces, etc. end tighten
(str'in), aspur on the Trncts, ete. Hegel makes the followlng wicee

remark:
VIt is now seen that the so-called” explanation tﬂﬂ&tﬂ
proof of the conerete element which is brought inmto
Proposltions 1s partly a tautology and nartly a confusion
_ . of thetrue relatlon; further it is geen thot thie confu-
slon aerved to diegulse the trick of Cognition, which took up
: .empirical &ata one-sidedly {the anly manner in which it could
Remarkably true and | |reach ite simple deflnitions and formulse), and eludes
profound—{ef, the ™\ !emprical vefutation by examining expsrience and alloving
political economy ofjjiit valldity not in ita concrete totalliy but as example,
(Epe hourgeolsie ~‘{Jand only in that direction which is serviceakle for the
|ihypotheses and the thoory. Conerste experience belng
Apeinst subjectiviem, thus xsmt subordingied Lo Lne presupposed -dewermlinaiions
and one-gldedness ] the foundation of the theory is obscured, and ls exhibited
lonly from that oide which 12 in conformity with weMM the

" theory..."(458-7)

i

EYARDLIET o v ool AT
nonsensical zhnichﬁnfzj\
.o With banallties) elos—
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wfBe
overturnod
Kant »nd Jeccbi overthrew the old metapnysice (f'or axemple,

.¢, Hont 31d nov Wolrr). Xant ghowed that the, "strict demnnetrations’
*eratand the ‘lrd to antinomien, "But hA¥GIA nat reflcet upen the nab

univeresl law of :hé_ﬁgre; yet the two atand and frll togsther,” (458)

ialectic of the "rinite"%

S8ynthatic Cognition is not yet complete becauce "the
Noticon doss not pecome unlty with 4teslf in Atae oblect or Mto
, reality..,Yence 1n this Cognitlon the Ides dces not yet reack
j truth becauge of the inscequacy of the oblect to the subjective
! Notion.—--But the sphere of Mhesrpedty Lo the DIjhoct noinh of
Ieias and o Zeflection; 1n and for Atoelf 1t passes over into

1ta mendTootst ow, Whichk 1s the Notlon ag Notlan," (487)

4, ..Tre Idea, in o Tor ae the Hotion is ncw for itgelfl
the Notlon catemalnate in and for Yiself, la the 2ractical®

Tdeo ov hotlon¥'(460) Ané the followkhg & EMTTTIed"3-Ihe Idea
of Goodl. T S~

Trhaoresic coenition must give the object in Yis ¢ ,
tneecesolty, 3n 1tk all-sided relgtions, in 1ts Voo Hogel
tradiotory movemsnt an-und fur-gich, Butl v ag%ﬁu

1 1, .

- - - . - o T S

pan's understanding "definitévely" embracer thls ! NS ‘
FER A e L

| objective truth of cognition, laps 1% in, maaterql&i;i .
\only wheniunderstanding becomes Pbeing for itselfi  J-CE 8n¢
lin the sense of practice, I,e, the practice of L radeay
man eud humenity Ls the verificatlon, oriterdon ./ ecopnitio
‘of cbjectivity of cognition. Isg that the thought, 7

bf;Haaeél Qﬁgfﬂﬁﬁ;ﬁgggf?—hﬁif:;m"“wmkum:?‘*”“J

iWhy 1s the transitlon from pracﬁice,\/-
Jaction only to 'good”, das Gute? This
15 nerrow, one-sidedi-And e unelullr
Undoubtedly the usgeful aleo on-’
iters, Or 1s it that according o
{Hegel this toa is "the good"? .

AL TRYE (& (7 The chspter "ine ldes of Gognitlion"

S (Chapter II)--in the trensition to "The Abeolute
ﬁﬂﬁﬁg {Chapter III)~-1.e,, undoubtedly practice in
gvands wighax as a link 1n the analysis of the pro-
cess of cognition and preclsely &s a transition to

the obl}eetive ("atsolute!, according to Hegel)
truth, Marx, consequsntly, clings to Hegel, introd
ducing the ciklteria of practice 1nto the theory of
xnowledge: of, Theses.aFrhervach.
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1ce in thie thn: hit

G

Lot
834}

araln
(nrta
standa
14 30lf
vty

Az subJretive the
Pr< She pracuns
uf an othernese vhich
1tsoif; L% 1la thie
rn‘lsv to reald ze Ytael?,
or the end which Seiec ~lve 1t-
qrlf obgretiviiy in the objectlve actia
worldé, and %o evecite 1isel?, In
through itegelf. In the Thecr~tleal of th
Idea tha *-bjnc“V° Hotion stande nltio
sgrosed, as the anlvae-egnl wiieoh 4 aif
1ndetpﬂﬂ‘"'tp in a”d Tor ltselr th
The ollective I'\..'.L..\.m. fosm whil LODLS3
draws ﬂetorminn e content and In
£41imernt. 3u% An the Preciicol n

Idea 3t e7nnde unposad as actual WO xis
+he actuzl, Bus the aelf-cerial uv(l Co
whick she subject 2ns in the Tact | subje
of 1%e determinedness n and for 1ti atand
"gelf, ie e certalnty of its c¢wn ac- for i
tual*tv end of the nnn—actual ty*of ieonfi

!f‘"\"l!:

-
)

“n Tt Gl
a L]

—w'r-,.

fan'e engnition not only reflects th

L =37
Allas:

)
al-
uE‘ 3 Lb..._ _— »J
Jing {= mun), as bub1nct*vit"
r@ﬂJﬁBCLPm Othernesse 1n~1tsel“3
of man). This
I‘f.‘n..h.._.

the .1.2;_) 1.
vhrouph 8 object~
gnd %o

bJrcuivc wyrld, h;t cren

i 2 bt

ve ipndependent
ing aan) is
b 1teelf
&”*niflg nehn chjec :tive wor
1iz= (Pkwcdfi}r‘msﬁl*
vhe thecreticsl tden (11 the
eory) oubjective unddRetinding
n?), as a universnl and devoid in it~
cf determinatenass, Lo counlternrosed
e ohjective world out of which it
3. out dpuerniﬁatn cﬂ"e“* and filliin
’*ho vractical 13eg (in the sphere of
) thie uns erc? T

—

=

aive

o]
-1u11

1.
sphere

20—

(e
-~

e
aeg an eatual
tin~?)1v uounteﬁposea 5 the actual
nfidenca in pelf, which the i
et{Thars SudQEHLJ irstead of "ufiaers
ing ;fhaa in 1tg Belng In 1iself and
taell, as a deternlnate subjlect, le
denes in 1ts own acstuallty and 1n the
T the world,

she worla.,."{460)

. !
“ d
"Thie geterminsteness,

vihich is
: talned in the Not :
gaﬂai e itn a%d Thelf 0 déu w&tﬁin .

stgelf the demand of the individ-\
url external actuality, s the 1
Good, It cnpeare with the Algnit
‘of nbsoluteneas, becnuee 1t is thb
totality of the Notion within 1t-]
self--the oblective in the form
almultanccusly of free unity and
subjectivity. This Ydea 1e highker |
fehan the Idep 2f Coznition which
{“aﬂ alvendy bkeen conﬁiderpd for
it has nnt only the dignity of the.
lunlversal but also of the simply
1antun-.“(4€o)

|
1
}

.« "Coneagquently the activity o

¢

dir

the end 1s not ected agalnet iv-
self, for the purpose of absorbing
ahd aseinileting a given determina-~
tlon; 4t eims rather st poslting

1ts own deterxination; and, by tran-
scending the determinations of the l
external world, at glving itgelf
reality in the form of external ac-|
uunliuy.“(dsl) i

e.."The roslized Good ir good by virs
tne Subjlective End, in its Idea; rea

exirtence, .. "{468) *

ncn-actuallity

fT'
1 sav

| action deecldes change it.
Vs N

e. that the world does not
iafy man and man by his

. —
The essencel :
"Ohe good" iAs "the demana,gr,,.
axternal sctuality"™, i,e, under
_"the good" is unﬂarsboou the
g_acuiee of men = need (1) and
externel actuality (2). L
- Bractice 'is higher than (theoret- |
ic)eognition, for it has not only .
the dignity of the universal, but
also immedlete actuallty.
"the metivlity of the end is 'not
ldlrected agalnet-itself,...
it aims rather at mazzktkagxkin
axnxdeterminztksn, .. transcending the
determinstions (sides, trelts, pho-
nomena)of the external* world, at
glving 1tsslf real

E
, of externsal actuall

|

tue of what 1t is already in
lizaticn glves 1% an external




~E0~—

"An objretive world %o presugpoced o the Good, o werld which

conssitutes the gubjectivity and finitude of tﬁe Good and, as

weiny otlier, puraueg 1ts own course: &nd In 1t even the real-
iration of the Good 1s expoeed to cbhsiecles, which may some-

times be insupera-le. vi(4B2)

"The objeetive World" "soes Ltz ovn way", and the
wractice of mesn, having Zefore him this ob19ct1vo vorld,
meety "difrlculules in rna‘ization" of poals, even comes
‘up againet the “irnsuperable"

L 7."Thuz the Ge2d remalne on Quaht*: 1t 1e in and for itaelf,
but Being, as lost and sbsirsct imm 2diper , refnling determlned
againet it as a Het-belins tno," a4y (420

“Eﬁﬁfihba;,|91-nw»,‘.13;1§é‘striv1ngs resain aubjective”"Ougthf}..

“..fThaxxxhxtﬁwmizRPAAXHaxwaWtnoqph the Iden of the perfected
,poon 1s an abeoluts ooatulete, 1% 1f no more thah a postulate,~-
the gbrolute infected with tlie determlnaieness of gub-

Two 1-:or’{ds| that 1s, 8 sub-
the rubject ct*vit #in the puresgpaces of Zpansparenttthought, the other a
T cblcctivity in-the clement of an externally manifold

jve and Line, realm o

objective actuality* whioch 1s an unpxnlored renlm of darkness, —ineTum-
I5Tete development of the unvegolved contradiction, of  that

abeoluta end which the barrier of ihis actualiiy insupsrably

IOppoaes, hes been canasldered more caoqelv in the Pﬁenomenology

of Bplrlt, (pp.€1l0 asqgq) (462)

- ...-...--.-...._-m-.ﬂ.

\Sco¥¥pngE¥E Touars spaees of traneparent hought" in the realm \
of subjectivity to which is counterposed "da“ﬂnesﬂ“ "af the

joblective! "dlvevse! aCIualiiya ..o c s e e

ces l2E3 ) in ‘Lne latter i= of the theoretlic '_Lut-a in dietincilon
from the practical ideal,..Cogniticon knowe 1Y tself only as appb
arehension, as the self-ldentity of tha Hotlon, whlch' Tor 1taelf
1a indeterminate:? fulftlment that is, objecoivitv detormined in
and for itself, is given to 1t and thet which truly isg is the
\ ctuality that ia pregent 1ndeperdently of subjrotive poeiting\\
‘i{The Practical TIdea on the other hand counts thls setuslity

{whicl a%t tha pzme tilme OpERSEs it 28 en insupercble- barrd exr)

ag that which in and for 1tself is null, which s to recelve

ite true deteymination and sole value thrpugh the ende of the
Good, Will itself conquuent y bars the way to its own goal

iri so far as it separates iteelf from Cognitlon and external I\
actuality dees not, for it, obtd n the Torm of that which

truly 1s; consequently the Iden of the Gcod can find its com-
plement orly in the Idea of the True.“(465)

ap i e mn e a n E  a b g A A T € L4 e ek

P
,Coanition...flnds 1tself befcre 1te own exlistence an 1nuependentj
from eubJlectivee opinions (Setzen),renl actuality. (Thie is pure
m tarinlicm! YThe Wi11 of men, his practice itself hindera the

falnment of its pgoal,,.by this, thnt it reparatee itsell froml
~cﬂnit101 and daoes not accenJ axternal actuslity fer *vue-hainﬂ'

E{for cbjec‘ive trush), —Exd necessary) the 13%Hhse: of coaniti é

{30e _pract.ee

_...-4-—-._.‘-—

and_practice & e S J—

g L S e S
e, e
—
I

And immediately following this: _ 1560




-G0.

L.."Ent 4% taker thig tranpitlicn through 3tself (the treagition
~P tha 1dpa of fratk. to the ldep.of,gond, of theory into -
] ice nn% 18 v iFAEY # FEn the "By lr0dtm of actlzn ole prém it
1= the imrnediata relntion of the gond ernd %o actunlity*, of
which 1t mokes 1taelf master, dirscting Lt Tin the rnecond nre-
rdgr) ne o x & 8T noa L% means againct enternnl actunlity,"{465)}

. —
St i) . [

T PO il p—— A
* IoRaTued . . For Hegel pctlon, practice 1s
1o 1 i BN 0 or The figure of lopdoef

The g lcs
. And thls 1e -wua! 'Of course, not in the seree that . Py
 the figure of logic bas by 1ts Otherness the roctlce |
} of man (1 ahecinte 1denlism) bntqvice varsgn!: the prac-‘
‘ t;fng__éﬂ Latn repeatPs resedf billilons of timwes, ie /
conbesiasfes 1tself in coneclousnegs of mon by the fi-
1 gurer of logle, ThePfijures have the golidity of a ;
prejudice, an axiometlc charscler precizely {and only)
Xy begeure of this plllion-%imer repetition,
Jie% pogtunlte: rfood Ead (?nbjezttve{g f)

{

PR T

R

~ra.

. T - L e "
N LT A €0 N o emay W =

AT L .a 4
syt ts extercal mcens (veapond {atective)
Srd [} »: namely the conclusion: the scrres-
pondente of subject and object, the
S yevificssion of cubjoctive ldegs, thes

CPLbArAA. OF. 0D REIAVE. BRUE et e oo ot

PR

", .fhe realizaticon of the Ccod in the teeth of an opposing end

other actuality is the mediation vhich 1= esgential for the
he Good,"(464) :

smmedlate relation and rotuslizatlcen of T

ITf now in spite of
-~ then this 18 a relapse of the Hollon to the stendpoint which ihe.
Yntien hos befors its ectivity-—the atendpoint of thai ectuality .
‘which wae ‘determined ee null and yet vas presupposed as real, :
fnls relopee DESOmMEs & progTtEEs WO Tod fnfinitys it hea its only
ground.in the feet (1l)that in the transcendence of thiz sbetract
reality the transcendence 1s equally immedistely forgotien, or
2)=kat 1% 1g forgotten that this reallty hree alrendy been -pre—
ceuppnsed as non-cbjective actuality which is null in ané for

1t gelr. " (284)

} The non-sceomplishment of goals (of man's activity) ¢

has ite reason (Grund) the foct that replity 1s.toa-]

. ken for a non-exisiing (nichilg), thet objsetive (
\&?“ "";gpgﬁ;;ﬁy_15.not.recognizedwtforui:ﬁnrealixydamnu¢“1|

oy L L B S YR

% e w o ,
1ty BY SRge.nsitviiy g§5t§gtg?gsgg%ygnuggiggcﬁ ;

anhé by this ve;y process 1t loees merely apps
nel determinability, and nullity, and 1% is
ir. and for iteelf," (468

s 4 e b R

i T
The activity of men, composing Tor itgelf on odje
tgﬁ ive plcture of the world ¢ nanges the axternal
s activity, transcends its determinateness (= changes
these or cther of 1ts aspects, quallijies) and thue
takes awsy Trom Lt the trolts of sppetiréance, axter-
ality -ond nullity, gives 1t belng ln-iteelf and for-
tzelf (= objoctive truth)

//_._....—-—-__ ———— — .

this the end of the Good shculd not be realized;‘
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1

.. M Eresupponition in genempl 1s heve trqnbcehde“,-—thnu is,
phe determiinssion of tLa Gocod as an end which i meeely sub-
Jc"*ivn and restrlcted In 1te nuntent, the necessiiy of
replizing 1t by suplective activity, png this a_uivit" lteelf,
In the »egult. medintlon tranccende itself; the rﬁgu‘tﬁ*b an
immedincy which 1s nol Lhe recongtitutlon of tHe prFrupposi-
tion but vether the fact of 1ts trenscerdednecs. The Icea of
the Jotlon which 15 dete-mires in and for itrelfl ke thus poo-
ited no Ionge"-ﬂnrfly in the mctlve subject, but ecuelly acs

.20 dgpmediste ectuslity; an? the latter "ﬂnver“ﬂ1“ e pousited
iy 1T %5 in Copnitlon, as ob‘ectlvitv which is e*:table.“( .E5%

s

LT NP

resqlt of mction ie verificatlon of
ctive cognition and criteris by {
exznu&ru Erd o ool B i U

eeo"In this reguli then Copnition iz reconsiructed and unlue“ll
Ath the Fracticenl Ideaz; the actualiiy which is found as glven
15 at the same time determined as the reglized sbsolute end,--
not howaver {as in inguiring Lobn*tion) merely ns objective
werld without the subjectivity of the Notion, but as objective
world whosc tpner ground and acetusl ouwatntence 1s the Notion,
Thie 1s. the Absoluup'idea.“(¢65) {(End of Chapt?r 1I. Trensition

to Chartev ITT: W hepBeolute Tdaes")
ChaptP" TII: MThe Absolute Idea! (4£0)

"The Abcolute Idea hne ncw - turned ocut to be the 1d9ntity
of the Theoretical and the Practicsl Ides; each of these by

Ltgelf 1n onaéslded..."

A T R B P oL A

TThe unity of theoretic iﬁpne (Eonnitlon) and -}

ggggtice -~thigp&igﬁggﬁ_xhls unity nreciselx
in_theory of ¥nowladge Tor the resull 1s t
Tibsolute des" (and ldea = "oojpctivn truth")

| (vol.v,(305) .

_.—..-m-.. -
e

[ i I

|
What remaing now ie to exanine not the GOﬂuent but
."the universal element of ite form—--that is, the methoﬁ "(467)

"Tn inquiring cognition the method le likewlse.in the positioﬁ
cf a tool¥, of a means which stands on the subjectlve elde, whereby
the ueuhoa rrlates Lisell to the cbjlect....But In true cognition
the method 1s not merely a quantity of certaln determinsatlions: 1t
ie the faet that the Notion 1s determinesd in and Tor itgell, and

1¢ the meaw®riy--begeouss 1t_egqually hae. Iheﬁslgnirinannﬁﬁgg;
obJective,?Tr(ésq) ﬁthe mean %h thg Tcgic figuwe of Sy‘log__ﬁj’
+s e Il8 abociute method (i.e. une—mefﬁ’h of copnition of objeot-
ive truth),,.dces not hold the position of external reficctlon;
1t drswo the determinate element directly from its oblect 1tse1f
ginece 1t 1a the object!s immanent prineciple and soul.=--It waes
thie that EFlato* demznded of copgnlilion, that it should conslderru
things in_and Tor themselves®*, and that whlle partly conEEdPring
fabemedvehigg¢ripnd¥ersality, 1t ghould also roid TeGt to- them, ;,
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not catching a% externals, exsmples, and compsrisons, but pen-
temclnting The things zlone gnd bringine before conbclousnesa
“hat 48 immansant in them,.."(&72)

This method of "abeolute cognition" i enalytiod} ..."But equally
the methad 1e gyntheilc*,,.. (47838

Ane of the 11 "This equally synthetic and analytic moment of the Judpment,*
jatavrmina— by #hich the’ original universal determines Lligel® out of it-
tione of thd]s+lf to be ite own Othe“ﬁ, may rightly be crlled the dlalectic
ilslectic moment.¥. (473)ef. next paca\

“TEFLE eguaily cynthietle and enalytic moment of the
| Julzment by which (moment)the original universal
Tuniverazl cognitioniéetermines 1teel? out of 1t-
sel?, %o Le 1ts own Othav, may rightly ke called
the di?]egtic momens.
A Zetermination
The definltione is not among the clear onesi!!

1)The determination of the Wotioh out of itseli (the thing iteslf
rhould be exenined in its relatione and in ite development).

2) The contradiciory in the thing iltself (dss Andere seiner),
the contradictory forcee and tendenclies in every appesrance,

3)The J4{nfHg of analysis and ‘eynthesie,
Such a*“a“ently are the elements of the nialpctic.

“We can, if you nleaae, pregent ubem in & more Jdetalled way, thue:

Eleﬁents‘ 1) The obJectiv;_x of tha ohﬂprvat101 (not ernmples, not dig-

o> the v csiang,. but the +'l-vln2- Ao Atanls),
dinlectic
- 112} The vhole tatality of the manifold relut ons of this thing

to -the others,

13)The devﬂlopment cf this thing frespectjve apnearanca), 1ts
: ovn movem=2n%, 1lte own life, :

| 4)The internslly oontradiCuory tendenciee {and sidea) of this tning..f

5)The thing (the apperrance, ate) as sum and'gg;tv of _opuosites,

8)The gtrugele respective the unfolding of these opposites, the
contradictions of the impulers, etc, ‘

7) The f == of analyeis and svntbebié,--dis*nuegration'of the :
particular parts and the totality, the summardeation of theae -
parts togethnr, .

latzcn of cach thing {apsearanc ete. | 1sfnct X cnly

man1f01d but genersl, univereal, Euch thing {anpeerance,
procese, ete,) is connpctpd with every other,

9)Not only unity of omposites but transitions of e v g r 'deteri
mination, gquality, characteristic, sids, featurs iNto e V ¢ p‘g

other (5nto e opposat tet)/ - 1563




) fe N
19)Infinite process of unfolding of n e w sldees, relatlions, ete,

11)Infinite nrezass of the deepending of man'z cognition of things,
arpesrences, nrocessen, ctc, ol snpearanct Yo eceence, Aang
from the lecs profound in the more profound eeceence,

12}From coexistence to causplity nndé from the one form of connec—
ion and of mutual Jeéreéndence to another, decper and more
univereal,

13)The renstition at & hirher stace of ¢rrisin festures, charge-
terigtice, ~tc. of the lower, and

140The arperent return to the old | negation of \
the negation /
18)The girugele of' the content with-the form and the reverse,
L The ghedding of form, the transformstisn of content,

1h16)The transition of qgantity inte quality and vlce versa,

Y : ’
\1((15 and 16 are examplhts of 9)
Briefly the dislectic cnn b defined &g the Aoctbine § _
of the unity of opposltas., Thereby le the kernel of Y
the dialectic graeped but that demends explanation

end Gevelopmenta . .. .w.smwosaae

e S e sy -
e e e R A e e v 1 yarem = v {7

—{Continuaticn. Cf. previcus page)

..."Diglectic is one.of those ancient sclences which have been
moat misjudzed in modern metaphysice and the popular philosophy.
o _ of anclente and moderns allike.,."(473) Dlogenes Laertiue gaye . X
.. Plato and - {of Plsto that Plato_wae initator cf dialectic, the third phil- 3y
dielectic losoohy that belonge to sclence (4s Thales was of npatural phll- /7"
. saophy--~Socrates of moral philosoggg) cgut aktkezgh those who &7
- ‘telk especinlly loud about this, =k aﬁ ry little oﬂ-it...;n@.

. (i

rested upon a gubjective talent snd did not belong to the ob-
eativity of the Notlon,'..The great werit of Kant lay in the

fact that he sgomin introduced the dlsiectic, recognlzed itas x

neceseity to "reason'(4735), tus the result lfo this application

of the @lalectic) must be inverse (tc Kantiandsm), Cf, Dbelow,

of dial-
ectic

Objectivity YL..“Diaiectichas often been considered an art, as though it \\

Further there follows an interestd clear, lmportant gketch
of the dlialectlc: '

..."Dialectic generally appears as coniingent; but, further, it
usually has thls form, thnit opnosite determinations are demon-
atrated in the samé object (such as the world, motlan, c: noint,
and B0 on)!: Tor example (in the above order), finltuds in space:
and time, presence at a given point, abeolute negation of .space, _. .
~-and also, with equal necesnity, inflpity in space and time, ,
non-pregonce at a given polny, and a relatlon to spave and, con- s
sequently, epatiality., The Blder Zlestic school applied ita -
dtalectic chlefly against motlon, Plato frogquently agalnst con-
temporary ideas and .concopts (especially those of the Sophlsts)




Kentianlan
= (also)}

;sceptlciem-‘;

ations of-thought in and for themselves,". (478)

Thig 1z true

thought, the
+ lopment of bo

show 1tsel
be dlalectic

" Notlgne a
stationdbut=
tranaltion=1

selves, by their |but rather of thelr transitions in and ror themselves, &8

naturs

The firat u
al notlon
"any unive

t Pivgt m

P

tut nlso agpinst pure categordes and reflection-determinfi Role of
atlons; the developed later scepileism oxtended 1t not geepticlam
only tno tha Lmnediate so-called Jata of consclousness any] in the hle.!
moxime of ordlnary 1life, hLut also to all the concepts of]] of dlalectl
colerve. Fhe 2onelusion whizh 15 dreun Trom cuch a dial- :
satle ig contradiction in genersl anc the nulllty of the
gasccrtions made. But it may be drawn in a twofold manner,
=% the oblactive eence, the self-coniradlictory object
Teing held %0 cancal iteelf and to be null (—-ihe Eleatic
conclusion, bw which, for example, the world, movion, and
the nolnt were deprived of truth), and in the subjectlve )
¢ease, cosnitlon being held to be defective, The latter | Pialectle
cenclusion L& sometirces undorasocd to mean that 1% Le on is under-
1y ihis dislectlc that e*facts the trick of zn 1llusive X as &

This 1s the ordinary view of the so-called cound I kunshiluk

cerse, whtch holds fast to the evidence of the

s £nd %G cuetonsry ldeas and axpresaiona, " {i73~4)

For exemple, zuxxxﬂsgatf Diogenes the Cynic'aw expoeitlon of
motlor by walking ls & “valgar refutation®{474), says Hegel. -

may relate.not So the ddalactic Liself, but rather To tha cog-
nition:ageinet which it is directed, or, as in the cmse of scep~
fticlsm and likewlaoe of the Xantilan phlloeophy, to pognition-in
tgeneral, ¥(474) ' ‘ ‘ :

! t0r azoin the requli reached--thut of. subjective nullityil

A} .
"The fundamental prejudice herc is that the dlaleotld hae
only & negative result,..’ , ' '

Tneldentslly the merit of Kant lies in his having turhed at-"
dboveatis and tg poconsidenetion Mof the datewmin.. -

b apm A dele n .
UEILLDALUL) " MW " VAT WA Aty Wk e WAl

I f\"The object in its existence without thought and NOiloun ila an'lf
the image and’ p\.mags o6r a pame; it is what it is in the determinatione of ;

aeviﬁ ¢ and Notion,.."{475)
th, AL allud” AR

. A | . v . A .
-l;..“It must not therefore be consldcred the fruld of an ob-

ect, or of cognition, 1 they prove thelr dizlectiz nature

T to
1

. hirough thelr quality or through an. external connexlon,.,
re not..."Thus all oppositec which are tnken as fixed like (fer
& jlexample) finlte and infinite or individuel and universal, |
rn themhre contradizteory not in virtue of some external connexlon

i'the congideratlon of thelr nature shovwed,.."(475)

niver‘?wow thig 1s the standpoint which was referred to above,in
(ond | which any first term consideved in and for itself ghowsg it-
real | lself %o be 1tg own Other,,."

et i
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Yoo kut She Other is asrentially not only the empty nng Thirc 18 I
or Hathins which £8 commonly taken as the result of the;!ve import)
dialectict 4t ia the Cther of the flret, the nogative Jla in the
of the ftmmedinte; 16 1e thus determinec ng medisted, andevstanding of
-=-and altogether vontnins the deteralnetlion of the IL‘qLecti“
firct, The flrst 1s thus cnsentially cnntnined“ondl :
n"eaevqggfin the Other, Tec hold fﬂer The positive 1%
1tF negative, and the content of the presurnosisian
in tre eaqult 15 the moet iaportent part of ratlone
cornivion; alro anly the eﬁnp‘PSu reflection 1f needed
o furnish convicticn of the sbaolute troth and necec-
1*y T thla rcr~1r@npnt vhile with regomi to the ag-
s, uhP wnan of uobib sonelste _of theae.
1.--‘ ' :
, Hot # bare negnt*on not n rnndﬂﬂ(ﬁvnr}ﬁhrc Yhve
i nesatiocn, not m spgp,iﬂal nebatlﬁn vaclllasion,
arult whlen ir cheracteristic and evistent in
o *ialﬂ‘*' ——vniﬁh undoubtediy, containe in. it-
dg_ \ ce'f the elemens of negation an? as Lhe mcst
\ 11yorta1u slement at thpt ,—=n0%, butiferatlen
‘as a moment of connecs an, os % momsht of develop-
fment, with retentlon of tne rosltive, Y,e., with-/
i sut any Vaci‘latlon without any ﬂc%jggipicm&“_"ﬂJh

. PR
. - e,

In general dilalectic consiete in the neg ntiosn or the first
zropoetiion, in 4us relsy oy the geeond {in the transltion Tof
the first inteo -the gecond, . in the indlcation of tha connection
of the fivegt tith the second, ete.), The second must conse~
quannly-be the-predinptc of the flpst—- )

Afdy example:! "The finlte 1g Ainfinite”, "One L& many,”,
Btha dndfuddnnl 4o the nnivnm.,q'l ", (1.’?6)

..."fnﬁ Tires or immedlate term 1c the Hotlon in 3tgelf, angd
L "+ 774 tharefore ia the negativs only in 1%2elf; the .dizlectic moament .
1y, not with 1t therefcre ~nnslntq in thie,thst the distinction €hich 1t
devel op,*,not 1mplicitly contalna 1s posited 1n 1t The wascnd term on the other
yat vnfolded {hand ia itself the determinate en*iuy, distinetion or rclation-
: hernce with 1t She dinlectic moment conslsts in the poeiting of the
2nity which ie contained in *+,.,"(477)

. {Zm In relotion to the simplo snd origi nl “fiwﬂ*" g0t tive
} aeserticng, propoeltions, =% the “dielnétic moment", L.c. Co
; cclentifics examination Gpmunda irdigatlons, dlstirctioﬁs, connee-

ticne, trensitions, Without * 11.,._rgu ﬂubltivﬁ asserilon

e 1ncomplete lifeless, dead. In relation te the nd", napotive
proposition, ﬁthe flolpgtic momnn*" demands indlentions cf
'gnitv“ .e.\tﬁjcnnqrcrioﬁ]nega tive with posltive, finding this
peaitive in e gngive From &Rfiameticn t¢ negstion--from
nevc*1nh To "unity® with the affirmntive -—vi*hcut thle the

dislectic would become o bare nn; setlion, a game, or ecepilciam),

"Ir then the negative, the detnrminnte, the relation or Judgment,
atd all determinations which fall under this second nonent, do

not of themselves nppear se contradletory and dlalectlical, thie is |
a mere fault cf thought which does ned confront its nouguts one..

1566. -
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with another, Fo- the materirls--pmporita¥aeterminations it
one_relation*--are posited® alrandy and ore 2t hend Tor thourkt,
But formni shournt nokee identity 1tc lgw, and allows the ol
trodictory content which liee before 1t tr dtgp fnle the gphere .
of RenEUCLS revresnntotion, into space an tlae, vhere the son- ||
trudletory teric are held cpart in opatlel and tempora. gurtnpo
eltion and thite come before gecngcioushecge wlthoud belng in

1]

Pentact, " (477)

bafore conscloucneas withnut tein: ir contact”
Net Ao the eceence of anti-Fialectic. Here 1% -
£ Heoel sucksd out the asinlne ears of icenl- ’ |

1
ferring time and epace {in connectlon with -
©
-

il
o]

~rd;
ch
Mmoo

ot

5

2
"
1

ZoMething Iswver sceinet thought. Incidentelly,
tzin ctencee pregentation lu, of couree, lcwer., Desen—.
S thally T3 thet thinking muast prasp ell"representaticn” in,
[ 1t¢ movement, out for thig thinking mued bLe <izleasical,
Is reprec-asntion T £ o r ¢ » to realliy then thinkingt? Yes

O w43 20
D chetrt! ot O
b O

V) 0

/

-

| zné no, Regpresentetion cannct gracy the momement ac & whole
* for ex-mple, doos not grasp ihe movement with the sresl of
| 306,009 k. a second, end thinking gresps and munt groep i,
Thinking, tcken fyom nepresentntlon, also.reflecte resllly;
i tAme-1a a Torm of being of oblectlve reality, Hers, in the.
cenotion of time (and nmot AnTrElNtlsn of réprecentatlon to
thinking)is the idenliem of Hegal.— ... .o . —oo' o

A e

-

!

o I e PR

.

M, ,.In this connexion. thig thoughs mekes 1t its fixed principle
<hat contradicsion ie unthinkable; but in truth the thiniklng of
comteodiotion ds the eccential moment of the Notion. In noint =
¢f Tact formel thought does think contrsdictlon, but immediate-
1y dlsregerds 1t, ond with the empty acceriion of that prin-"
cinlefypasaern over to abstractk negation.,” (477} '
‘((thatXeentradiction is unthinkadlel.

HThe negativity which has Juet been considered 1a the turn-
: ‘ - Ang point* of the movement of the Hotion, t ls the slmple polnt
Salt of the jof negative self-relation, the lnnermost source of all activity,
dlslcetic “or hegxtixw living ond epiritusl gelf-movement, the dlalectic
h lgoul which all truth hds in it and through which it alone is
Criterion cruth: for the transcendence of the opposition betweon the Netion
" of trith Ilana Renlity, and that unity which is the truth, rest upon thils
1vity alone,-—The second negative, the neg~tigw of the

(unity of no-jfsuvject : )
tlon and negatl which we have vesched, is this ‘franscendence of the
reality) contradittion, but ds no more the activity of an external reflec-

tion than the contrndiction 1s? 1t is the innermost and most . ¢
ohlective moment of LifTe and Spirit, by virtue of vhich a subjest
Ls peraopal.and frec."(477-€} X o S o

£ —— .

Here what 1s important 1s: 1) the characterietlic of
the dialectic: melf-movement, source of activity,
movement of 1life and spirit; correapondence of no-.
tiong of the subject (man)with Tesdlity; 2} object-
iviem to the highest degree ("most objective mdment").

——

This negrtion of the negation is the third member, séys
L 1567 Hegel--"1f in general you wish %0 count*--but 1t can be ac-
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S
zantrd a2 the fourth) considering two negeotions: “simple” (er
"formal") and Tebrolute" (478rr¥

‘The distinctlon 1s not clear to me; 1s not the
absolute eqgulvalont to the more concrete? e
'.""..'.‘: - . . - - e P !
'tripii—‘ "It iz the wholly superficial and external side of the ma-ner of
city® &fthel cognition thet apprehends this #¢ a unity, nnd the Torm of the
dlalectic igmethed am n whole as a trinlicity?®,.®{478-2)
1te cxternyl,
superficluadt.elde
H :!'_ N

%
-——=but eays thet pyervikkz 15 the E%gz%éitg merit
of Karti's philocophy" thqt,ﬂﬁﬁﬁgyéﬁéggﬁf ed, Palthouch
Xtt te without notion, han bern §4 -

MPoranlists have selzed oven upon triplicity, snd heve held lost
ito 1%c skeleton; Aand this form hen been prenderad tedious and ‘of
, , iA11-mrepute by the shzllov mlsure and the berrenness of modern
Hegeleharslytieo-cnlled phllosophic constructlon, .which gonslsts simply in
castizptes fiattoachlng the formal Tramework without concept and immanent
forazllem, ]determinntion to all sorts ol matter and employing it for externsl, .
tedlousness,ifar~gngenent, But 1%z inner vzlue coannot be diminised by this
emptiness offivanld mlsuse, and 1% muet etlll be deemed a gropt matter that
“the in )rhe cutward form of rati-onal procedure has been diccovered,
dialectid albelt not understood."{473) _ ’ -

. The result of the negation of the negation, thie third’
ts not,.."s quiescent third term, but ap thig unity (of
opposites)*,is self-mediating movement and act1VIty.;w“(479)‘:“

" The result of thls dlalectic Sransformetion intc a "thira®,
into & synthesls, there. iz a new relerence, acsertlicn, sto., -
vhlch agaln Lecnmes the source of a further esnslysis. But in
1t, this "third" stoge,the'c o n t e n t" of cognition {“the
content of cognltlon as such entere within- the sphere of our.
centemplation’ )was already ineluded--and the method s extended

into a system, (480)

The becinning of 21l conelderations, of the whole anslysrig,
--thlg first reference seeme now already . indeterminste, "incom-
plete”, 18 the need to demonetrate, "draw’oun" (ableiten),
reeults inthat ' : ’ .

S Sty s et

“thlg may seem eqﬁivalent %0 the demand for en infinlte
backwnrd progrese An proef and deviation" (481)-~but on the
other hand, a new beginning drlves forward:..

"...cognition rolls forward from content to content, This
progrese determlines 1tgelf} first, 1rn thir manner, ithat it
beglne from slmple determinateneeses and that esch subgequent’
one is richer and more concrete®, For the result contalns its
o¥h beginning, and the degelopment of the bepglaning has made 1t
tha »ichar by o Bew determinateness, The univeresl ls the °
foundatlon; the progrese therefore must not be tsken as a flow

o e —— e,
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Trem Other tn Other, Tn the absolute method the Notion

preservest 1teelf in its othernese, and the univerenl in ite

vartleuleorizsntien, in the Julement pné in reality; At ralres

Ta aach next siage of Antemninntion the vhele mess of ite

antecedent conient, and by 1te dinglectical v—rprress not only

laoes rothing ané lerves nothing behing, but carries with 1%

nll tha®™ 1% hae nccuired, enrlebing and concentrating itcelt

unon 1teslf, " (ag03) '

(This citation net at all badly. lendsito 1ts

tpwn Xind of recult ar to7whet Lz dislectls,

" evtenaion *"oontained in 1t
2ut kroadening else deman’s deepenitg (Yontrancd
wishin"Txzxiznt Yand pranter extenelon ie aleo higher

intensity, (A7) ' o

"The =ichest conrenuently 4o zlcc the mest conerete ond
Jeetive term, ond that which cavr»leec ltself back intc the

This NR;Ricshees*
Gz le -
Imnlest depth 1+ 2lac the most powerfal 2na comprehensive."(43§)

!
e — — - el
of £13 18 the !r
Teet gonerete &je

most subls=ctive

i

"In this mennsr 1% comeu cboutl thet esch sten in she pregress

of further determination in advaneins foom the indetérminate
peginning 1s alec a rearwnrd approsch to it, ao *hrt two pro--
cgsses Whleh may at firet eppear To be dlfferent (the rezreg-
slve confirmation ¢ <he beplanlng and 4%a progressive farther
determination} coincide and are the sams," (483) o -

Thls indeterminate beginning should nov oo deprecated:

. E3r - . "...1t aeed not Le oblacted that 1t{ihe bezinning) should
Hagél. Ebc ellowed to count mevely as provisional and hypothetical, Any ...
" - ag#insviotjeciions which mipht e advenced--abous the limiis of humen” i
Eant : cognition, or the need of a critieal investigstion of the in- .
ssirument of copnition before the problem is attacked--are them- -
pelves ouppositions which, as concrete Seterminatione, Amply .
the need.of thelr medizticn and proc®, Formally then they are’
o tetiter than that beginning agalust whieh they protest, and
fxr ratlhier require a derivatloa by reascn of thalr mors concrete
content; eo that 1t ia sheer presumption %o demand that they
should have preferential consideration. Their conten: is un-
True, Tor they make incontrovertible and absolute what is known
to be finifte and untrue (namely, a restricied| cofrition which
1e determined as form and lnatrument one against 1ie content);
and thle untrue cognition.i:z 1tgelf Fovm and regressive confin-
matien,~-The method of truth too knows the beginning to be
lncomplete bacause 1t is baginning, but aleo kncwe this incomp- - '+
lete term in general as necezsary, but akaswcknows-kk¥sx truth
1s only self-colnecldence, through ths negstivity of ilmmedlaoy."”

e e g e e

«++ "By remson of the nature of the method whicii has been
demensirated the gelence 1s sgen to ta a circle which re-

c&ﬁd%bﬂl' turhs upon Ltcelf, for gediation bends back 1ts end into
tTh ¥ oe itas beginning or slmple ground,  Further, thie cirele is
' a eirels of cireles..,The various sclencee,,.arefragments

0,;( wlff/&‘"k of thls chnin,.."(484)

.f'iﬁa ” . |




Transiticn
“fpom Tiea

to Katnre..,

~7B=

"The nethodé 1s the pure Hotion which 1o relaved only to it-
fﬂﬁll' 1% g therefore the elanle solf-relanbtinon which is

.Be*ﬁl. But now *t 19 nlso Boing fulrilled®, the zelf- ﬂ%f
“Pcamyr‘aﬂnclnt Lot Selar wn the ernercte cnd olng thee

hly lntensive ‘C

!
o I B O 1 Foarsey
Gl Ly . [y

"2, Tnis Idea ((tie tdea cof 9tso¢uur LLIQL‘jOn))ﬁ‘ill
1t 1g enveloued in gure thouprh%, fAnd 1s the
alr ¢f the "*v'nﬁ Hotlon, Tbe sratemstle davelop-
ment is Ltaelf o realization, but 2 ssintained within the
soiae spunere. In se Zar the pure Iden of Copniticon is encloged
in sunjectivitv, and therofore Ls an impulse® to transcend the
latter; and, ae last resuals, puve thuth btecoses the besinning
‘10f another svhere and sclenge, Thisz transitlorn nesd hers
‘only be intlmsted.
"#or t~e Idea poeits ltself as the absolute unity cof the
| pura Notion and 1te Realiny, and thus gnthnme dtoelf into the
1mm9d1acj of Beinz: and in’ dolng =0, as totality in this rorm
1t is Navupre," (488) _ _
. This phrase &u-on. the 1ast (485-8)page. of\.;vum_ﬂ*wﬂgrﬁﬁff
the Logic 1 ekceodtnaly rEMmATkabls Thp In the samall

transition of the 1og1cﬁl 1dea to Nature. # Logic (ancyclopé
]

Stretching a hand tc materiallsm, Engn]s has - &244, addltion,

‘right, the of Hegel ig = = {1 {2.379),the leat

1Ltor;£ AhTs T st Tthe last ohrase of phrase of the,
Ggle, but further till the end of the Wt boo& is‘ "but

3 nnimpo"?ﬁb-
.——-"—""'—"-—--—....

uw**l 222/ (g Mu}' Umwf'o

Frmut mhln -"“"—‘—----._ \’

it ia resarkable:/the wiple chapter
on "The Bbsolute Idex" thers is al-
mogt not a single word on-God (&aa*cel;
a "godly" '"notlon" mxex slips out even
accldentally) and, moreover--thic NB—-
this chapter almost does not contain
1 d esa l3 gnm sneclficrlly wut ite
in onéfgt s the d 1 o 1l e ctice

ﬂethoa, um and submtiilon, the last

- word and glet of the Loglc of Hegel is

the dlaslectic mg“hg.-—thnt is extre ﬂei ve-
markable, #nd another thing: 1ﬂ.ﬂn
mn:?iﬂenl_{_gt_{_g wark af
Hegel, there isum,' most moterial-
1sm "Contradletory” but a ra .

v w1

ey
~—




Very true! !
Cf. the rve-
mark of Marx
in Caoitel,
I,s~

i
i
t

‘more numerous are.the sapects which.it offers to our nctice

=70

Aldlviconal Guptations from the Eneyeleonned’a

Vol.¥I, (p,3C4-8)

Theyoloonedde-&8E7 -~ mupnificent on the analytie
method-£to resnlve "‘hp given conerete" o-nenr. |
ance--%0 give 1te parsticular sides the Tory of ﬁ NE:
abeiract un*"o"0311*\ and "to bringe into reller”i Snnnr on
~=Tihe Genus, op Forca na Law" (P, SCHSL}emand %_ cerce ang Lay?
Zamat 1%s spplication: E\JQFUf = lawl)

Thir matf ende not at nll "eolely cn ur
heliget } n“"’* the analytic ar the egynthetlc
ng it 13 ordin r*l grated)-~this &e-ends rather

"on tle form of the stJeetsz of cuw inveegticmtion",

Leere and the empirdsists have the ctznlpoint of the
anag.ythical metnod, aAnd it ie often sald that “Cog-
nltica,.can never do more..."{365)

#It is, hovwever, at once apperent that thip turncthings upside

'down and that cognitiocn, 1T its ournoss be to take things as  _

Ethny are®*, thereby rfalls into consradiction with itesir. For
‘oxAmpLle, the chemist "tortures® a plece of flesh smd then die-
covers alt trogen, carbon, etc. "wut tnesu abstract mattere-have
penqe& to bn ’1#5h "
i

. There can be meny definitions for the onjeate have many,
sldest

"The richer the objsct to Le Cefined is, that is, the

the more varlsus are the cdefiritions we msy frame of it, "(uﬁb 7}
[5220)-~for example, definitions of life, the state, atec,
: Spincza and Schellinz zive a maes of “speduyativcs“'(ev;-
dantly Hpgol nges this word . ﬂa@n§§ :a0d gerse) in thelr def

Ationsg, but "in the form of %3& sgertioneg", | Fhilosphy

muat uamons‘rate‘everv,hing -and uertvp‘\ Pnd nou‘iimir Téelf
by definltlons, :

The ébvition {Eintelling) must be “hature and not merely
artificial, i,e. arbitrqry"(owV)

(369)~-a7a;nst “constructjnn" and "pley" 4in construction
[

when 1t ig 2 guesticn of notien, "Idea”, "“hp unity of the
notion and ovjsctivity," .

In the little Encyclopaedia &PSS srction b entitled "The Willd
(that whick ir the Larger L001c is "Mhe Tden of the Good"),

Aptivity ip 8 “contradictlan"--tho End 18 sctual snd not-
actual, noqc*b1e and not....~tc.

¥In point of form however this contradilctlon vanlehes whan the
abktlon supersedes the rubjectlivity of the purpose, and along
with 1t the obiectivity, with the contraest which makes both
Tinite; mabolirhing subjlectivity 28 a vheole and not ﬂerﬂly th?

onn-gidedness of thie form of it," {372)
15%1




=f0-

The weint of siev of lant on? Fleht Le (ocpnr1n11y in moral
nkilorowhj)ls the podnt Gr v1a® af The Bne, of the gubhlcctive
sught 1gf);:t o wonacetion vith the objeetive),, . (372

In epenikns noout the Ab-olite Tica, Hegel makee tun of (&237,
7ol.VD, 0. (lf'~o)"“P0 dec annt*ﬂnﬁ" abov® AT nr 17 1t revenled
rvorythlw., and ramurke thpt

"the anaclute 1dea®ly the univeranl, but the uplversol
not mersly ngonn thetreed Comm te which iha rertieular content
1o ooenromger, but e the stoalute fomg, *r o whieh all the
trie Hyen! \%nt“Sorinﬁ, the vhole fpllnese of ihe ctnient 1t hae glver beiny
te, heve retivesd,  The abrolute 1den way ln ihde respeet be
A TLeaptiful - romnared to the ol man vho utterr the ansne creed sg the child,
commariconl {hwt for whnar 1% 4r weeanant vh Wb glynitieance of g 1ifeine,
1~ olace of “7£Pqu 17 the ¢hild undevstande the tmuthe of “nltvlon, he sopnot
milgen LA 1 put dmngine then ts he samet™ing ﬁut:*ﬂr P owlieh Lten the whole
‘relimtan, 1t jof Lifie and the whale of the werld," (273 )
¢ nrcegesry : _
to teke all sbstract truthes

k?%fkﬁ ‘i..."The intereat lles in the whole movement.® (&23?,9.575)

"...the content 1o the living devslonment of the idea"....
"BncH of the stages hitkerts raviewa? 1c an. imaze of the
. abhsolute, bui at flret in 2 limited mode... L
f::..uB,nOtP.

"Philosopbicsl method is annlysical as well az s)ﬂ*“at*cal'
not indeed ln the sense of ¢ bare juyungoeit;c oy mere alter-
‘nating employment of these twn Tethede of Tindte cognislon, but,

;rather in euch a way that it holds them merged in 1usﬂ1f "tn
wrary nne of ifte movemento ‘thowenvowp Lt "it,_,la;.'!; an attituis
2%t once analytieal and synthetical, Fnllesophical thought
procescds enalytleally, ‘h so far as 1% only accepts 1ts objlees,
the Ides, and.while nilowinn 1T ite own way, io only, as it
were, an on-lonknh % Lts mevement nnd development, T¢ this
PVtan philosophleins ie wholly nazeive, Philosophie thought -
nowever 1g equally synthetie, nnd uvincna Ahaalf ‘9 he the neo-
Tion 6 the notion itiself. fo'uhat end, however, there is.re-
gulred an effort to keep back the *ncaseaﬂt impertinence of
our own fanciss and privote opiniens. * (e

(2243,p,373.. %It thus apdesre Thet the method 1z not an gxtra-
necus form, but the soul and prricr af fhe cerntent,,,”

(End n™ Epcyclopaedia: of., pbove, the reusrks ab
.slde of tha end of the Lezic.)
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PLAN OF TuE DIALECTIC {(LOGIC) OF FLEGLL
Tatle of Contenty of the » (Zneyelopueddng

3.Dectrine of Bedng, A)Quellty &)Balng
b)0cterminnte being
clzeinpg=-ror-rels
n) Ture Quantity
?)q,’l&nmu. (L W ..thh)
n)Srpren
Clunrsurn,

TI,Doctrine of Trrence, A)Srororcs o Ground of Exletence
a)Identity--Bifference--Ground;
b‘?xi-uﬂ*ﬂ 5
SThe Trivg.
BlArpearance,
agm“e World of Arnpeareonce;.
Content and Form;
"“-..a ui’Jn-

1one“1p o* Subctau,.nlity,
: ‘ of 9dﬂalitj' k
Recipy 'uclt o

IIIDodtfine oflorion. '
AjThe Sutjlective Notion,

. a)The Nogien as ﬂoticx,
p3The Jucvemen
c)mhe Syl 6C19m.

b)”hn Or*oct

a)ﬂec hantom;

k) Chemlem;

c)T Teleology.

C}The Idea.
a)Life;
bl}Cognition;
c)The Abpolute Idea,
et temn s ..:‘.,“"”
The MNetlon (knowlad"n) in Being (in immediate phenomena)
reveab the essence {law of cause, idéntitvy, difference,
ete. )--suck.actunlly 1g the universal coubse of all of .
‘man's xncwledge (of all or science) in genmersl, _Such .
ig the course.slag of natural science and golitical gca-
nQNchﬁd ot,huatggfy The dialectlc of Eegel ie to such
an oYieni the generallizestlon of thﬂ kistory of though
Extremely uroductive geemn %o bhe the task te follow *b*
through more coner29~ly, in gﬂoﬁter detzll on the history
of individual sciences, In the logic 9 history of
theught munt in genernrl and ag a whole, corvesrond w*;b
the laws cf thought

e —— R T — et s e
psmrant

s
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nt hits one's eves 15 that sowetimer “orel wees from
rech o the eeroetolbn (Sc (arsu.rctj-_urppin tcon-
"rpte)——Fhrrichﬂv*n) --cometiaen Jnc vevorae (nwainc“ivp Ti0-
Plon-~chjogtantryrih (abnolutﬁ ifen})), In this nnt the incou-
risfﬂh“: 0? the 1dn~11g% (thet which Marx calird the '"myctic.

a of the Idep" In FrLeT)? Or are theve more pr““ﬂuhd reasons?
(””“ expmple, EeinosNothing=-the idea of becoming, veloutens),
AL firat 1ﬂp“r8"i”ﬂ£ fiash, ﬂkhn,vnmothigg comes out,——the

notlane 6F gualisy {(Scterminatizns a0 toince oY arnerrrnees) ond
ggannltv lPVPlop. After that the stuqy ané shAinking throuvh
Gireot tiught mad to lmm ecognition of Adentd ly--differenco--
STOUNG==AEION 10 YOTCUS GEDoLTMNee ~ecouenll i etz A1) theags
Goncnte (sseps, ~tager, procussnsicf cnyviticn gre dlirncind
Ffrom subjlect o cujret, verdiyln theuselvew in proctlce and
arrivings throgrh thd e verlfionticon oo truth {= abgolute Iden).

FQuolity nng gensation (Emnfindyhg) are one and the
game, says Feucrbeoh, ”hp ven"¢ et and the moset
famousg 1ls gerantion and in 3 ¥ _r % v lg in-
evitable. ., '

Y“"’F; Hewx 41l not leave a "Logl ¢ !'x..".t-l' a ¢r
he left the legic of Coplizl, snd thie should he doubli
utilized on the given question, In Capiisl thera is
applled to cne eclence, the lozic, uialecuic and theory |
of knowledge of materiallcm (a “Words are not neceses ary*-
. | they.ere one and the anme) (takirg all of valua ¥n -
“‘Hegel and movinr tnis valué”forwcro .

3
Commodi y—~moneyﬂ~c~pital -

(7 pFsduesion of absolut} surplus.
{77 value :
| production of requive su@plus

E P , 1,
.Y walue

Thc nistory of capitaliem and tha anelysis cf thb notions
summinv 1t up. ' -

.'” - The bepinning--most.simpie, ordinary, evident en
masse, lmmedidte "beinz": an ‘ndividuel COﬂmooit" "seing"
in political econcmy).. Its analysie, ag a social relation.
The aralyels 1ls a dual one, deductive and jnduugivey--lovioal
and histor¥ess (forms of wvrlue), Verifilemtion of -facte res—
L a2ctive the oreetice ie hewe in every step of the enalysls
"
Cf, with question about gssence versus appesrance R
n—pr4ce and .valuce
—~demant and supply versus Mergige!
{= ‘““yeua]iiaed labor"y
~= wages pnd price of laber powear,

) w ?V

"n—.&-ud e ‘!’




(Fo of pagen is same ag appears in Philosophic Notebooks,
with ViL's remarks at & side)

ROU3H TRANSLATION OF LENIN'S

OUTLINE OF HEGEL'S LECTURES ON THE HISTORY
OF PHILOSOPHY, Works, Vols.,XIIJ,XIV,&XV
{Tranelator s using translation by E. 8, Heldane,London,l

igtroductloh -

|
pr.24-26: "If the Truth ls abstract 1T must be unbrus. Healih;
human reason goes cut towards what le conereta; . .
Philosophy 1s what is most antagonistlc to ebatrac- :

tion, snd it leads back to the concrete,” !

|
L

p.27: the comparison of the hletory I A“#ﬁ?ﬁ*ﬁrogcundiy~tru s
of philosophy with a eircls =lcompariaon.! Every shade
~-="which, as periphery, hae il} of thought = & circle

very many circles...”’ siin e big circle (epirpl)
: :rof the developmont of; humen
1i/thought in general i

B S

» ..I maintain that the sequence 'in the syatems of Philoaophyi
in History is eimilar to the sequence in the logical deﬁuctib
of the Notton-determinations in the Idea. I maintain that 1f
the Tundamental conception of the systems appearing in the NBﬁ
history of Philosophy be entirely divested®or whatevegards | |- A
thelr outward form, thelr relatleon io the particular and the
1ike, the varicus.stages in the depermination of the Idea
are Tound in thelr loglcal Notion. (38) . -

"Gonveraely in the loglcal progreasion. taken for iteelf
thers is, B0 far as 1ts principal slements are concerne&,
{ the progression of historical manifestations: but it ia

“necessary to have these pure Noiionse in order to know what’
the historical form containe.® (30} ‘ ; :
P.42.--derision over the pursuit-~-as fashion,Dby thoee_who

“are ready "to proclaim every. twaddle {?)**a philosophy,"”

pp.42=43--1t 1g important, as atriet historicity in the ot
historg of phlloaoghy, not to attribute to the ancients P
such afdevelopment® of thelr 3deas &8 is understandable to us, -
but in ¥eslity the ancients still lacked, ‘ i .

: . nave determinatipn of~fhoughti
Thales, for example, did not yel understand@#?$f (as’ principle),
the-noiion of Xmnxghki caugaeg,..%"# L S

"There are whole nations which have not this E
conseption at all; fuextkix indsed it .4involves T -

!
1

|
!
[

|

]

great estep forvard in development.,, " (44}
: . i

*VIL's emphasis, To. . o

42Tt is not clear whose emphasis and question mark this 1s. | E
The transiation of the phrase reads. lnstead "Every -popular|cry?- ]

ae#The paragraph which VIL 1g paraphrasing reads: “Buthnaximandér?

firast made uee of and Thalee then did not possese this deter~

<

mination of thought at all; he recognized ae-commencemeﬂﬁ“ Ry
in time, but not the fundamentel principle.” —J-_ ‘_15#?_;.7

PRI PARY
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" Overly lengthy, empty, boring is the relationship of
hilosophy to rallglon; in genersl, the introduction
is nsarly 200 pages=-=-impoesihle!!

-

Vol,XIIl/ Vol, I of the His. of Phil,
The Ionic Philoaocphy

|
"Anixamander (610-547 BC) supposes man to develop from a fish, !
whieh abandoned water for the. land (p.187)

|
Rysiexparpaxandxthr Bythagorean®hilesophy

"..hence the determinstions are dry, destitute of process]| Negat~
or dialectic, snd stationary." (2125 ive def-
‘ inttion.
of dial-
e?tic

"tThe question concerns Pythagorean generel 14e&s6;—- RUWDARY |
tand 1ts significance, ete. Lpgo: this is &&ld regarding |

f

: tthe prighg} e lders of the 2ythagoresns, of their primitiv
sphilogop y,?"determination“Qfeubatance, thinge , the worldi_
:are "dry, destitute of process (of movement),nondialectical,.

Following through the predominantly dilalectlc in the nigtory

...008, posited as even, makes odd (22 = 3)#; |~
as odd, it makes even {5¥1 S4)*¥This ie¢ what 1% gould .
not do unless 1t partook of both netures, for | :

|

;4 of philosop%y, Hegel cites the argumentation of the Pythagoreans: |
] _ .
' which reason they eieo called the pne,evan—odd;1(214)j

'_mearmo- ualcal harmony and philosophy ‘cf Pythagoras: _.]
| by of flie A : . o i
;world') ive"The subjective, and, in the case of haaring, l
' Relation of | /f simple feeling whichy however, existe inherently !
. sublective ‘in relation, Pythagoras has Justifled has Justirlled
I %o the ob- '/{l to the understanding, and he attalned hils objJect by

o jeetive, E means of fixed determinations." (226) | -

i . .

] p.229; movement of heavenly lightg--thely harmony--
pP.250; the harmony of the ainfing, unheard by us,
of the heavenly apheres laccordlrig to the
. Pythagoreans., Aristotle about the gky, II; &3-(and ¢
sv-¥lre was by the Pythagoreans placed in the
mlddle, but the Earth was made a star that moved s
arcund this central body Ain a circle,But thi th
them dié not result in the eun..¥They thus rely |
not on sensuouas appearance, but on ressons,".., %%
these ten wplierse make, likxe all that is in motion;-
a tone; but each mskes a different one, accordingJ
to the difference in 1ts size and veloclty.This 1

determined by mesns of the dlfferent distances, |
i . *Parenthesis are Lenin'as--Tr. l,,
| *9%% A dtrect translation from the Russian seems to @iffer %romﬂ”
\ﬁﬁf this last sentence, and would have read thus:*; it (one) hag = :
Y //f the characteristic to make even, and hence must itself be even,
N $rerent determinations,”
1

Hence one in itself contalns di




|
|

which bear an harmoniocus relationshlp %o cne another, in
pccordance with musicel intervals; by this means an her-

i monious aound srises in the moving spheres“...“ i ;
Rémprk on con-

\The Pythagoreans thought¥that ¥ka aakkxxn arpasxeat
{mxx®%x golar corpuscleg are goul : B§¥1ﬂn’0f'
p.231%(= ccrpuscle, atom%ArlstotIe, | patter;. -,
goul, I,2) i ‘
‘ |);The role of pqu
ifi {4n the solar light)
'/ in anclent philqaophy

Thepe e pevan clrele (elements) An the Pythagoreansat .
souI aﬁ{n to ghat In the sky. Arlatotle. “éues%eg“’ ggantagy
' ine j

Apout Soul, 1,3,p. - _ fi shout k p of

{{{ makrokosm and micro-

: W} COEm ;

And here is the tale that Pythagoras (having _ :
taken from the Egyptians the doctrine about - %
the immortality of the soul and the migration i
of the zoul)sald about himself that hle gsoul
1ived 207 years in other people, et. e8c.

the connection of the embryo of sclentirl thinking |-
and phantasy & Ja religlom, mythology. And now!l
. The same. thing, the same connectlon, only the propor-
thions of sclence and mythology are aifferent.

' . ——

Xgain aebout Pythsgora'e theory of numbers.’ ; !
"Numbers where are they? Dispersed through space,
dwelling in independence 1in the heaven of ldesa?
They are not things immediately imn theasalves, for &.

. thing. a substance, 18 something quite other than a
_nugber! a.body bears no_similarity to $t." {p.220) .
Quotation (from Aristotle?--Mete hysic,I, 9, not From
Bextus Empiric? It 1s not olear.g*“ -

L

#Epphaels Lenin's.-Tr. ’ S ' a 1
##lonints remerks.--TIr. - }
~~ " W#%Thepg 1g further included in that quote, immediately after
‘Myheme ten spheres” and.circled-around _thus, the followaingi .
en apheres or orblt or moverant of the ten plante: Mercury,\
Venusy, Mars, Jupitsr, Saturns, eun, moan, sarth, the milky! .
way and Gegenerde (~~antipode? thought up "for seven numba_ﬁ;S

for 10 ™ - ~-antipote e




1

i

| ey

| peR398 --Pythagoreans accept ether ("...A ray penetrates rrom the

| sun though the thick and cold ather and gives 1life to

! everything" eta.)

| A —

‘ Thus there existe thoussnde of years of_gueassing relard-

| ing ether, remalning till now a guess, But now there |

! are already a thousand more underminingas, leading to the

- solution of the question of a sclentific definltion or |\

v ether. _ ﬂuw,g
i
!

R

THE ELEATIC SCHOOL :
1

In dealing with the Eleatic school, Hegel speake esbout diplectic: :

(a® in Hotions;-iikewiae we see the opposltion of thought to
'outward appearance or senpucus Being, or of that which |
{{1s impliciZz to the being-for-another of this implicitness,
l}and in the objective exietence ve see the contradiction |
{b) which it has in 1tgelf, or dlalectic proper."..{p.240)

Wnat te| ... "Ws Mene rind (in the Eleatic school)® the Beginning ;
dlalectyfor diglectic, 1.e,, simply the pure movement of thought

!
z
H

s indications _
T Two slgns | ‘ e C
——— - Two characteristic tralta (delerminationm 1.
i Here in eggence are‘twna&aﬁiﬁagps (Bestimmungen, keina .
Hogel | Definitionen):of dlalectic: ' o .
about ; .
dlalectic !  “a)"pure movement of thought in Notions"

a£ b)"in the obJective existence {to explain)*

. . (to dilsclose)¥we ggg égg contradiction,
.which 1t (this exiBfufife)® has in 1teelf,
or dinlactic. nropar,*#® . o

In ot this "fragment® of Hegel'g chould j
y hgggggrs 864 thuss el Th—

Dialectic in general 1w-1 ment of " . . !
thought in Notlons® (i.e. speaking without thé wystiofsm
fof idealiem: humgn Notions are not statlonery; but eternally
{ move, go over from one to anather, pour out one into enother,
} without thls, they do not refleet living life, The anglg is
| of Notions, thelr study, "madberfully to work with them" |(Engsl
{ demands always the study of movement of Notions, thair :
/ connection, thelr reciprocal transitions),

In particular, dlalsctic is the atudy of the
opposition of thing in itself (Aneich), of essence, :
substratum, eubetance,-~from phenomenon "being-for-anothgqr®.
(Here we also eee transition, overflow frop, one into another;

essence appeasrs. The appearance 1o essenl$al,) The

thought of man deepens infinitely from phenomenon %o
: @ssence, rrow essence of the firat, so to speak, order, |
I to ess¢nce of the asecond order, etc. wlthout end. =~ B
; Dialectio proper is the study of ocontradig~.
5 %' tion in the very essanco of oblects®*: not only passing

1578 phenomena, mobile, fluid, separgted only by limited borﬁL

! but also the essence of things, A

T8,

PR LF O SR+ U

!

i ‘ _ : ‘
» - . ' - I 3
| ?arqntheaes & emphasis are Lenin'“'a3*395§§°0833%?19%fgx?sﬁ§885'f9§%}E




: rfy
i (Tp, here skips one par., from 8extus,criticized by VIL,in order t
' gontinue uninterrupted with dialectic)

Xenophanea (Eleat) eaya:

;"Did bemets and lions only have hande, ‘
¥orks of art thereby to bring forth, as do gen,
the im=- [ They would in creating divine forme, give to them
age of |{What in image and size belongs to themselves, "

man i (p.248)

"Yhat speclally characterizes Zeno is the dialectic..."
"being the originator cof the true gbjectiverdialectic.”
(261,264)
P.264 about ;ge refutation of philocophic systems:
"Falslty mel7Be demonetrated through another, and as .
untrue because the opposita 1a true, but in itself...":

Godse in

"Dialectic i oither (a)external dialemticyin which thisi
movenent 1s different from the comprehension of the moveﬁ
ment, or (b)not a movement of our intelligence only, but!
what proceeds from the nature of the thing itgeld, 1,2, i
fpom the pure Notion of the content. The former iB & |
manner of regaréing objects in such a way thati reasons are
_ ' revealed and new light thrown, by means of which all that
! was cupposed to be firmly fixed, 'l=s aade to totter; there
g may be reasons which ars altogeiher external too, and we i
L . shall speak further of this dialectic vhen dealing with the
r Sophists. The other &lslectiec, however, is the ilnmanent
S contemplation of the object; 1t 1s taken for ltself, without
| Object-| previcus hypothesls, ldea or obligation, not under any
! ive . ocutward conditions, lawe or caises; we have to put our-
dialec selves right into the thing, to conslder the object in
1 1tself, and totake 1t in the determlnatlonsa thich it has,
' { in regarding it thus, it showe from itself (sicl)**that’
it contains opposed determinations, and thus breaks up; thlw
dialectic we more especlally find in the anolents, The

1

1s moderate, for it grants that: 'Dm the right there is|
what ie not right, and in the falae the true.® True b

J dialeoctic leaves nothing whatever to ite object, as if tﬂe
a§lat3, were deficient on one side cnly; for 1t disintegrgtes
\ytself in the entirety of ite nature.” '(pp.264-5) ﬁ :

F

L

|

L

; ‘ ‘gubjective dlalectle, which reasons from external grounds;
[

i

i . With "the princlple of development® in the XX cantury'l -
| yes and also at the end of the XIXth century) "all : b About
, agree".--Yes, but thie superficial, not=thought-out ' dial-.
| mecldental, philistine, "agreement is the kind of ecfilo
. asgpeement which stifles and vulgarizea truth,~--if and ite
k evarything develops that means that exehything transits object-
+ from one into another since development kmown beforehand Aive slg-
; 18 not simple# general and eternal growth, ingrease nificuance
. {respective™*"dacrease) etc.--Since it is so, then frirstly, i : :
1t ie necessary more precisely to understand evolution, as
the rise and disappearance of all, mutually tr&nBitiO?ﬁﬂiﬁEb \
. {perskhody),—-And 8ndly, if everything develops, then/ghls ~ 11
. relates %o the most general Notions and gategories of thinkingT\

\
'
o [
!

LI not, this means, thinking is not connected with belng, It
© yes, it means there is a dialectlic of Notion and dimslectic of
! knowledge which has objectlve aignificance.-*?

| #*mphagis, VIL'a, **Paranthetical remark VIL's, ###Th
| in Englieh in VIL's text. ® e word ii;%%;

|
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— e =S
I principle ot Beptdes the general principle of development
developnent,., 1t 18 necessary to join, tie up, put along-
' aide with the general the principle of
IT principle of unlty of the world, of natura movement,
unlty matter, etc,
L - __,.--—-"—‘ m‘"‘"—-—u—.-_.__u-—w—.n_-.“,-—u-~'--~ -v--»m.-..-.._..... L bt Mk o e _L.",_.

——— SRR
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NB.
This one can and ||dlalectical.! (p,266)

one must wrap up

the queatlon lg |[|..."thovement 1tself {is) the dialectic of all that is.5,
Mot: Ys there Zenon did not mean to deny motion, as "gensuously certalin®,
movement, but: tho question concerned only "(the movement} of truth—-

how to express il {(about true moﬁ%gg And on the following page told of
in the logic of ¥han anecdote of genes {cynic from Sinope) refutekd
Notion : A} motion by walking, Hegel writes.

Ji... Zono's treatment of motion was above all objectively

e

K
(Tr, skips herégrshe did not rind anecdote, evidently quoted
. by VIL directly from Zenon, since VIL beginsg argulng with Hegel.
-85 to the socurcs of ths continuation of the anekdots,
QMCh,2 of Vol,I--Sophists-- 18 listed by Nsxax VIL as Vol. I1;
evidently from original German. 1In any case aklp everything to
-Socrates, that 18 from now I gumtexentyx translate only extractsa,
with Bupslan p.258 towards end of philosophy or ’
Socrates vhere VIL writes:) )

Q«A»}"

38yAN ntelligent ldealism in nearé;‘EB‘““-~————nf
1ntelligent materlaliam than 1e stunid i

N T jmaterialiem,

ql\ . Dialectic 1dealiem inetead
v of 1ntellipent- metaphysical, undeveloped,
dead, wvulgar, atationary 1n¢ead of stupid.

\“—'"""—"“_"'--—ﬁ_,.__ __w‘_’_.—--_ v

- e ave ———

i ﬁorﬁ out:

Plekhanov wrots on phllosophy . N
(dialectic) probably near 1,000 psges Hﬁé' }1
-

N (Beltov 4 ’against Bogdanov-&.againat "X:
14?’ Kantians |- basic queationa, stc,eto,} - I R
\ re 18 nll in them about the larger Logia, =

1t, its thoughta (i,e, dlalectlc proper,
as a phtlosophic science)o..—f'

n\4~F/ 'I'I-IE PHILOSOFHY Or FLATO

! gl -Cvl/ - }L{JJ

. ¥ \\—VJWW'JV{WuJi}}."i]
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TThe significance of the general ie contradictory: 1t 1s

idaad, 1t is unclean, not full, etc. et2., but it ?g on-

ly a step %o the knowledge of the concrete, becaulwe

{never know the concrete fully, The infinite sum of gen- |

eral Kotions, lawe, ete., glves the congreto in its full- k
I

Tigas,

s

TTTTe— _-"-*-_""“"—-—M———"/”

He movement of knowledge to the object always can go only
d1nlectically:, to go away in order the Lruer toqggggigf-j
ireculer pour mleux sauter (savoir?), Lines similar {
[tdlesimllart circles relating one %o another. Enottenpunks
:-=the practice of man and of human history.
\ 1) {Criteria (practice = )of coincidence of ,
- ~one of the infinite sides of the real) A
{

Ete g e TN e e

“AsThese Knottenpunkte represent out ‘of thempelves;
{ jithe unittes of contresdlctilons vhen being and not
i {jpeing, as disappearing moments, colinclde for a

! limoment, in the given moment of movement (= of

! {{vechnique, of history, ete.) .

— ————
~ r——

e —— — S . 2 mmann ———

. .~ Hegel emears in great detzil the "nature philosophy®
of Plato, the arch nonsensical mystlelsm of ldeas,
like the "éxistence of sensuous things the essence | R
of a three-cornered hat" etc. mystlcal nonsense. IdeaEidm o

1
. t
. - -!‘.. 3 .
Ao

o

i
i
i
1
|
§
4

This is extremely eharacterilstic! The mystle-ideal- . apd -
ist-spiritualiet Hagel (es all state, pope-like~ mysticiem
13ealistic philosophy of our time)exalters and or | |
shuyet the mystio-idealism in the history of ‘phil- ) Hegel i
oeophy, ignoring and treat carelegsly materiallsam, * {and Df

| 0f, Hagel gbout Demooritue—-nili$ About Pletoa I Platp
mystlcal crass thin gruel, . _ 1 i

| . e, 1o AR AR S S | ' e — e _.I{

o
o
e

Speakin Plato'!s Republic_and of tha contemporary.-’
viewptﬁat-gtois a:ohimeraf Hogel repeats hia‘fav%gita:y ) .
© 9, .what s real, is rational, The  The .
ptint to know, however, is what_ | really.
‘ exactly e real;xkzt in common 1ife r§tion-w
all is real, but there is a difference between the al
phenomenal world and reallty," {(II,p.95)

- : | *ﬁﬁ ' PHILOSOPHY OF ARISTOTLE

Hsgsl has mads ;{'The Ideasllswm of Arisvotls Hegel sees in hidg ldem of
a complete hashthod. {(0Or course this ie ideallsm, but 1% 13 more
of the rlatoniOIUObJective and more remote, more universi than the

ideas of : j2deallem of Plato and therefore meore often in nature

Arigtotle lijphilosophy =materialism)}) _ ‘
|

i
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“Be

Tpistotiels eritique of Vilie ideas® of Plato is &'
eritique of ldegll g 1d An_ge :

SEAC TN

ey
P

i
3 VR e T e (R v v v - Sy T G
1 yfrom there where otlona, abatractions are teken, thither
NB! Igoes aleo ”thgjﬁgg%.and neceesity®, etec., The idealist
; ‘Begelféowardl yent around the rfaot that Aristotle §
i ihie criticiem of the ldeas of Plato} undermined the
V lof ¥éplism, '

e L e i e et |

tions” of anothsr ideallst,fjateriallem
|1e always the victor.ygﬂr'
| Plato ete, Hegel versde Kant etc.

I it

?Mlh n one kdealist crlticiz?ﬁ thehrbundﬁ;‘i\,j

rigtotle versue

e et T S e e ——

et .

Firlstole so miserably brings out God against the/ i
materialist Leuclppue and ldeellst Plate- Here ;
Aristétle 1s an eclectic. And Hegel covers up |
H 3 i

!

|

|

ithe,weaknaas for the sake of mystiels

e e I e
Te— e e e

P L

et o ety T T - e vmaama o g

Not only is the | [Hegel the adherent of 4i ‘ectiéﬁ?.
transition from ’ 1 { was incapable of understing
matter to cons [f dialectically the transition

| Trom metter to movement, from

)

1matter tp congclousneser—espe= .
‘t

i

-1

8sciousness dlal-{ RKB {
ectic, but 8o 1% o
1s from feeling | i
to thought, etc. !

cially The second. Marx sore ~i.| o
rected the mistake (or Weeknese?). | ™
\ iof’ the mystic. - A

' PSRRI LA v
e ettt o o T ' —

l How 15 the dialectic method dla~ .

; tinguishsd from the nondislectical?
il%%ZEZIEEEQ By contradiction, By !
+TThe hreall in graduslnees, ' By unlty

J (1dentlty) of being and non-being. |

o ! . PR
g e e et e LI A 3 e e e

onionly about Abkstotle's Metaphysic!! 'Everything that he a a\
1 against the idealism of Pluto in essence ie hidden!! Eepe-

) olally hidden is the question of existence outside of man

' and humanityl!!=the quesetion about materialism] -

o e 7 —————— b e e . -
* [t Iy e e v it et e

>
e ek i o At =

o e ———— [ e e e e i e

1It 48 sickening to.read Hegel exalts Aristotle for ”trué‘
apeculative notions"(about the "soul” and much else), | R
lsmaaring up the clearly idesiistic (= mystlc) nonsense, {T}

1 Hidden are ail the polnts of vacillation of Aristotls
1lbetwecm 1dealism and materialism{ly ' |

. e D
e T i T— -

THE PHILOSOPHY OF EPICURUS

o T, o~

N
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o
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Speaking of Epicurus(342-271 BC), Hegel immediately (before
the analysls of his views% puts himself in a milltant posi-
tion aﬁainst materialism and declares.

.+»"1t is yet self-evident that if exilstence for
gensatlon 1ls to be regarded as the truth, the
necesslty for the Notion Je altogether abrogataﬁ
‘and An the absence of apeculative Ainterest thinge
cease to form & united whole, all thinge belng 1n

01237?r view of the ordinary human understanding.

Pe

I' derg on materialismi! "necessity for uhe
Notion" 1s not "abroggtedyby an ioata by the
.| eTRtRE stud¥ ggﬁé?g gource of knowledge
NB and ilotion! & tency with “crdinary
gn%?ratandina“ 1s the putrid whim of bhe 1dea11
S [ L. ’,_...--'""’""--—"

T ———

THE PHILOBOPHY ‘OF THE SKEPTICS

' ‘Bp eak1n§ of xxihk scentidsm Hegel polnte to ite seeming
‘Mnvineibility" (Unbezwinglichkeit):: 5
"It anyone actumlly desires to be a Sceptic, he cannot§ e
be convinced, or b brought to a positive philosophy “{i{d
any more than he who ie paralyzad -in 8ld hig limbs can
be made to stand. Bcepticism {8 in fact such a paralyel

i *(?elation of philsophy to scepticism:) ' i
. o FPhilosophy ia dlalsctic, this dlalsstic is altcration.“‘Tha Id _
? ‘a8 abstract Idea, is the qukstknt and inert; .1t only is in trut L

. “in as far as it grasps ltself as living. This occurs because Lt
I, e 1mp11citly dislectic, in order %o abrogate that inert ounles-’ 33
; . cence, and tc change ltself, But if the philosophic Xdea 1s thugiy

: :implielty dlalectis, it 1s not so in a contingent manner. anptic

NB
the dialki | 'on the contrary, exercises its dinlectlc contingently, for Just. aa
ectic ofi || the materisl comes up before it, it shows 1n the same- that lmpl
scepticism!| $itly 1t 1a negative." (p.331) oo
is "accidentél

es, in fact concarn*‘*that which is called

dogmatio philoesophy {by its nature 1t must revolve in these ?orms)
-~not in the sanse of 3 having a posl ive content, but as aaaqr
&ng something determird’as the absolute." (-.363) - .

b e

e e -

ainst the abaolute of Hagal' Here 19 where thare is the

'hmbryo of. diaIectLuaI materisiigm. -~ -

- . T e D v

axolamablon points are VIL's., ¥%Tr, dld not rind this first
sentence in Bngllish, %“#*%The emphasis 1e VIL!e and tkat ie net:
the translation of the word; the Russian word means not ooncarn—
gimply  but "to be caught 1n' ****The paranthetioal explanationg

48 VYIL!g,

IThe neo-?latonians, listed as Seotion III 1n__"
1e.by Lenin:llsted asz. Vol, :ETT:sButonlys
“the notebocks ‘and’ abruptly. No: explanat

ta"- IO SRR MDY TN s M
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(The following excerpte are from the Notebooks around Hegel's
History of Philosophy)

In dealing with the Eleatis soheool, Hegel
apeaks about dialectic(after oting Hegel)
Two 1n3§nntiona .
T™wo charanteristic tralts
Herse in essence are two determinations
(Beatimmungen, keine Definitionan) of dialectie:
a)"pure movement of thought in Notions"
b)}*in the objactive existence (to explain)
{to disclose) we see the contradiction which A1t (this existence)
has 1n 1tgelf or dlalectic proper,”

In other words this "fragment’ of Hegel's should be

underatood thus: :
Dislectic in gengral 1ls "pure mcvemsnt of thought
in Notions" (1.0, specking without/mysticlsm of idealism:




