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* Hegel's Absolute as New Beginning . . .

Sl s

 RAVADUNAYEVEKAYA

+ In the beginning was the Word {das ursprimglicke Wort), not ss a
-, command, bat as the phifosophic urterance whick: vanishes into thin
 air. The reiease of the self-movement of the Absolute Idea'unfolds, not -
as if it weie in repose, but co twrally infectéd with ‘negarivity that
throughout the twenty seven paragraphs thae consticute the final chap-
ter of the Science of Logic, starting with the very first paragraph; we .
learn that the Absclute Idea contains “the highest opposition n: s

- self.” (den hichuien Gegensatz in sich). (W, V,327; SL824) 7
~ The dialectic would not be-the dialéctic and Hegel ‘would not b
Hegel if the moment of encounter with the Absolute Idea wisa mo-
ment of quiescence, Thus, fir from the unicy of thie Theoretical and
Pragtical Idea being an ultimate, or pinnacle, of a hieraschy, the Abso-
lute 1dea is'a new beginning, a new beginning that is inevitable pre-
cisely because che Absoluee Tdea is 3 “concrete torlity” ‘and thus en:
rails differéntiation and impulse o transcend. ‘B follow Hegel, siep by
- step, without for a single ‘moment iosing sight of negativity as the
driving force toward ever-new beginnings, it may be bést to divide the
" twenty seven paragraphs into thice principal areas. The first chree par:
agraphs, ceatering around that highest contzadiction contained in'the
Absolute Idea at the very moment of the unification of the Theoretical

“und Prictical Idea, shows its self-determination disclosing motanew L Cc. o
content, but its universal form, the Meshod, i.e., the dialectic. :
Once Hegel asserts (in the fourth paragraph) thac: “Notion is soery-
thing and its movement is the wmiversal abrolute “activity, the seif-
determining and self-realizing movement,” (SL, 826) Hege! divides
his field of concentrazion in’ what I call the secend subdivision into-
© two: 4) paragraphs 3 to 7, suressing the new beginnings, immediacy
that has resulted from mediation, and b) further opens che scope wider -
(paragraphs 8t 15} as he sketches the development of the dialectis
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turning paint of the whole rnovement of the Notion . .. the innermost .~ .
source of all activity, of all inanimate and spanlual self-movement the - -

“dialectical soul that everything true possesses and through which
alona it is true; for on this subjectivily alone rests the sublating of the

_ opposmon between No!;on and reamy. andthe unily thatis !rulh (S
. B35) v

Tha'third Subdiviéx on 1 make, covers the last twelve paragraphs B
These disclose concreceriess both in its totality and in eacii aphere, in -
each of which, as well as in the whole, inheres the impulse to tran--
scend. And chis includes the systers itself. The incimation of torally -
new begmnmgs is not restricted to the fact thar chere will be other
spheres and sciences l-!egel plans to develop, —Nature 2nd Spirit. Ia-
herent in these intimations are the consequences of what we wiil ‘\.ave
been grapplmg with i in tl‘e whole of the Science of Lagic. -

. The Absolute Idea 25 new begmmng, moted in practice as weil as in
phnlosophy, is the burden of this wrizer's contriburion. While this
cannot be “proven” until the end of Hegel's rigorous and yet free-
ﬂowmg final chapter. it is necessary here, by way of anticipation, to
call attenticn to the. three final syllogisms in the Encyclopardia of the
P!J:lmo;bml Sciencer which had niot been included in the first edition of
the work. ‘To this writer, these crucial additions to the 1827 and 1830
editions constitute the summation, rot alone of the Encyclopasdia, Bue
of the whole cycle of knowledge and reality throughout the long tortu-
ous trek of 2,300 years of Western civilization that that eacy;lopa.c!:c

" mind of genius, Hegel, was trying to bri fing toa conclus:on. Just as che
first of those syllogisms (Enc. §575) thows that the very enter of its
itructsre, —Lognc Nature; Mind—is not Logic but Nature, 50 does the
very last paragraph in the Sdieace of Logt...

‘ Wncther ene crmccwes Nature as éxtemallty in the Hcgehan

" sense, Of extcnomy in the Sanrcan manner, of as “Practice” in Le-
nin's World Wer [ view, the point is that Hegel, not Sartee, nor Lenin,
conceives Naturc 23 med:atwn ‘When { develop this further at the end

of the paper, we shall see what illumination our age casts on the
rnovcm-qt fmm practice thae lL[ne e in #rxrm'ﬂno with tha dislaceis - -

Bue.-here it is bcst to cormm.c with the three central d:v;s:ans i
suggested: : :

sat\m'v. -
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~*  HEGEL'S ABSOLUTE AS NEW BEGINNING . . -

. A1)"The same first paragraph of the:Absolute Idea that. riveted ¢
.- assensionsg the highest opposition, cattioned against imposinz a6id
ew unity of opposites reached, —the Thecretical and
 Practical Idea. “Each of these by itself is scill one-sided. . .. The~ - :
-new, the highest spposition, sathér; astu scif-develop: "The Notion® ™~ |
is not merely soxl, but free subjective Norion that is for irself and’
therefore passesses personality.” This individuality is rot “exclusive”,
but is “explicitly sniversality and cognition and in its others, hasits sun
objectivity for izz object.” (SL, 824) Alj that needs to be done, there-
fore, is for the Absolute Idea “to hear itself speak”, to “outwardiz¢”
(Austerung), Its self-determinarion is its self-comprehension. Or, pur
more precisely, “its own completed torality” is-not any new content.
- Racher it exists wholly as form. and “the” universal .aspect of its”
- form=rthas is, method.” Feom chit moment on Hegel will not take his-
mind’s eye fiom the dialectic for, as he puts it, “nothing is known in ~
its truth unless it is totally subject to method” (als der Meshode wilkom-:
men unterworfen ist). ' s
(2} No:less than eleven paragiaphs follow the pronouncement that °
the Absolute form, the Method, the Norion is the whole; The pivot
around which they all revolve, Hegel stresses over and over again; is _
the “wniversal absolute activisy”, the Method which “is cherefore t0 be':
recognized as . ... unrestrictedly universal”. (SL, 826) In'a word, this -
is not just another form of cognition; it is the snity of the Theoreticat
- and Pracvical Idea we have reached. Far from being a “merely extersal.
fotm” or the instrument it is in inquiring cognition, the mechod is no
“mere aggregate” of dererminations but “the Notion that is deter-:
mined in and for itself”, the middle, the mediation, becasie it is objec- -
tive 2nd it is “posited in its identity”, namely “subjective Norion.™
T be swept up by the dialectic is to experience s plunge to freedom.
Since, however, the riger of thought cannot be allowed to dissolve inco
a “Bacchanalian revelry”, it is necessarv 20 work through these para- -

graphs without missing any links. The first is the beginnitg, ~the Ab- -
soluie as beginning. When Hegel refers us to the very start of the Doc-

. trine of Being, where he first posed the question: “With What Must
Science Begin?”, it is not for purposes of proving that the Absolute isa
mere unfoiding of what was implicit from’the start, the madifesca-
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ART AND LOGIC IN HEGEL'S PHILOSOPHY' -

tions: It 250 becomes a totally new foundation —absolute negation
Alihough from the beginning, Hegel emphasized that everythin,. o
matter how simple it sounded centained equally immediacy and medi- -
ation (SL, 68), it is now so permcated with negativity that it is no’
- ‘mare remembrance of things past when Hegel writes, “shere is nothing,
whether in actuality or in thought, that is as simple and abstract as.is:
commonly imagined.” (SL, 829) o = QDR
' 'The jong 'passageway through “concrece totalicy” .of diverse, con--
ceadictorey ferces and relations from the Doctrine of Being rhrough Es- .
sence t© Notion makes it clear chat though every beginaing musz be. -
meds with the Absolute, it becomes Absoluce “only in its completion.”
It is in the moveinent to the transcendence of the opposition berween.
Notion and Reality-that transcendence will be achieved in subjectivity
‘and subjeccivity alone. In a word, this new beginning is both in::
- thought and in actuality, in theory and practice, cha is to say, in
dialectical “mediation which is more than 2 mere beginning, and is a
mediation of 2 kind that does not belong to a comprehension by means- -
of thinking.” Racher “what is meant by it is in general the demand for
the realization of the Notisn, which realization does not lie in the begin-
ning itself, but is rather the goal and the rask of the encire furcher de-
- velopment of cognition.” (SL, 828) o N .
_Whether or not one follows Marx’s “subversion™2 of the Absclute’s
goal, the “realization of philosophy” as a “new Humanism," the unity -
of the idezl and the real, of theory snd practice, indeed, of philosophy-
,and rewolurion,® one cannot fail to perceive Hegel's Absoluce advance
(Weitergeben) and. “completion” s the conclusion and fulfillment, as*
the beginning anew from the Absoluts for he never departed from con-
ceiving all of history, of human development, not only as a histery in
the consciousness of freedom, bue, as we shall see, as achievement in ap. -
tuslity - Even here, where Hegel limics himself strictly to philosephic
categorics, to history of thought, he maintains the need to face realicy.
In tracing the conceprual breakthroughs of the dialectic from Plato to
~Kaat to his own view of second negativity, he calls attention to Plato's
demand of cognition “that it should consider things in and for themselves,
that is, should consider them partly in their universality, but also thae .
. it should not stray away from them catching at circumstances, exam-
ples and comparisons.” (SL, 830) . ) T e e T
o Considering -zhings “in and for themselves”, Hegel maintains, hac
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. made possibls the working out of ever-new unities and relations:be- . -

| tween_ practice and_theory. Thae. s the. achievement . of "Absoluce: v
_.Method. "B whatever excent the method is anslytic, ro whatever extent -
synthetic ‘as it exhibits itself as Other, the dialectic- moment is. not. -
reached until (as the unity of the two), the "ng less syntheric thaniana-- .. -
Iytic moment” determines ieseif as “the orher of itself.”: The poine is that -
it is the power of the negative which is.the creative element.. It is not
‘the synthesis, but the absolute negativity which assures the 2dvance
~movement. Since this is what separazes Hegel froni ‘all”other
Philosophers, ‘and this philosophic ground, how a*universal first, con-
sidered in and for itself, shows itself to be the other of itself,", this jdea
will dominate the fast twelve paragraphs following the encounter wich
. the turning paint of the movement of the Notion - ; the dialectical
,soul_;hal_ everything lrue possesses and through which alore it is
true; ior on this subjectivity alone rests the sublating of the opposi-
“lion between Notion and Reality, and the unity ihatistruth. (SL, 835)
- Before, however, we B0 to_those paragraphs developing secend
negativity to ics fullest, I should like to_reteace our steps ta-thi
threshoid of the Absolute Idea, “The Idea of the Good,” and call atten-
tion to the Russiza Communist celebration of the one hundredeh 2a-
niversary of Lenin's birth, which coincided with Hegel's two. hun-
-dredth. This will illuminate the problematic of ovr day, Academician
Kedrov, Director of the Institute of History of Science and Tchnoiogy,
_embarked on still another attempt to.“disengage” Lenin from Hegel
with the claim that the word, “alias,” before the quotation: “Cogni-
tion ot only refleces. the world but creates it,” shows Lenin was -
merely restating Hegel, not bowing to Hegel's “bourgeois idealism™. $
The simple truth, however, is that the most revolutionary of all ma-
terialists, Viadimir Ilyitch Lenin, witnessing che simultaneicy of the -
“outbreuk of World War I and the collapse of the Socialist Intemacionai,
 felt compelled to return to Hegel's dialectic as that unity of oppositss
which might explain the countcr-revolution within the revolutionary .
movement. Absolute negativity. became Lenin's philosophic prepara-
tion for cevoluzion, s Lenin's Abstract of Hegel's Sciencs of Logic shows.®
By the time his notes reach the Doctrine of the Notion, Lenin scates
 that none of the Marxises (end the emphasis on the plural makes it
clear he includes himself), "had fully understood Marx's greatest

theoretical work, Capitel, “eopacially its fisst chaptes™ since that is -~
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. impossible “withour-having
o 2

g thotoughly studied and undésitosd’ehs
iz passion ac the approach of the Doctiine of . ..
- the Notien—"NB ‘Freedoim -= Subjectivity, (“or") End; Conscious: -
~ “ness, Endeavor, NB" ~had made it clear ehat Lenin at this timie; 1914,
- saw dn freedom; in’subjectivity: notion, the categories ‘with “which
*both to transform the world and to gain knowledge of the objectively
real becanse he had alteady, in‘the Doctrine of Essence, recognized, in-
~ Hegel's critique of causality:’ the limitation of “science” to explain the
relation between mind and matter,* ST TR P A
~ Lenia’then proceeded to grapple with the role of practice'in Hagif,
especially when Hegel writes of the Practical Idea as haviag “not only-
the dignity of the Universal, but also the simply actual.” Lenin's quo-
 tation about cogrition . that the Communists are. presently tiying to -
-expunge is significant, ot because he accords such “'creativity” to cog- . .
nition but rather because Lenin, in “granting” thas creativity io cogni- -
_tion, had followed it up by calling attention to the face tha: Hegel had” -
" used the “word, Subject “hers suddenly instead of ‘Motion™.? And o

a4

= whels of Hegel's Lagic,

. make mstess still worse for those Russian epigoni, it was all in the
sentence about “the seif-certainty which the subject has ir the fact of
- its determinateness i and for itself, a certainty of its owa sctuality and
theuon-actuality of the world,"” ' o o
Vuigar materialists are so utterly shocked at Lenin writing about the
“ron-acikality of the world” and the “self-certainty of the Subject’s ac-
“tuality” that, they quote, not Hegel, a5 Lenia did, bue Lenin's “srans-
lation”: “i.e., that the world does not satisfy man and man decides 1o
cheage it by his activity.” But the point is thar, afeer that “transla-
tion”, Hege! is quoted in fuli, on the contrast betwesn inquiting cog-
nition where “this actvality appeared merely as an objective wosld,
‘withoue the subjectivity of the Netion, and here it appears as ap ob-
jective world whose inaer ground and actual subsistence is the Notion,
This is the Absolute Idea.” (SL, 823) A
i It'is this appreciation of the Absoluze Idea, not as someching'in
" heaven or in the stratosphere, but in fact in the objective world whose
‘very ground is the Notion, that has stacise Communism so worried
about Lenin, ever since the East German Revole of Juae 17,1953, ond
tiie emergence of a movement from proctice o theory and a new society,
o > sighely sensed: that Lenin's break with his own philosephic -
. past of the photocopy theory of reality pius wluntarism preduced the
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i '-’f'ureat Divide in the Movement that hias yet t. ran'its course.. We, w:ll :
" take up the illumiration the actual movement from practice (thcse pa.sl: -
two decades) sheds-on- the problemat:c of our. .day .at. the end: cf this
‘study.- Hefe it is necessary o resume Hegels cwii Concentrationonand <1

deévelopment o second nc:ga:w:ty in those last. twclvn parag!aphs of |
- AbsohiteIdea. i ., ‘

S

AN Y , o -1‘_ i

. (3) Beg:nmng wnth paragraph 15, nnd ali the way to thc end of the
chaptcr ‘we 1o sooner face’the subjectivity that has ovércomz oppasi-
tlon_bctween Notaon angi Reahty than we fearn that! since this subjec-
tive is the “famermozt”, it is also the “nisf objective’ mortens” (§L“836), -

' and it |s this suh;ecuwt}r as ob;ectwlty whsch is “1ubject, a pervom, afret -

ng .+ /it Clearly, free creative power assires the p!unge tofreedomy

It is the umfymg force of the Abscluce Idea’” “And “since ‘sbsolute .
negativity, the néw foundation, is not “something merely p:cked up,'
but somethmg dadami end pmwd" (SL, 838), this subjective muld not'"

_ but_ be 'b;ecttve, 0 much 50 that it extends to thesystem invelf. :

""" There t00 we learn that the content be!ongs to the method; i€ the ex-
'.’mmn ‘of mithod so ‘that the system, too, is but another “fresh begin-
ning” which has been arrived az through an infinite remembrance of
thmgs past and advance signposts ( !V:mrg:bem. ‘This is why the discus-
sion in paragraphs 20 through 25 not only never departs from absolute ‘
nsgatmty as the transcending med: fation, but shows that every advance
in ‘the system of tota.hty becomes* “richer arm! mar"cmam. .

: The expresswn, “ticher and more concsate”, 0o 'mote than’the
categunes of s uD]eCthtV, reason, frecdom, may not have Jed the reader
to think of any such “maresialistic” movement as the movement by

which 'man maker himself free, bur here is how Hegel sp:l's out’ "Fm
M!nd" ir T‘u Dl;ulmmhfnr afl_l SR FIgN

LEg o -t ivaing uf!‘n; Eus_ytw’mculu. et s - -
When mdmduals and nal't:mr have ‘once got in thmr heada th-=__ o
. - gbsira: Iconcop of full- blown liberty, there is nothmg likeitin itsun-
~_controllable ‘slrenglh,” just because it is the very essence of mind, .
ang thet as its very acluality . . . . The Greeks and Romans Plato and”
'Aristotle. aven the Sloics did nol have it : .
. - If lo be aware of the |dea—10 be aware, ig., thal men are aware uf G
s Ireedam astheir essence, aimang ob;ecl—lsa matier of speculanon )
slc'l this ve,ry idea nsell |s the actualny oi rnen nul somethmg which;

£

-The fact 'ha:. in the Smure af La,gn-, the stages in dm!ecncal }.d-

? ;’?ag

\\r e ;7,‘ S T T
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vance are niot shown es'so many hages in the hidtoric development»of .
‘humian freedom; but, in the end, unwind a3 a circle; become d circleof
cifcles; is; however, a constant:reminder that every absolute is'd tiew.

' '.'"begmmng, his's before and an after; if noc a “future’”, susely aconze-
' quetice, a “swecessor —of, expressed more ax:curately, bas only che anteee~
dent and indicates its swecessor in its conclusion.” (SL, 842) Whaxever

" Hegel said, and meant, about the Ow! of Minerva spreadmg its wings -

* only at dusk simply dos not foilow fmm the ab;:r:mty of the dmre. the’
summation in which the adw.nce is lmmanent in the present. Wh:le hc
nelti'er gave, nog was mterested in, any olnep ints ior the f'uture, ‘
was not preoccupied wtth death, the cnd" of phllosophy, much less of .
the world His philosophy is “the en only in the sense that ™ up to

this moment’, ' philosophy has teached this point with "my phuosophy
cf absojute negatmty From the beginning, when his first and preatest
clemental work, The Phenomenciogy of Mind, ended with nothmg short
of the boigotha of the Spiric, Hegel had succeeded in descnbmg the

‘finai act 25 if it were an untoidmg of the ..verlastmg When sub]ected
o the dialectic meehod from which, accordmg to Hegel, no truth can
escape. the conclusion turns out to be 2 new begmnmg “There is no
trap.in thought. Theugh it is finice, it breaks through the barriers of
.the gwcn, eeaches out, if not to mﬁn-ty, surely beyond the h:s.onc
momcm'

In tha fi ml two paragraphs we see that there is 1o rest for the Abso- -
iute Idea, the fulﬁlled Being, the Morion that comp:ehends ztself the

' Notion that. has become the Idea’ s own content. The negativity, the’
urge to tmnscend the ceaseless motion will go into new spheres and

sciences and First then achieve * "absolute hbemnon * The absolute fib-

. eration exnenenced oy, the ‘Absolute Idea as_it."freely releases itself”

" does not make it ascend tu heaven. Cr the contrary, it first then ex-
pcﬂencet. the shock of recognition, “the externality of space and time exist-

-ing absolutely in. lts own wnthou' the moment, of subjecumy " (SL,

-B43) ... iy

. So much for those who ccnslder that Hegel lnvec! faf away from the
" concrete objective world, in some distant ivory towes in which he "de—-
" duced” Nature from the Idea. Equally WIORg, however, are these who,

o ahile recoptiizing thit_ Hege! presents the. tzansition to Narum asan . 0 . o oo

g - actual prokess of reality, conclude that }-!egel is standing on his head
?mud as Hegel m.gh: have been of the fe2t, we need to turn both to
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“the Science of Logic, and the Philosaphy of Mind, especially the three fizal-
syllogisms, to sce what Hegel wes telling us. R

Wb wae an Inrimas
- )

RITH, Anrimarion in the Locsicsbo

Y AIsh it ) gl uwzii'}‘-lﬁtﬂfe bfiﬂgthE'mCGf o
ation is, spelled out as the first syllogism at the end of the Encyclopedia:
Logic, —Nature, ~Mind. In that paragriph. Hegel further assures us -
that “Nature, standing betwsen Mind and its esserice; sinders them,
oz indeed to, extremes of finite abstraction, nor stands aloof fro

* them.” (Ené. §575) T SR SRR AT

_One of the most relevane of the scholarly studies of the 1960's is

‘Reinhare. Klemens Maurer's Hegel and des Ence der Geschichie: Intey-
pretationen zur Phaenomenologie. He bolds that it may very well be true’
that the first of these final syllogisms (in §575), which hes Natute a5
the mediation, gives the appearance .that “Hegel turns to Darwin,
turns to dialectical macerialism and other nature-geneses of man,” and"
also meuns to turn “to, Liberty”, thete leading the “course’ of neces-

sity"”, but Hegel himself brings i4 2 “correction” in his oext pare-
graph. Here che sequence reads: Mature=Mind —Logic. Professor
Maurer chen proceeds to “appropriate™ chat syllogism as expressing the
dialectic of the Phersomenslogy. Whatever one may think of that analysis

s a philosophy of history or whatever, the point most Hegel scholare
do agree with regarding the final syllogism (§577), is this, in Qo
Poggeler's words of 1961: “In opposition to the usual interpresations

of the Hegelian text, I should like to propose the following: that the
actual science of Spiric is net the Logic, but the phifosophy of Spirit.”

- Thus che focus of the third syllogism has shifted and the stress has
been correctly placed on the fact the Logic has been replaced and, in ics
scead, we get, not the sequential but the consequential Self-Thixking

idea: T Ficgei this has resuited from the fact that it is the natre of
the face, the notion, which causes the movement and development, yer
this same movement is equally the action of cognition.” (Ene. §577)
, . Hegel's Absolutes never were a series of ascending ivory towers.
Revolutionary transformatior: is immanen: in the “very form of
thought: As we saw from_ihe chapter on Absolute idea, the unifying
force was free creative power. By the time we reach the mediated final
- result, Absolute Mind, the absolute negativity thac was the waving
- -force ‘in- Logic,”in Narute, in'Grist where ‘we saw them a8 concrete
- stages of human freedom, there no-loager. was any difference between
‘theory and practice. This is why our age ¢an besi underseind Hegel's

3
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as bcen wntness 03 movement fmm practice. fg_ twofongh
des, — (eve. since the deaz “of Stafin hftcd the mcubus from the
-heads t_)f the masses in Eas‘ Europe) ‘To this writer, Hegel 5 gemus is .
!edaud in ’u.e §ace that bis voyage of discovery” becomes o one endiess
process of discovery for us. The “us” includes both Marx's o '
nent of thought of marerialist d:alecncs, and Hegel scho!ars, X
‘the movement from ps sactice that was itself a form of zheory onge-its’
~ spontaneity discoveted the power of thoughe along’ ‘with its’ phys:cal
might. This writer has fol'owed vcry closely this movemant ‘of 1 revoit .
 ever since jl..il“ 17, .9;.:, and saw in it a quest for umversahty becausa
shie had already discerned in the dlalect:cai movement of the three final:
syllog:sms in Absoluts Mmd a new pomt of dcpmure in the Ides and
in ‘the i movement from § practice.® - S
_ Th:s movcment from practice hardly had the ear of contemporary
o Heg lians, orthddoy ot Marxist, as evidenced in the erudite, Lefrist di-
_tector of the famous Prankfure School; ¢he’ late 'I’hecdor Adorno. His
'.vei'v tes.mn FJ. bc...s, for ¢ nmuung, for acting,” wa.s Dnalecncs that § is
£o say, fbr negatlons of what is. He entitled the summation of his life's
"hOlight his intellectual iegacy, Negatise Dialectizs.*® This book, how-
cver. has Tierle o do v with the diaaecncs of negativity, and lease with . -
the concept of Subject, by which Hegel distinguished his view from afl
other phl!omphers who feft the search for cruth at Substance only.-As
“concresized” by Marx for the proletarian class, Subject is supposed to
have been acccpted aiso b} Adomo. bur agam, "Adorno kﬂept his dis-
tance and ougmaiuy ]ocked up in what he calls Negative Dialectics,
From the very lxgmnmg of the Preface of his work (p. xix), Adumo i in-
forms us thae the positive in the : negative, —"the negation of the nega-
tion,"” ~is the enemy: “This book seeks 2o free dialectics from suck of.
- Himative traits “without rcducmg its detrrmmacy " The so-called
thcorct:ca] madequacles of Hegel and Marx" revolve around what he
- sees sis the' all-encompassing ewl the conccpt, that subsummg
cover”, its  "autarchy”. 1} -
Naturnlly, Adorno ’ccep.. his distance fmm pos:tms:s and the
vulgamns of the knighted Karl Popp-r and his infamous “Hegei’ and
- Fasciswn™ “school. Neve“thcl"ss Adorsio, almost out of nothiug, sud-’
denly. bimgs in Amchwntz and inzroduces-some sner of Linship be-
© tween.it'and absoiutc negativity. He writes: “Genocide is the absoluze
- mtegrauon c e Auschw:rz confirmed thb phxlosophemc of puze :dcn-
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HEGEL s ABbOLUT“ As Nzw BEGINNING
_ tlty asadeath,,.-. s Absoiute neganv
104 surpnse ‘anyone ¥ : - W
y »‘altnost out of nothmg I naturally do not rnean that Auschwltz
was nol: the reahtv of Fascism, nor do:I mean oniy the suddn.nn 38 and-
“shock of intreducing such  subject matter in the climix of 2 boak caifed
“Mevitations-on hkmphysncs Rather, I mean it is' wrong.’ “That is: to
'say,lnt is totally illogical and non-dialectical, consldenng thae: Adomo
devoted an'adult lifetime to fighting fascist ideology-as the very Oppo-
 site of Hegellan dislectics and hed seen the very dearh of dla.ccttcs in
‘ an: Germany. Pe:hapt: a bet:er word shan ‘wrong™ would be Arior-

of the :-Ieg:!ran Dmhmc, he almost defended a sub;ect-object ld"'ntlty

Subjecl-obmct cannot be dasrmssed as rnere extravagance ci Iogica! ‘_3 .
. absolutism, ... . In seeing through the latter es mere sub]echwty. we T
. have already passed beyond the Speculative idealism. . . Cogni- 7"

tion, if it is genvine, and mora than simple duplication of lhe sub;ac-

lwe. must ha lhe un ec:sob;ectmly : e

: Aud, iﬁdc"d, ti-1iis. Negaiiw Dialeciios,” he reiterates the same idea"
" when he writes that, despite the fact that Hegel “dzifies” subjectivity,w
“he accomplishes the opposite as well an msnght into the sublcct 2 a’
self-manifesting objectivity."13. E
Why, chen, such a vulgar n'durtnon of abselute neganmy" Therem
is the real tragedy of Adorno (and the Frankfurr School). it'is the:
rragedy of a onc-dxmcnsmnahty of thought which resuits when you’
give up Subject, when one does-not listen to the wices from be-
low,~and they were loud, clear, and dtmandmg between the m:d~
fifties 2nd mid-sixties. It is a tragedy once one returas to the ivory
tower and reduces his purpose to “the purpose of dnscuss:ng key con- .
.. ceprs of philosophic disciplines and centrally intervening in those dis-
" ciptines”.! The next step was irresistible, the substitucion of 4 per- :
mianent critique not alone for absolute n-gatmty, but also of pcrma— :
nent revoluzion itself.” . . '
Now, whether the enduring relevance of Hegel Ims stood the test of '
‘time. becausc of the devotion and analycical rigor of Hegel scholars; or
because a movement of freedom surgcd up from below and was follovsed -
by .new cognition ‘studies, there is no doubt -that becanss - Absolute
* Negarivity signifizs transformation. of - reality, .the dialectic of con-" " .~
_tradlction and totahty of cnses. thc dialectic of hbetataon. Hegel's + '
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" ART AND LOGIC IN HEGEL'S

thought comes to life at critical points of ‘histozy, - cailed by him, .
‘birch-times of history.” In addition, there were Marxist scholars; rey-
. .Olutionarydissidents, who huile an aser ground, . While g shisli ot~
the West, like Reinhare Maurez, was pre-occupied with Hegel's'con-- =~
cept of where to end; the Czechoslovakian philosopher, Karel Kosik, -
was:pre-occupied with where to begin anew. OF the Facrern LT S
studies .chat accompanied the revolts, and révoived around :Marx’s |
Humaaism, especially Manx's “Critique of the Hegelian Dialecric™;" =
. oneof the most sigorous studies was Kzeel Kosik's The Diglectics of the - -
-CMWC.“'::. T B RN PR Y IS L “ ’
Mot were these serious studies limired to the "“Edsy”, 18 As Franez'
Faron saw it, the Afvican struggle for freedom was “not a ereatiss’on . ...
 the universal, buc the untidy affirmation of an original idea prop- =
ocunded a5 an absolute.”*? There is no doubt, of course, that cnce ac-
tion supersedes the subjectivity of purpose, the unity of theory and
practice is the form of life out of which emerge totally riew dimen-
. sions. T ¢his writer, chis is only the “proof” of the ending of the Science
of Logic, the absolute as new beginning, the self-bringing forth ¢f lib-
- erty. Because Hegel's grear work had new horizons'in ‘sight, Nature
and Spirit, the ‘Absolute Idea had to undergo “absolure liberation":
(Befreinng). Mo mese: tzansivion ( Ubergaing} hete; Freedom’is unre:
stricted. It will “complete” (w/lendst) its liberation in the Philosophy -
of Mind (Geist). But there is nc doubt either in the Science of Logic
abour the Notion being Subject, being Reality, and not some sort of
closed ontology. To think .chat Hegel seferred only- to the ‘idea of '
Charstianity in the Graeco-Roman world when he wrote ahout' “the -
pivot on which the impending world revolution turned at that time"18.
is both to forget the Christians thrown to the fions, and chat it was the "
“resigned” Hegel of the Philesophie dos Recht; who wrote about the
“impending world revoluting” and not che young Hegel who had ear- -
lier zoasted the grear French butic T R TP

DISOIO RC'\:‘GA“uUﬂ; AR

Is it mere accident thar, after 150 years of indifference, two simul- -
taneous translations of the Philosopby of Nature appeared in English? Gr

_ is.it mere accident that in the naw studies on Hegel, a thinkar like Pro- -
fessor Riedel suddenly secs in Hege! an equal primacy of the Thenretical -

and the Practical Idea? Or char-new studies in-Hege! cover East and

.+ West, Norch and South, and chat many of the world confrrences on
. Hegel coincide with Marx and Lenin as philosophers? I it nog rether,

ERUCRS IV

s

R Ty
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EGEL'S A TE AS NEW BEGINNING

that the pfbblematic of our crisis-ridden world imﬁ@n__g_és_ innoinciden- =

tal ruan ne elea —_

- 420 way on -t whole quesiion of the reistionship of theory to practice. .-

- not just en the immediare level, but one grounded in philosophy? No -
doubt, as Hegel put it, to accept a category at face value is an “unin-

structed and barbarous procedure”. But it is also afact vhat the single ™ 7

dialectic process surges up from thought as well as from accuality. Ie
would be equally “uwninstructed” for. philosophers to act as if the rela-
tionship of theory to practice is merely 2 “job for polirices.” Just as the
objective world and the elomental quest for universality have a cruciai
meaning for students of the dialectic, so do the students of the dialec-
tic have & ¢rucial meaning for the movement from practice, Just #s the
- movement from the abstract universal to the concrete individual
through the pasticular, sewssitating & double negazion (snd thar, afte;.
.all, comprises the whole movement of the Seesce of Lagic), 50 does the
“compzehension™ of it. If philosophers learn to eschew elitisms, then
. the unity of theory and practice, of absolute as pew beginning, will not
 temain an abstract desire, or mere will, but philosophy ieself will be-
come action, o : —' " T
In his Hegel: A Re-examination, Professor Findlay was right when he
. scated that Hegel's evegeses can seem “arid and false o those who see
nothing myscerious and god-like in the facts of human thought.” Bue
is it not equally true thar phi!osophers who stand only in terror oefore
- zewolution not only do not “comprehend” it, they cannot fully com-
prehiend the revolution ir thoughe? And Hegel did rewolutionize phijos-
ophy. Abselute Idea a5 new beginning can become a new “subjectiv.
ity” for realizing Hegel’s priaciple, chat “the *ranscendence of the op-
position berween Novion and Reality, and that unity which is truch,
rest upon this subjectivity alone.” This is not exactly 2 summons to the
barricades, but Hegel is asking us to have cur ears as well as our
Categorics 5o artuned to the “Spirit's urgency” that we rise to the chal-
lenge of working out, through “patience, seriousness, suffering and
the labor of the negative,” a totaily new relacionship of philosophy t0
actuality and action as befits a “birch-time of history.” This is what
makes Hegel a coniemporary. : I




NOTES

l 'l'hc Si. des:gnmnn mgclh:r with a number refcrs to the A. V Ml!!cr tnm.la 'un ot
Hegel‘s.i‘:mrwf Logi¢ (London: Allen & Unwin, 1969,. A

2. Karl Lowith writes: “Marx takés over the task of the p'mlo*aphy which ends:l w'th Hegel

“and’ puts revululmnar; \hmsm. as reasan becoming practical, in che place of the whole:

i 7; previous iradition.”; Then Prof. L3with foatnatas his commest by referiing to Manfred
-Riedel's Theerie snd Prasis jve Deoden H’eg«h {Srutegare: 1963). lc is thete, canum.;es L3~
wuh wher: itis cstabhshcd for the firsc time thae, for Heg:l t‘aeo:y and pncuce share
‘an cquz’ primicy, since spirits as will is 2 will «o freedom 2nd m:euun is the origin of Fali -
historical practice” (from Lowith's “Mzdiation and Immediscy in- Hegei, Marx zod
I"eucrbech" in W. E. Steinkrus (ed.); New Stadier in Hegd (] Pb.rln.fep!,y (Ncw Yor’-;. Holt,"
Rinehart & Winston, Inc., 1971,)p. 122 and noxe). .- :

3. See Chaptor Two, A New Continent of Thoupghe, Mzrz t Flstoncai Mat:uahsm ard us .
. Inseparability from the Hegelian Dialeccic,” in my bock Pb:lm,)bj dxd Rudunme. (New :
* York: Delacatte Press, 1973). '

4. Sec the Imrle by Academlc:an Kedroy' pinted in Soviet Studies in Pb:impby Summer,
L1970 . ]

5. 'This is my own tr:mslanon which was pubhshed aszn Appcndl: to my Mar:us cla' Frrb
dom* (New York: ' 1938). However § am cross-refetencing here the “official” translation
which was published our of contexe, in 1961, as “Conspecrus of Hegel's Book, the S¢i-
cnce of Logu: ia Lenin's Celiected Wirks, Vol. 38, '

See elso fc.omote numbered 221 or page 317 of | m; Philasophy and le.maa for evi-
‘dence of the interest Lenin displayed in the study of Hegel by Pref. ilyin who was then
sitting in jail for opposing the Bolshevik revclution, and whom Lenin freed. The refer-
ence to this in thz Archives of the Lenin Instituee for che year 1921, was inciuded in Rus-

siz enly in the first publication of Lenin's Philosapbic Neiebosks, spcaf'cally it the lnt'o- '
* ducticn by Detrorin.

l.c:un. op. ¢it., . 180.
Bid., p. 213, o '
' Elsewhere | have developed more fully the ramifications and break in !:nm s phl.osupmc
- devetupracns. -Sec- Chprer ‘Three; “The Shock of Recognition snd tie mlmophlc “Ame
bivelence of Lenin™ in my Philosophy and Resolution, pp. 95-120. :
.- Thz letters on the Absolute Idea and the three final syllogisms of Absoluzc Mind (dz:ed :
May 12 and May 20, 1953). 1 have turned over to the Labor Histary Archives of Wayae -
~ Seate University in Detrciz. These cumprise pan of the collection en “Marzism. °
Humaeism, its Otigin and Develepment in America, 1941-1975.” They ate available on
microfilm for uther Jibraries and are listed as “*The Rdya Bunayevekaya Collection™.
The originzl German edition was pulilished in 1966, Quotarions will be made fmni the
English teanslation by E. B. Ashton published in 1973 by the Seabury Ptcss of Ne\v




""Adomo s accusation of "concepwal ."enshum egmmt Marxs famous “Femh:sm of
Commedities™ as “truly a piece from the heritage of classic German philsopily™ (p. 1896 is -
nct relevant here, Contrast it with Karel Kasik's amlvsns of the very seme section in e

~ work described below in footnote 15,

" 'T. Adoroo, Negative lemm {l:r. ‘Lshmn, New York Senbury Prtss. 1973). P- 362

. Iéid., p. 350, SR ) s

lb:d..xxlnPreface. o o T e

. Two ol the chap:ers of his Dialecties of the Cmmn have been published in Engl:sh inTila

(Fail, 1958 and Fall, 1969). Wmlr in the second issue, Kosik contrases the smpty abea-

lures of Schelling with thote of Hegel, who characterized the abrolutes cf the Romantics

as having goe to the Absoluze “like a shor cut ¢f the plsmi "in the carlier, 1968 issue,

Kosik wrote chat Maex's beginning of Capital with "Commodity’ means “it can be chasac-

terized in Hegelian terms, us the unity of being end non-being, of distincrion m:! ¢imi--

latity, of ideatity and pon-identity. All further determinations are richer defi \aitions or
characterizarions of this ‘absolute’ of capitalise saciety. The dislectic of intarpretarion or of
exegesis cannot eclipse the central probiem: how does science reach the ectssary bigivming
of the exposition, . . . ‘The dialeczic is not « method of :educuon. but rhe mbada :;mnm’
am{ snteilectual veproduction of reality.”

< The oaly one in the academiz world in Hegel studies in the West who has dealt se-

’ ruw.sly, not wich exitting, given, established, 1rare Communisin, bue wich Marx himself
apd sees the cransformation of the commedity a1 pheaomenon invo Notivn is Kast Lawith
in his From Hepel to Nieszsche (er. by David Green, New York: 1964). The criginal G-
edition appeared in 1941. (Vo2 Hegel bis Nigziche (Zurich, 193331
I have limited myself to Eastern Europe, but of course I really mean the Easr, the Om'nt. _
ind Mao's perversion of Hegelion dialectics, npenzlly the concept of Conttadiction, with
which | have dealt ebsewhare. (See Chupter Five, “Thie 'I'hough: of Mao ‘l'm-tung." in my
Philosspby and Rewlutica, po, 128-130.)

Frantz Fenon, The Wresrhed of the Eurtd, p, 33, .

. Hegel, The Pbxlmﬂa of Right (xr. Sir T. M, Koox)(Gxford: Clarendon Press, 1942).
zce, p. 10. Sce also the translacac’s note Ne. 26 6n page 30!




. “Three foundation works of Marxist-Humanisi by:

Raya Dunigyevskaya ., ...

vohitior: from Hegel to Sartre and from
Mao - o

Testing chapier of a new book by the unorthodox revolutionary Mandst Raya Dunayevskaya
is entitled ‘Why Hegel? Why Now?” . .. To the quésticn § have raised abott the contemporanaity - . ..
.. of Hegel, she answers with a résounding affirative: “What makes. Hegel a-conlemporary Jis
- whal made him 5o alive 1o Mary: the rononcy of the dislectie of for-a period

: x: the. cogency of the didlectic of noga a
proletarian revolution, as'well as {or the ‘bink-Lime' of history in which Hegel lived.” .
. ' ) —Ceorge Armstrong Relly, Hagel's Retreat from

Marxism and Freedor ©. . frsm 1776 to toay .

“Dunayevskaya's book goes Begmnd":he' Previous interpretations. It shows. rot-only that Marsian *
*economics and politiee are throughout philesophy,: but that - the Latier is' fiom the beginning
~economics and politics.” e L L . e R
I . ) ] - S i e o s—Hedbert Marcuse
- Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation and Marx’s Philosophy of
s Revolution I e TR

-, The transformation of reality remains the wam & woof of the Manxdian diale}dic. Th:s dialectical
- principle will show itsell, | hope, to, be the unifying force for ail three. pans of the book:. .
T T e the Author's Intvoduciton

”.Qrdér tom: . o o T 81005 each
News & Letters, 59 E. Van Buren, Room 707, Chicaco, I 60605 e '

I

Raya Dunayevskaya manisHumsion: A HaitGentury

cﬁﬂg'ﬁéﬂz T of Its Véorld Devielopment

Archives of Laboe & Urban Afiairs, Walter Reuther Library, Wayne State University, Dutroit.

The whole question of the reiatiomship of any ongoing event with the past, with’ lhe'ven'/

concept of archives, depends on the 1wo opposite words — continuily & discontinity. Whereas

only great divides in epochs, in cognition, in personality, are crucial, and may refale 10 luming

points in history, no discontinity can really achieve 1hat type of new epochal “moment” unless
it has established continuity with the historic course of human development. y

' from Introduction Overview Lo, Volume XJI: Refrospective & Petspective

-~ The Raya Dunayevsiaya Cellection, 1924 10 1956

— The Guide o the Collection prepared by News & Letters % avallatle for $2. Please write.
10: News & Lerters, 59 €. Van Buren, Room 707, Chicaio, 1. 60625 : :
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' . Collection. This means that eve:

July 18, 1986

e

Dea” Frlends-

STl ' _.au'l‘he real].y_'
- great news this week is the pampnlet that the Los Angeles 1oca1, esp~
-eg::x.ally Cymse produced-— or more correctly. stated,

.-that ‘it . is.no awaggewation ¢ LG say 'createu i -that the: ﬁﬁbjecc is the™

;SPeech I delivered to the Regel Society of Amermca in 1974, as-now seen.

in its new context That is to say., the contexit in which wa rcnr*n#-ul_af°

Raya s essay, “Hegel's Absolute as New Beginning®, as it appeared in
the book Rxt and Logic in Hegel's Philosophy~- the proceedings_ of the.
1974 HSA conference~-~ makes it entirely differant. The beautiful cover
V,meealately announces that it is News and Letters Wthh chocsea to re-
print this essay,.and the ads (despite the fact that Cyrus had only a
~ gingle page to work ‘with) bring out all three foundation works-— NAF,
-. P&R, RBWLKM&- and the full sweep of the Axchives, the Raya Dunayevskaya
a. t.‘lchgh intellectuals willi ke the ones
most attractad to EeA, they will not be able to separate philoscophy from
revolution. Cyrus has a way with ads, as was shown in the ads he worked

out for the 1986 FFSABT pamphlet, which made the adVPrtlaements themu
'selves educatlonals.g.

Yours, N
Raya




