NorES oN(Aporge Armstrong Kelly's HEGEL'S RETREAT FROM ELEUSIS
' ' o (Princetor Uinv. Press, 1978)

(Since these notes are related malnly %o Kelly's refhrence to
the finl chapter. &, “"Hogel in the 'Present Standpoint'” pp. 224—249
sxcept that I wish to call attantion to the following in chapter 1.

. on "Politics and Fnilosophy”.s )

Pe9 *Hbgel'n is a philoaophy ‘of the concept' ~- that is, it ie
& eymbioais of mathod, result, and éﬂéﬁhdeveloping particularity,
' ntolenhy of thought coming to grips with 1its constituont obJects
angd procesoes. A correspondence is asserted between the method
‘and tho world's ac+ua11ty.

s p.9‘“Hegel'a philoaophy is quite literally the'history of philosophy'
'”whoee outlines are conditioned by the intellectual aculturation’
"llod 'pheno-enology' and by the institutional acquisitions of
oﬁ}éctivo" (that 15. collective) spirit.” :

.T

e GAK hsre quotgf @8 )
;“We mugt not reggrd-th !ﬂisgg‘as ealing with the past. evan thuugh

1y 18.histor{-_‘ﬂ’;_;,,_—-f

iy *1f Hegel has not literally been to the barricades of atrifb-
‘ riddon cities, or explosive rural focos, he has been in the thick :
of current ideological combat.”

On p. 232, GAK beoging the references to the current
writlngs by D'Hondt, Lucaks, Arendt, Aveniri. Regarding vorld
omhiskney and dhe principls of “rseonclilation, in-a culture enabieq
by politics and through a politics justified by philosophical in-
sight,” CGAK concludeg




o *It is not history that stops when this evidence ig in
. hand and accepted, sc much as the Tesr of the dark expwrienced
in ths caverns of human time. “Tragedy or comedy? surely,
in the sense thet history is a record of slaughter and noﬁ much
happiness, {Comedy;, perhaps, diviné ard human, if our TARBON agsures
ue that spirits's purpoees are ssrved after their labyvinthine
untblding. qoma{lfon' tcos  spirit nakes its history, Qur history,
by the use’ of unwitting human foile; «nd even the besutiful and
_‘bnut {such as Periclean ens) rung against 1ts intentions (the ex~
.. pansion of rreedom) Jﬁi—l finallys especially the home-coming of
: Odysaous and the rober experiencs of Aeneas that szcrifice of
' one's 8._pereon—is-the inevitables lot of the-politiocal-shchitents
fﬁ;: ae. Hugel wrote about Napolson: "It is an immense spactable : '
theﬁgpe 8 mighty genlus dostroy hznaeif. ' o

[

. p. 238: ?...where tha aotivity is incessantly involvad. with a

a:ffatiguing 1mnediAﬂy of choice, dxalectics is = cpacious way of

} Voxplaining successions of acts whose legie ig not straightrorward...
Y (rde work this out re activitias of the mid 1960s) -

On that same page begin the roferences to me, thus: "an arresting
chaptor of a ‘new book by the unorthodox revolutionary Mar:xist,
RE!SI!KHX Raya Dunayevakaya. is entitled"Why Hegel? Why Now?"”
GAK then quotes the foll owing pages in P&R == p, 6, p. 257, Ds 7
'p. 286, as well as ...

Qﬂahéir:—ar vhe Gomplex linkage of culture, politics and philouophy
within thg\fgtrix of theikﬁeolute Idea?f’Madame D. proposes an
,unchained dialectic which she baptizes *Absolute Methed®, o motﬁgg)
that 'becomes ITresistable,,.becauss our hungar for thod??‘artsas

from the totality of the presamt global crisis/~7 e then quotes

P. 7 and p. 286 from PR, saying, ¢ Nccording to MAdeme D., °.,,

"Xt rezained then, only for Marx to demonstrate~ that action itself,
surpassing thought, ‘must be called to raconstruct society and 'realize*
philesophy, r (Hegel felt % his phidowophy te be supremsly

y valid pracisely because it preserved and clarified bulture in the
14655 momory?(not because it had Exx supplanted it Hegel told us not so
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BN nuch what ‘'we lack as what wa have 80 torturoualy acquired,...”

(A% this point GAK quétes n letter ofifegel's written Oct. 20, 1808
‘in which Hegex wrote ™ +0 Niathammer! Every day I am more
‘convinced that theoretical work bdrings more to rass in the world .
than prackical work . Once the realm cf thought is revolution&zed.
reality m can s'-a.rcely hold out." )

N . When ha then quotos me from p. 287 about Harxist-ﬂu:aniam,
_GAK saye thet he can “disuern her atrategic position in the inire-

,m‘nural Marxist dehata. ‘that we find her judgement of thn links '

” botween philsophy. history, poli‘ica, and culture alisn to Hegel’s
intent. o

.@Having calxud facticnallem “intramural dabats“ he makes N
,cfbrence %6 _the fact that even though there has been a claim of
act*that Hari *revised” his strategy of proletarian raVolutio
8 clear that Marxism Yag become deterministic. (ra == write himr
~nbout the EN and- the Vers., Zasulitch 1etter).

- Cifij; zhi)g hs once again quotas ne from pe 287 about
?."counter-rovoluticn within the revelution, and then proceeds to

‘_*taking up. D'Hondt and Arnold J. Maysk, ending with "To say that thair
own conwradict:ona betray them is not to dishonoxr their effort.” .
(Pn 242)

He returns in the final para. to still oegﬁgg;g‘gsference
to §Abeclute “MethodYs "And thus aspects of an Hegellan melancholy
—wary MITTarent in ust from the unceasing bustle of the dialectié%

iz 'absolute method® have helped to inepire ldeas df_?ﬁiéfory e %
(This quote followed a quote from Hegel "There is FMX less chill
"in the peacs with the world that knowledge supplies.,” Whereupon
GAK has to admit that that "may seem like cold comfort to anyone
aspiring to etoke up the furnace of history.")




