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SECELAS DIALICII0 oD THE
BOPICE & MOSICH

The problen of this Wwefc fe comomenind with o
unlvorpcl aspest of Hogalts Dislastio in so far ne &% conuning
Wotion of =otions Although somewbat vesondite in the ustsings
of Terel, the =odtion of motlion found in the Malociis conocsine
the 2gecape {rowm m:zg' triad (o enothor, Yhe trisd, cumposed
of thosly op aff rmation, anflhesnis op negation of the
aftirmatli-n, wnd aynthesis of the affivuation aad aegation
“hat 1o, return o the ooipinel sifimmeticn throasd nesazion
of the negsntion, shows 1%&&3.&‘ ag sotion alaply. Dut besouge

s =eticon terminates u:&rsa‘az.y tn arether thesly wileh 1o tha
caralé, as HSegel tavee 1Y, o tommfnuas od guegs ol this flnpl
neiiony “he Dlaleeilo covealn 1%selfl as motlon ubloh ferming.ow
I oifonm. The roecen 36 chot the thesis of he now Yvitad
covends ltoeld ap Lo Dlret mowent, sz Jegel torms 3ty of
sn anouing antithesls sug asynsealn, which lr, og was e
Tiint :%’fﬁ'z’h@ﬁi.‘?, o motlon, he 36% affaet, o8 Harel hlinmol!l

nrates Lo an lmpoptant Zusuig ot the end of hlg Iiret nube

inn of secrlon ong of the logle, is ¢ suscassl: g of

pes
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“yde hp ten pontchst des Sein und als descan anphisl

sw—ezb «Lah dag ‘ém*dan; o mw biliets dem ’Jabm»r’mg b33 15

npeily als Jesenn Wehrhel€ ws'.:-:* a: Vs *zmumww QT '*zm fﬂ.
&;3 wx*ami&mx:g avor selgte s..an ’:3 hoon emaitate al

G88 e 'hssa.‘ shung suf snderss vnd daes ‘”‘aﬁmﬂ*ang i m:ﬁsﬂﬂiﬁm
nincemang Maesichsain, walohes Pursichaoinh denn ondllaol,
i Gent el aibﬁ Daelton selnes Frogsaned, dar —e-ulsicn wund
o Avirel lon, vigh gls dag Sufheben zeeine‘* ~wilot, md
o33 : gt ’_i’,z:;t ubsrhannd, In e To-alitat fhoen
rntopeny Nntbe
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dne vo che ohgcurity of e ng‘rﬁirm in Begel,
nesecsary o tlariiy oup motions of ‘he Dialestio bafore

Gt purpeas here in to ssudy the Dlalenric unlor
thiz agpeot in connection with Artsuotle's avpusonts sgeinet

~"4""v‘kl s

the motl g of motlon in "he P book of e Fhyslics. Howover,

ng o eompers Tece) vith Aristetls mé :horaby cefine

| Py &, Haraforg, wo .Jm 11 traat
o]

aeBit
*he srobled novs axactliy,
o€ the fundemenial twliad of the Dialentic and hen uwn nhal
state ow ‘o he passags from one tripd o another the

Haieety lnve iwa motion of motions

'n,g

ieg,ai. Geopg ;.m}a Priavivich, fHra em dop lloso-
_ontar Tell, Dig uﬁig;ﬂi {:fa&il&mmg&h& iE »132{»..,{?.9;?‘?, b
{(a:f zm-ﬁia gnz,n; szm‘a ueﬁ b 3-8 so,hbatmm Wizssnonh:afian,
wrnin caferred U "dtas Pasyiloped o8 Fusats 2 {:ie
raregraphs oumabe. s a*'& ﬁ'ae 0o 5' ﬁglish trgunglation).
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In attempting to mdqrw-nd w.‘uc mu«m Q.t is best to
start from the ohnmatar&am mm mtkn us mont romibz.y
at firat, This oharacteristie £c the oft mentlioned ocoinel-
dence of aopposites in the smthuts of esch trisd. It is
gonersally nuppoaed that in posing sush a uoinoﬁennt of

.cppoaitsas Hegoel violated the prineipls of santradiotion

defended by Aristotle in book IV of the Netaphysiocsz, Were
this truly the case, we would. bave no more to say. While

it is not my intention to exonerate Eegel completely, I do
believe that not oaly 1s there something to ssy in his favor
in this regard, but that if, for the purpose of discussion,
we assums his fundamental ideslist point of view, we can so
oconstrue hig dootrine as to save him on $his point and at
the samo time open up the trus significance of this doctrine
and Judge the inherent cohersnse of, his system as & whole in
the 11zht of his own funtamentsl fdeslist position.

If 1t 13 & question of the principle of sontrae
dietion in the dogtrine of Hegel, We do not have far to go
for an answer, fo:i Hegol nimsell treats of this problem in
the second pert of the Lozfo, the Dootrins of Essence.

The firat category ’whiah
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flegel trouto %8 ot of Identity [ 115 of e Ducyolo. e 3.0

Hop hle, the prinsiple off sonteadistion 2a wnderetecd qu
e priocinle of z{&&ﬁ*ﬂt&mﬁmm 323 Lisntlonl with
L800df7 A L2 ATand YA connot Bo & ol noi-A draler thoe gy
cogpact (gurisioh)™, ‘

datuwrnily, 8s Do 20TE, undergicod In thips sense tha
torinelple of somtredidilon® serults ouly he mest inans
tenteloglos sush an” Yognetien in MapuetSem,® and TEniolt in
Tpirdt,” etpe OF courge, mm Bopil, he “:tﬁ‘:“.mi;aa of
az:-m:;aﬁiggﬁ,mﬁ“ wdarstood in ihia way Instend of bBeolog ha
mst somen prineipla 6f il thoughit, true, and g 58 notan

omtbug, o conalanily denled every mfrute of every dov by

STAInsry comERil Sense, 0 o i e o R ¥l owss avoung
seping hot & ocone 1o o rooo, waless 1% Ba Cerirads Stelin uhe
W7 e rrofossion ls obwolvesd from merely edinapy poosoch, Yo
2y o cosd L ocede Dok chis, saye Yerely i3 s eonloadfstion,

bacouse 2 roso I8 b rody oy iz rod 8 soon.

2op e Aristorellan hwee seanms o D somening

~sonslaceve horas  Indesd, there 1 gscmethlng wrong, b
Ha..}:ai Saousd losoneleglive Dpom His polnd of widd. 0 Lo
reasening In obreest syllosietlie form foo him o pramisonn,
Wilelly 1% oo hoinong, gre ted whose of Avfototlo. TG,
Rere Lo o dilfgrance in the lntevoretat Hon ¢f s srinciols

of sontrodiebicg.




H oo not nend W go Nory far te find :he yroot of 5
et iiffevence olthor, for Hegel himoolf gives 1t in the vewy
sa:ma paregronly vhere 1n. wimuzag vt Lo onlls formal o
Undaergtonding«Identi ty he %wm,la that the reot of t?fam
diffarence botusen hisgelf ond Aristotle is the lisallst
theory of abatraction, 2.&%: as first look at Hecelts taxt,

Foroells or vemtaaéasﬂ-vlmmﬁ% ist diome Identifis,
inpoTern an iip Tes i R il von dem Imterachlece
abstrohilopt w’rdq Odepr ute Abgtya ttlon i8¢ violsobhy uas
Totzen olgaey fops aﬁllm sdeniitat, o farwandlungy aineg
2y gich &'cm!xra’mn in diecws m dw Zinfockhalid,~«08 2g”
deaa 2in Toll doa o Konkreten m*m Manniofal Jire;:
unrrelagean (dorch dag socsnsnnte Anglysiersn) and nop

LI YA ; owRen wird, oder cass nit vope
‘am\m;gg nran vewsms.aicmm ﬁSG mm&gi'altimn
estimathoiten in Zine gusemyncasn B wordor,

Abstrsotion fop Hegel i& :bs intelleg:usl fanction
of sopavating 4he verious chareoters of & conurete wole ~iven
In Vorateliunc or Reprecentation, In tais mucess he concrste
wiole L resclved 1nto atonde verts In the inteillrence. The
GTooagse 18 epsentially ons of negatlion, a prosess of lonniag

ofe ihig end Lint characier of e concrete whole wntll 14 1s

SADPIR o 1 atiy N - " . )
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‘etieed 10 a graater and grester slmpll city. ha result of

W38 orovera is naiurally e state where ths former chaspoters

of "he ciacrete whole are held in ipoiaticn from ench ohhap
§ and fron the dunereta Hole,
he lovedlate problem whidh arflacg Smom lg poing
: of view iz that of felning Gifforent yredicates of e sare
:
o soagrote whole. Por Aripstotle the solution was pimule.
LQ sooviadre Mot rodnons and scurnass were joined in o stnsle

T S ATH P,
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enunciation was justified by the fuot that it was this thing

in reality which was both red and aoum-% Inci(:e(.i,~ 1ot cnly wore

predicates per accliens joinadonly by z‘?ef;ex'enée to #he same
subject, it wes also true that avm such 29_:_*_ se emmciations
as "men is a ratfonsl animal® i‘bund thelr ultimate justifica-
tlon in a reference te the thing }axi.stiag in reality. |
Animallity and rationality ara'joineﬁ In ti‘.:e cormzon concepdicn
we have of man which is based on the reality of man Ltaslf,
Sut nz Casocirer says, the graat difference bLetwsen s}ﬁétn tla's
loglcal theeory and mods n theory Is precisely that Aria:ctls
contructed his purely logical relations in reference to the
basle relatlons of +the resl substance existent in realls .?‘
Medern thecry, following Kant, %1s opposed to Arigtotle in
that for the modernsg the besio relation to the real is,

{at least thecretically,) f.mpoéaible* When we have denied
all our Inowledgze of the thing in itaell, the mowlodge of
things through their senzible attributes, which a:;a impressed

on our external senses end composed 1in cur imagingtion, can

1 St. Thomas, I pars, ques. 35, art 5 ad Jun,

2 Cassirer, Ernst, Substance and Puncilon and
Zinstein's ‘heory of Aelativity (Chl cago ~1923) p. 7:
"The logical doctrine of the conktrustion of the concept
and of definition can only be bullt up with refarance to
those fundmanetel rslations of the regsl, The determinatic
I 3o concent accerding to its next hirher genus and 1ts

spaciilc difference reproduces the procasg by which the real
subatance suecessively unfolds ftself in itas apacial forms

of Belng. Thus 4t is this besie cenception of substance io
wileh the surely logleal theaories of Arigtotle congtantly have

refaranca, ”

6
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only inso far as the cnmaea i‘ u aput up.oad sach
chereateristic is considered b: Stn&fs'; AR sash w.tﬁh ths
relantm to the thing in itself’ mg: the knmdodgc of the
ccnoreto whole, which is oy & mﬂ.az mma in itself,
con nover be used to simify the whole, Fov? the Ldeslist all
o cénoapﬁn necersorily preseind beth from ratter ond fron
the totality compased of sattor gnd the other forms, Hence,
nrédication of ons concept of motmc hommea iz:!puusible, »
bacause sagh goncapt signifies o_r_x;y a gg_r_t und *t is svident
that no integral nexrt 1is nmd..uud of snathem nor of the

whole fwﬂ which ..t waa takm

Hegel, in assuning this gensral tdealist view, is
found %o equete abatrastion with mgt:.ong For the Diglectis
ihave are imnediately two {rpoptant eonseqiencos which oomo

directly. rrom the theory of abstrsstion, The fivst of these -
appecys to us &t first in the form ol a pnramx. e pmblo’gf is
nobed by Cesairey vho says, "ab this po.‘sat, & new omd mr*ia' general
r:.ii‘:‘."'-“ley arises o *hreatan the traditional lopgicel doect:ineg,
'-if wo Wazraly follcw the tz*aﬁﬁimal :'ula for pessing from the
perticular to the tmivexveai, aé reach tho parsdexical result

that thouwght, 2o 'so far as 1t mounts from lower to higher and

mope inelusive concepta, moves in mere mgauanﬂ, The emasntial
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act hove mravopponsd iz e lra m;: cartain doterminations,

which wo had hitherto heldg Mt-‘wu sbatract from then and
arelade thew Prom sonstderation m trreiovants Yeile continues,
119 we adhops atrictly bo this-eenseption, we reach Ihe sirange
ropults that all the logicel labor which we apply % @ glven

| sencuong lntultion nerves only to separats us nore w0l move
Prees 18, Tratesd of roaching a deopar eoxprahermion of 1
tamort and euructure, wo reach 9&13 & guperflioial soliema Iyon

)
s#ital 51l oseulier Wralls of ihe purtionlsr caso huve wanlghads”

’23‘89 derrs touliy o £ abstrnetion whien soan Lovm U
sapailat noint of view 1s acute, but not ingolable. o
spturn 1o Jeitnite scneveticn by mind ig secomplished, save
rate Bndvresl.

N

Casalirer, by nother dlascovery of Hecul, the oo
g azeople oesirar pives s that of e 2wthenationl QoM

geme wingy ofoalg and 13.:.;;3& u%*i@h haing one in 1tsel?d cen,

-~ A s

— »:'u;',aprﬁnm,i‘//\\ - ‘ 5 - . St o
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without the formatlon of & 06w coRceDl, reprovucs all the

Infinicoly warring ,,vmm*ze% af cipcle uod allipoe Wy mecaly

Shmttcuttne AAfapant values for the paromster, Thua 1t 18 S

o Vvt T g e
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hn corm tima abatrsoet snd eondretas Bognowe LT aonitaline tha

e . -
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oarticalar osdas uithin 1%0alfe

oA e

3 a.. v Do 13 under the aubetitls " Ma ngrutive cr-ogns
...gl f‘bﬂ ‘&ﬁe ps 4 . -
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In Hegel the sonerete: unzvamai fs dorived imzmnm&yq
from his thecsy of ahaﬁ“msm cnﬁ Both the thoeory of shatrastion
end tha eonsanuont theory w ttm cmcmtt unfvorpal are
Cagnentiad woonts of the P&adﬁmﬁ. Him mogaoning san by
e .waﬁ to tho following., IF ve garry out the procsgs of
sbatragtion %o 1t very ! ook, cur aecative lopoings off o
dsterninestons {sll cheravteristicn m datepainations fop
Terel) will terwminate neoessseily at e Iindt in the noat
abptraot congept whileh wIl) be pure t;a‘:ata» e Ul the moad
asbptesot omeept $n Jag reiue sein, the first mental deter
mingticn or catgmry n Nagelis é’#gﬁa; This gr-i:*a belny La
Batng wit 'r:'wizﬁ rny emtnt at allwe L& 1z noth? 3!,;.11“

TR, the cpnorete universal fov lepel in the

sndverand which containe its determining factor within I¥asif,

b F

But doterdinaslon lo nerationy ee Spinose aclds Henes, s

faet ihes in following out the Ldealist thecry of pbatrzailon

b -~

o fvp loripsl 18wt tarel lgcovarg o mg&ﬁ!va DuetLy

=2 -’o ER)

sontaingd o e very conceapt of belap ellowe Nilm o rocosd

foemt tho wesb sborpsct o the sonorsto § priorz, thal Iz,

wfeh out roturcing to seunse fe form & new concopt, e th

E Dtalectie 19 not only o Sevelopnent, it is & salf-dovelopment,

} and g sellwdntornining one, for 6ll Lo wadlled Iu %a.:.ng which

i

: b mmewrlopedle, 86 Lo rolne Teln mieohd den Anfang,

E wsili on sowohl reiner Cedeniie sls das anbagtirsate, sinfoche

P _ wpalittolbsre i3t, dor arste anfapp aber nlcohtas Yeraltieliss und
() wolrar Degiimnves sein Ronm®
T
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he orfgin of the Dalegtis s In realliy quite simpla.
1% Lo mevely o matter of followlng cut the particoulpr Migory

+4 ahgtrngtion whioh repultn m wa posdt that the thilageline
itgell op prluary substinge is onimowabls, Its 2ifference
feom srdstotle’s on this poins is profound in meny voys.
Plowt, Aolatelle doon fw%; ﬁaw oup knowledpe of things and
heuoe 6 knowledoo whish we hewe of theny though poprtlal and
locarplate of L%nell, ceq be used %o eiondfy thoe wtols aa
axigting in reslity. In ihis monter, for Ariatetle, the
gruinclation depends for 1te uniiy wé on the abgtrget, formml
sulty of comewpt, but on the real underlying m&fy of the :hi
in vanlly .6‘ Thie I8 why Aristosle Jistinmizhag Dotwsen the

5 Mgoeteguriss of Segel ere vastly difTerent from
those of Aristotloe 7For Hggel, sy goncept or, In his languarse
= thoughtedatermdaeilon {(Dendbeptimmshgen) whiagh 23 not derived
Toon comse and whileh serves to unily senwe deta Iin any wey at
all oan Do termed A 0SIeoorPe More gpecliiically theo omienso
ahould D o @ldy Iin Jilfferance, 2o thet, In 2ts sirlcfost
sceeptation only ‘those caterories whilch arg symthenea In e
Dis\scite oo roslily sategorias and rcally poorens truth,

Ths thesin and the antithesls eonnot pospess Brath ajarst

fron the eynthesls In Hezol's mind, Tho thesle con be termed
Tgamn® ln an lsproper sonse ln so Sop as it ig lisivel by the
cntiinesiz o "240%renne” (Jlbenslige Ln an Lrmr-oher senae) whiol

Forms ow Csosalug” in tho gsynthoesiss Dessuse of Ndg ldoallal

positlon "being” cen ba tereed ¢ gonuw in 5o for o8 oll thiogn
wvhigh ars inown ero referped to e seme intollectupl powar as

te a acrmon matter, On dhdg point ofy 8%, Thomes, o Yerttois
quoan, 3, 00b%e I Ylclauium eet fpitur, quod ormoes fOYTRS
fatelliriles zunt anius ponerds, quMItUMOLESUS Teg TUOIuN
sunt, sint gacwoum lvadzoruml,  GEmg endm escusm potontiom

tnt ilaotivan resplolunt,” This, hcwaver, iz not “ho oovoer
iopleal accepiaticn of ooy s:;\%ﬁch L2 applied o ecncepts In

2% for ne they soe relaitasd to reallitye

O ofe supre, oote 3




wﬂ‘

(

| TR o AT IR A YN At s

2w manr

TIRATES AT L.

1 QR TR

1

' ll' ‘)d%ﬁe ) g

medug rol and e rel ad wmta. ﬁm thing an oxlating in
renlity S8 coswoped of mtamz nuw. but the parts cf the
“hing an exleting in mind gre wmwﬁa uhieb, nlmaug&: ey
separately sive only a mrezei mleﬂga of iha thing oge
plicitly, sre ooulcedps of the utmxa things Thus sinse the

wiole 18 Ldentleal with Lfteelf, the uhole es kooun threuh

ong pardial copeepd sen be c-zmbiziée:i with the whole ag nown
hrough aothor pertlol congepte Tims enunoiationg sve not
“*f‘z&ﬂ o pure tsutéloglies lo cpder o gave ﬁm oy nc-vwle
of sontr adict.,ﬁon. Ayt Tor ngol siﬁea the esrrespondsnoa
Ybotwean cur partial knowlioedge and the whole thiog Iin veallity

iz denlsd, cur vortial ucwledge esan only be ussd ms lntepral

zarta, Thug, for decel e distinoildan of the ihing in reellyy
and as lmown falls dowun, and e mods of the thing beth Iin
1*:?‘-&13.?.3'&’63.:} aiad 1o snuatedy The thing e Iin resilly oczmetly

as At is kaoun, Heneoy mental ocomposlitdon, iilke matarisl
éomositiou, ts of Ilntegrsl parta Jolned Ly the copuig "is”,

£ sourns, sny conerste souiiclatlcos lavelving o Alffsrencs
Latwaen subjact and preciecais Lomsdlately invoives s wsd
ragounding ~enteadisticon,  Yegel in YImitine nimzelf to what he
golls sbatract formal ldentliyg, & I A, canmot exclaln ordinarvy
sontonces withowt viclating the principle of conteadlictlion.

Noewgvop, hia 1ln ot She way Aristotle undisrgtands he prinelclis

7 ofe 3te <bomag, In LiLros Hetaphiysioocuy I, lowcte
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of semtradleticn, Indeed, Bis Pealist suppostiticn ensbles him
o enunuiate soncrots ?ﬂal&w umoun contyadleticn, Hense,
we oxm glve & preilednary mum o our question, Hegeld émw
Sold that thore 1o o contradiotion fnvolved in every sountencse
in which thore 1o the leant diffevends betwsan subjsct sud
predicats, he ovan pushes his psint o sy het ths snuncistion
-:.z? abatract Ldentity A fa ﬁ sonteing o contradiction, beoauso A
ag wablegt 1z Alffarent from 4 ag preuloata, This Lz dup o
hls sbsolute Ldentlrfonifon sff mind amd reality, Dut Heag
ag we oholl ses, in far frony éwgs.ag the Srue prinoinls of
sontradiction ss Arigtotls understends 18, and 1% ip this
point vilah we Intend o show in *!:a next shaptor whore wo

shall treat of ihe Disiestlec as =otione
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In the firat a&apt.ﬁaz-we'shmwﬁ tzim-ﬁ because of hig
aszymtlion of 8 thecry of ebatreotion which 1s basod on the. dge-
nial of the fundanental loglaal relation to the . renl, Hegal |
explicltly dorives a a thaocry of mwmeua in which abatrase-
ton fa negatlicng ﬁ’h*a lcadls z:m to hold that pure being,
that ia, mf.mv wiily no detzm.zmd c:wtun &t 2ll, In zething,
Hence, nothing fosues rarth "'rnu being, But nothing :inelf
la, a3 belng, an rx:aetszm.ue& dsmiuation' it bes nothing

o Lt to determing 1t a emnnot ash vhat this
non-veiny 1s, or il we zas gl A:.t We can nover cdeterminatoly
inswer the nuestion, hacaoee thd éontmt of ncne-being ‘e nll,
Le B4y WMdetornined., It is ahviamly impossible to #lve a
detersmined enswer about gem-thmé whlch 18 undetermlned in
itzell, Thip L5 tha anjor ilne of reasoning whieh Horssl

ilows, 3Jlnce 1t cpulges soma wonderment, wo ahall attarnt
o axplaln Lt =ore fully, but firet let us cutling the

furiber develcpment of the triad,

Seing i none-baing, and WON~BeLng, sincee it lgsuss

forth {rom belang, '8 o detorminaze negation, that s, o
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negatlion of being and therof-ozar‘ rofears explicitly to belng,
I do not think 1t 1s 2 propog hara te insist on the ponsible
confusion which he might have mda between an 1nf1n£he noun
and a de‘cemizmte negation, feow it doss not soem to lead us
tc the problem of the motion of motion, Let us 8imply assume

that thls non-being 1s a determinate negation.

To fully appreciate ‘Hegslts argunent hers we
Mgt keep in mind the background of his theory aboutcthe
history of philosophy in which Scepticism in fta total
neratlions represonts the antitheszis « This, Hegel ergues
that we cannot just negate belng, 1. e, soy that being 1a
net, Lecsume, and this is tautologously evident, being is,
too. The upshot ts that ws cannot at one moment affiym
being and at ancther moment negate being, There must be 8
further moment in which being end non~being are seen as

nperfectly ldentical, that is, as identical as A s to A,

Thils further moment of the triad ig brousht about by
the negation of the nepation. For 3te Thomas, wvho also usses
the sxpressicn 'n a somowhat similar sontext, that 1s, in sreak-

ing of wmotion and the negatiom in a detormined catogm*y.l The

1 8t. Thomas, Dg Veritate, guaes, 28, art. 6




funces g -t

s e s R S

nepsidon »f the alllprnilon, a&‘ Mte, fm' m&m in o »and
nesnticn Yooexume L% emwa;:mdu W *rm ‘sorpuption of Whallie
which 1s scoomeanied by the mﬁmfiea cf blm o reld 0P Bome
aﬁfzﬁﬂ ceternined solor,. Bub %zm mga &aa of the negats ion, hat
15, e segation of noun~white i-s cnly of psoson. 12 doas not
Jdiffesr at 2il In *m&wy from The af"mﬁ.er& of white, bud Lb
doms bring us i o pow woy of sonsidering the aflflmmation of

wnite gnd thug noosossitetes ¢ now oczwag:# tn minde

Frp Hegel, of ana}f“;&@, &zwa 18 o difference botusen
Bolny of g veseon and & recl balngs The two are abasciutely
teantionl, TGt thig dpes ned sxplein how Lt Is ooseible fuw
ntm fe googtdor €s negation of $he nomatlcn nE O NGV caterory
o8 nta foole An which thare L8 ¢ permxine geln Ip knouledes and
prograss foward the sonorete, uwntdl 2t 4a realised hat ‘heve
18 & fuandementnl nggpiion of the seration waioh is aven priup

v e lorige  This neseticn of the negsilon gonesrng Ro: :alvy

g

attitade to Kentte linpw-

| mant held that ine ithingein~ttaelf, the sublsct of
mensiblo wualdities and the gontd ST, WaRe sarfactly anbnownblt.
ALY ot esn Mo droun of 16 srs ity senelble sualltlesy not
agen fhe comSiminm op Jdesersminacicns in space and tine can be
tnewn, incesd these are held o Ye fumdamestally Lilwerant in
sind and cob predioable of e thing et alle Such g theury

0-3_.,‘

15 busleslly unsound becmsa It posits ‘hot we Lnow hinge
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different from what they are, which is absurd in any context.?

Honce, Hlogel declded that the ?f‘:ﬂﬂ‘ﬂ”ﬂ% ﬁaa nothing but a
figment of nmind, It is the gggut mortuwn of abatraction, what
13 left when knowledge han eml"gte‘iy _émmsted the concraete
whole given in representation by tald.ng .aff every form or

doterminaticn {the terms are equivalent in Hegel's context).

3

2 of. The Antinomies of Kant in the Eritik der Reilnen
Yernunft and Hegel's remarxs to this %@%@%ﬁg@g s
Die Houptsache, die 2u bemorken iat, ty dass eht nur in den
vier besondern aus der Xosmologle genommenen Gagenstanden die
Antinomle sich befindet, zondern veilmehy in allen Gegensténden
aller Gattungen, in allen Vorstellungen, Begriffen und Ideen,
Dies 24 wissen und dle Gegenstands in dleser BElgenachaft zu
erkennen, gehort zum Wesentllichen da philoaophiachen
Beotrachtung; diese Eigenschalt macht das aus, wes wolterhin
gich gls das dipletiische Moment des Logischen bestlmmi,”
Txnlantion - Xant proposed at the beginningrcf his treatliss
that the Ding-en-sich camnot be known, later he sought to
nrove 1% @ proof consisted in this: our thoughts about the
Dinpean-sich are contradictory; but the Ding-an-sich cannot te
sontradictory, hence, these thoughts do not apply to the
Dinp-m~sich. But the further concequence *s that those .
thougnts are derived from the Ding-en-sich i3 some way, hence
we wnow reallity not as 1t is, > a3 1% is not, which is absurd.
Hegel solves the quesiion quite simply, if falsely, bY seying
that reality 1tself is contradleotory.

3 =nsyklopedie, Lt "Das Ding-anwglch (=--und unter
dem Ding wird auch der Coikt, Gots, asst) druckt den
Geprenstand aua, inrofern von allem, was er fur das Bewuasstaeln
15t, von allen Gefuhlsbestimmngen wi& ven allen bestimmten
sodanken desgselben abstrahiert wire. ZEs ist leicht zu sehen,
was ubrig bleibi, -=das voilige Abatraktum, das gans Leers
nestirmt nur noch als Jenseita; das N efgatfve der Verstellung,
dea Cefuhls, des bestimmien Denkens uasfe Ibenso slnfach aber
1st dle Heflexicn, dass dles capub moptumn selbst rur das
spodyld des Denkens 1st, ebsn des gur reinen Abstraktion
fortregongenen Denkens, des leeren Ich, das dless leere
Identitat solnar selbst sich zum Cegenstande macht, Dile
nerative Jestimmung, welche diese abstrakte Icentltat als
Tecenstand arhslt, ist gleichfalls unter den Kantischen Irtegorlien
auf-efuhrt und ebensze etwas ganz Bekanntes wie jene leors
tdentlitste =~-Man mass sich hiernach nur wunderan, gso offt
wies erhols <olesen zu heben, msn wirse nicht, was daa Ding-an-
sich sei; und os irt nichts leichter als ciles zu wissen.”
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The counerote whole is thais Ww to oxist In this ¢omplotoly
Zermded state. However, t’hﬁi u a‘ham'd. besoage She sapposed
Hing whish 1o ieft a8 o “wim m oo %Wa o1y O
suslity, oo weltness ot a;u,-.,. !‘k in mﬁ&z&% and aothing doop
ot snlat,

2z hip Belmans 8 & concept Foapned by nind, srgues
Segely ond 10 ust have roferencs to somothlnge fenes, 1t san
cnly heve reforence o xind zmu'. 1%z producer. Tho Hinrenn
2ioh %o aind a8 noneuinds It i the Lnasssileble object par
gzoclience, that which ig forever thrown over and aralnet mind.
oy ﬁ#ﬂiﬁﬁ i thas the prlaoanry sepkticn ¢f nind. e

peration of the Zingesn-sioh lo Werelore in reallly = novation

5 the mapsiions

ey 28l meration of

o Yhat iz gaiped in Whils
nagation ig s&oly tbis, Hind in the filrqst stave was ong wilh

e

tezelf, siaple unily. Iin sroducing ‘he obloet (2% i3 Hemol's

nain thosis wilch he deatsnds in the B
trowing subisat and obiect ars one and that object I croducod
Wy the nowing subiset} in predusing the obleut, miod orestem
Jaality oy :—uﬁ?mwamu However, oven at this seccud siape =ind

b af, Horoits intarpretation ¢f the ™uyth® of idam
sndd Twe. Loayilocedie, M Jusetz 3
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is aneomsetous of e z‘mﬁ &*;m ‘$ s mt:mi? Mo obisot, 1*5, Y
ondy Lo eonliodily a*any*%; &m bﬁaﬁma uf the Riopennealel
s nind ’*wam:m mma&@ﬁ; e:ti%m faus et 16 22 the obiaat
oF Dinpectwed el iﬁaalt‘, “

Thag in he theols, uind op ia genernl toa /T Lyerad,
wiatever Lt may be, is enly =n m its opporltemmie,, 2% 23
uncousious of what X $ really Lo, In the secomd amgva op antlie
thosla,  the oppoelte whleh is 8 purely necative asnent, and [xn

20 far as it fs ;mmw nogative Is ecnnidored by Hasel o el
sefestive and charsetoriscda of scoptlolism, tekes on o folsoly
goqulred belng for isself, Iz iam oaly in the nsgotl n af tha
negailon thot oppoatze or sntltheets Yepores the thwoela pn
i ;":'.:i;? sidile  Pr atoh seans sonaelous, The A1fficulty in
wrlarstanding Jecel cess ot 1%e only in the —=waning be ~fveg

B gn veang tnoomeloug or not knoun, £ar woenn congelous o
kasunmwcctipniousnoas snsd zewrwlng biing aquated vy Hagel, Tho
rond LI Lenlty avriges in wmderstunilag Just what the “niph’ op
relabive prouclm PoTers t0,  Thig lesc point ana be ernlialced
- *he wilowing munner, aliuiogsh dopel himself doen ot do 1te
Bolng Lo Defng Mip sich, though shis ie evident and canee toed
not Lo stateds Ut deing is an stah {in 1i2e1f) nonebolag,
vhon nouebelng lasues foh nDon-being is nunebsing Dap cfeh,

-8 olfo talen as tov obwious $o be menticoned, An &

PR ]

rv"i‘x-a.uu‘
mmiioe Gf fest 1t is oaly when the antithosis Socomes sceptlcal,

it la, when L% taves (Boold Top he mipreng trath of heg
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maktor, ot 1 booovos tm:y m aigh, These vaopn of for
Bloh ore irrelevent ond, tho ",yom:!.bu, mower cocur in Hagel.
It ig ooly ot e stage of synitbesls thet B thecde 23 gsald
“ be go und for sfoh the antithesier, Betcg im in Ltaolr

Bon-belng, that i, e vhatnoss of balng i moneboing, or,

to apo a somowhab hysarbolie expresnicn, ho boefng of belng
e nou-bolng, and Heling realizes, 1.9., Docomon aongolous of
wiet It i5 in the gynthasis, 1% is nonsboing in snd for itsalf,

However, iMiuls sxplsnation iz ouly rrelininery ¢ the

iant questlicny deos Secel deny e princinle of . contdgdlice

tlom It Lo perhaps AmposciBle to zeep o sivaloht foco woen

& quastlon is oxplleitly poged about eomotliing whlch 4p
supposadly talsn fop granted and vhish sveryono inows, Of

tmireg, fogel dended thw prinoipls of eentrodliotion, Hat we
Mgt rorcotor Hheb he mderstond the princi-le of constpnciots o
PLETarantTr from Ariatotls and wes ot 20 ~or ke donfed 1%,
#oan whsn therse 18 & sood Prondeiion for saylong e 42d not,

3

We may ey o ractnoile Jerel with Ut, Thomes by
gy WDat o Simtliiudes of b ieotes a8 axisiing in ‘ha Fiz -8 1 4
4 w» ot

ta garg intenitionale do net poases fmntmm«*y ad v micht

aurpese et hay <o not gesree gsontradinilon olther o2 it 2o

N

S ar, to thls ﬁﬁ&ﬁ&ﬁ il Do inima, L37 & 33 Ste
"";ﬂgwﬁgﬂ’ D5 lansy at i@g;x;x_a_t;g, hiat 9‘%‘ @%‘: %amim*’“*\n of
um% L AT on &mtu 1bide, lnot, Dg Dng SXeldy oY
Loty 1 ~ucan. 1 oapt, L ood socunden sueestionem.) s Yo
£

quzgea, Tare, Ui
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frus et for the humen nind, docopding to St Thomas, aonbre
ries aoo mown thenuch oseh other end that ome gontrery is
tho nense of the kmwwledzs of the othar.® For twesl, who

dopsg not Alatin-ulal belwemy Mmm in theurht and Relnp in
cenlity, cause of kmowledge is oonwe of bolnge This io

Indead a eontradioiion, boomse oneg contrary 18 oot the spuse
af he belng of the othee, dbut Peiher the .eama af 185 nome
nelng ond destruction, However, thare is oven a grain o
gruth, howover 2wmall 1t may bDe, in Hegelts poeltion whloh,

T think, asy aoovs to explain how he arpived ot nis positdn
ik such fMlovless rocularitys It conserne the ~roblen of the
e el ‘he neny, but the principlas contelined theveln way be

yaed to rilusinnin the «hole Dialentlo.

The oo ond the sany are eontrerfes; e one osnnot
pe tie morey ner vicoversg., Sut at WMe game lme each of he
~ony e o ohe, co that the cne agoms 0 ba congtlfabtlve of
‘e menye This s contraciotory Dessuse one contrary is nod

the aspuss of e beling of the othars

e

b Tte Thomoam, 1~1l, quouse 35 art. § ad Zumr VUloendunm
mi0d ne sues sund eenirvaciz l; repum natirsn, decundun uou

st n menta, mon habont scnbrerietstons Yon onin ratd nos
pewbonet goven cem® soptrariser sod mapis umn ccobtrarian ast

~gllc corpbaomdl siiud. fopter gocd est una gclentlo conivroes

L4 5 Y 4 Y
chorme " .
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8%, Thomas anavers fvom the renliat point of view
’tha;'t ccntraries are to Be mdmatcoﬁ ag differing By thelr
opposlte ferms, When wo say;’ﬁéﬁébntinﬁes; that some things
are contraries, we uast understihdz them &= having a form, ot
88 vart of that which hag a tﬁi’zﬁ." An inenimete bouy 1g g
comnlete being amd a8 sueh ig '_ép'poaed to besoulsd bedy as
inanimate 1z opposed to anfmate;' Bub in so far as body g
talren not 28 a complote being, that s, a being having 2 form.
angjgoﬂ as 2 part of that which has & form, bédy is not op=-
neged to animate, but ‘s rather its moterial part. The same is

Lo

3ecn In numbers, In go Par as two ig a certain uhcle it g
onposed to thres, but in =0 far @s twe ‘s a part, that 13, an
Incomplete belng, 1t c:in—f.‘-::m part.of three. Thus, one tsels
can be considered in twe ways: either as a whole, that s, as
a complete being, or es a part, that i3, as an incowmlets belng,
cr, to nut it ‘n other words, as an undeter=ined bBelng. In 'he

irst way, the one 1is not nany, but In the secrnd wey cne 23 g

nart of the '1any.7

7 5te Thomas, In X Metaph. lect. Ly ne 1992 "sed sonira
o8 quae nie Thilozophus determinat, duplex dubiimilo consursit,
Prima quiden eirca hoc qued dlelt, quod unum et multe cepponuntur
ut centraria. Hee anim videtur imposeiblle, nuZa unum censtliult
mltltudinem, Umm autem contrariorum non constitult allud, aed
narls destrult. Selencunm ipitur ast, sucd ecum zocntraria 1f70a-
cant secundanm forsan ub infra dle ur, cun :ddel wis allsua esse
centraria, aceinlendunm est uitrmgue ecrum secuncun  ucd habot
fermem, n.n autem secundun cucd 28t pars habentis for-om, Core
rus onim secuncum swod sbs-ue aning accipltur ut foprma habens,
oppatitur eninall ub ineaimestum aninato. Secuns am vero quod goe
2initur nen guari elicucd nerfactum st formatun, ncn oppondtur

.....

aulmall, sed est nars materiglis ipeius, It slc oilom vicarmus in
sumerdis.  Tam binarius cecundum suod est quodcam totum, stseliom ot
Tapmen dat'a‘f.'min'atam’h'ab’.@mr;’,'”"e&?i:'d’:ﬁféréim‘a specie a ternariog si ver
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There is indeed here hm; 8 duality of being and &

duslity of knowing, Howevery $e mode of that duality
is different. In reality Mh ths nature which fa found
amem; &8s & complete being miudtng any other qualities,
sometimes as & part or imperfact baing wbich goes into come
position with enother part to tm . whole, In mind (¢t is
the similitude of that natuss which, being one in itmelf, gives
ua a knowledge of the nature. This knowledge can be considered
either as not excluding other perfections which may bde
founderooted in that nature or as axcluding these natures.
If we take the knowledge of bady as not exeluding any other
quality whioch may be found in $%, such am soul, the knowe
ledge of body may De used as & genus, snd as such we oan say,
"an animated thing is a bady", In this way bedy is a whole,

sut not in the sense in which we understood "whole®™ above.

Here 1t is a logical whels, that 13, it cen be predicated of
the whole living being. However

congideretur abague hoc guod sit perfectum per formam, est

pars ternsrii, Sic izgitur ot ipaum unum gecundum quod consideratur
ut in ss perfectum et apeciem guemdam habens, opponitur multitue
dinli quia quod est unum, non est milta neque ¢ contra. Prout

vers conslderatur ut non completum sesundus specliem et formam,

sic non opponitur multitudini, sed est pars ejus."




s

1P wa take the kneowledpe of quy', as excluding scul oy any
othar perfecticn, we have knwie&ga of an Iintegrsl part of

the living being, In this way bodyy a.a-‘a' édncapt; is exelurlve
of any other quality ewx tysavfecticxi'éﬁch ag poul, and is 8 part,
+ gannot be predicated dlrectly: We bannct say, "un animated
thing is a body”, but rather in this gense we muat asy "an

aninated thing nes a bouy" 8

Thus since tha mcde of lmowing coprresponds o the
mode of being in reality, we find that Iin both cases thare s
an ‘ndecerminalo or incomplete beings In reallty 1% is: the
~grt. and in mind, for the very same reason, 1f s a2 whole
but fn a aifferent sense-:}i‘.whbls snd part. Of ccurse, thls

undeberminate being is not completely undeterninate, However,

19 there 45 t Be an "undetermined® which is only spartiolly
mdstermined”, ‘here tust uliimetely be a complately

undetormined,

Hegel, os we salid before, rejects the mng-an-eic;.,
nich is, for him, the complelely undetermined, Ususlly,
Fant's Ding-an-sich fa taken as auuivelent ¢ Aristotls's

substontia nrima, I do not intend to guerrel with an

tnterppetation of Fent's Ding-son-aleh hore} L Wish merely
o point out that if we accept Howel's Zden o the Ding-sn-sich

3 ¢f, Ste tThomes, (2 EZnte et =aaentia, chapter 3




g couplotely undetermined. THhig tg, in tristoile, as Dorel
hinself seys, prinme mattes s}.nﬁ neb mamgg rrz;m,‘?

But In releouing - m w Sich Hogel rejoets the
undammmmd sltogether, It is es @ real, independmnt beling,
8 ponsentiiye A% Is only a prodact of micd as indsed &
wply a sental flgment to :hf.zz}e of prine oatiter ag someihing
definitely Tovroda B

Tha contiroversy here is acs one of Interpretaticn of
Runite Whon rosding am& W my w&m thaet the Diipeafiesiol
I substmadis epina. Indesd, Herel himrelf arsumed as mugh

128 goedlon in the Thenomennlocy an e "hing ond %o
pwcyew“m" (mcx nd s;zmgmﬂ end 4n the corrssncnding sestlon
i the accemd nart of the leplesl®  Rowever, his neet besie

viow of the Jing-anesich le that it is the perfecily unlmowpble

and ondetarmipod in e az.r., he differsnce In intarpretation
goneg fron Yelling he mgu@ﬁ ofi sither as Tound In Isntte

tuttdal sesitiin of the mesiion (mﬂ:}w% sf serwible nualiltion
sad he acn: fnowm) op an found In fsatts Pioel determizacion of
e questlin (Dlarethesich an complotaly m%mwzabie). s il
Divrwnnwsish in Hant Is an armiwwal term whisn cumpared Lo

arfgrotle ad the foundatlon for e cutright contraclotionm la
flaral, thot should oot be a roflestion on the conaistausy of the

poraenTniortg horichie
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In réjeotiugg the 91”3-%;!&1 '*!ogal .*ojeat:a the
Tundetamted” o mattor, - Mﬁ mhm cuuaaq ~emoa of tt:..s
volsotion which we eannak :mu ‘b:f here. 'fha r.!r'it 18 thet
the »;mm.m 6l how rne eontmry h cpposod Bonstltative

«ff the othes in inaoluble for B h‘iﬁ‘zoue cﬂziﬁradic'ti«m., 5729

- cannot conplder the nature as wermpcsed of .dwdctmdn:“{- aid
B an undd¢ taamined rart, of tomﬂndmattw ut', in the opder of

Imenrledee, of differmce and gmna, Bug he usurns the reglige
positicn here, rerheps u:mutinezy Cne eontrary ia, in g

Wayy oonstitutive of itg oppelitc. that s etthor 1y g0 far

as the mgtter of CRe 2catrary 4w thy :ﬁatter' of tho othary op

in simnle thincs, n 50 far as the Besie nature cun variously

bo consdares 28 vhole, 4, %ep Perfeot and complata, and ag

part, £, e., as material ang hmm'npl.ato.f Hé;;el thua inag

Wat being 1 really non-being. in itzale, his 45 noﬁ mwpr:uing,
bocaige pure op 8iple belag is being vimout o determinats

W &v-QBQ’ W 1t dres tave an wdeterninate cround (1. o. "fopa"
ia *'r‘zma} or subsirvaie wnich is ﬁmoming pealtiveo, ihat ls,
metter 1s act simple don-belng in its=lr, 1In rojeciing tulg

ot rdned subat vate, .sgzel findg that 1t 14 acn-being;

thereo 13 note ring difficult in -0 thim, 4t 18 the sBly ¢iliep |
Pouslbillty left, Sus s-2to the "undetermined” i8 common o

beth Seing ang ‘mn-bei:ié;. we nay, dcrmenting on iFegelts viow, aay
that b:a..ng ta mads of non-telog and non-being tg made of being,
Jedng & madae of non-being, becnuse the substrate of ha: g i8 now,
-1 egel's view, hon~being, Nenebeling 14 made of being,

Dacaune in Imowing nenebn:: 40 wo aasume
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being and think of Lt as net mfz Lhaz'a. To thig fmegldm tive
sloture of a there with : othmg 1:1 :!.t thera c:rresnondn an

nislleciual concept of *mn-baing as a baina, of.reason Ccr can-

f2e

cept with ne corvespcading objeét in reality, This ils whst
Hegel's view locks like when seen 4n tho 1ight of Aristotle,
snd 1t is, I believe, the only way in whish an expliclt
knovwledge of Herel can e had.-, But whare Aristotle could
0scane froncontraciotion by varioualy coms‘(.ering the nature
as whole and as part, lHegel la L.mttec, b‘y this rejectin of
the uncLa vermined’, to merely perfedd beings y Wnoles in

enlity «iilch sxclude othar ﬁrtmox'tﬂes, end ‘niegral paris
in *housht, uhich lilkewlizs excludas proportles o-‘:‘her thad
those expllicitly cc:iztained in the ocncept, Thus the noesiilion
wo outlined in the first chapter is confirmed by other

azwﬁwﬂents.

*he seccnd polint which flows from his rejecticn of the

idetermined, Ls egel's dcecetrinme of Melnung or meaning. This
hes 1ittlo %o o with the crdinary problem of the meaning of
wores in Topie, and Indeed 1t &s hard to clussl.y Melnung as

to whera it gees tn nhilesophieal discusslon, Whet 1s Imcortant

“n resllze that whan Yagel accuzes us of a dlesse elnune,
mara, oabieesive intl-oation, Ahe means thot we are baszing
our isz-ingbion ~n an “undsbarmined® which s esreniinlly
an-eter-ingd and therelsre cinnct aver attalin thoe olarlty

ESIINR S aqd o & . .
which he reculres cfobiective dlsacurge. The first cass of
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Jolmmg in the logle comes precisely in cormeetion with the
attempt to "£ix" being and kosp 1t from rassing over into
non-being, ' | ;

, Jern dsr Gegensets in dleser Unmittelbarkeit ale Sein
und Hichts ausgedrucics its, =0 scheint es als zu auffallend,
dsss er anilchitly sel, als dass men nichi versuchen scllte,
dag Sein zu filzferen und ess gegen den Uberpgang zu Dewahren,
Das Hachdenkon muss in dleser Hinsfeht darauf' verfallen,
fur das Ssin olne feate Bestimmung eufzusuchen, durch wele
che es von dem Hichta unterschisden ware, Han nivmt as
e 3. 2ls das in allem Wechsel Beharrende, die unendligh
besiirmbare Heterie usf, cdar such chae Nachdenken als
irgend eine sinzelne Existens, das nachste beste Slmnilche
oder Celisitlige, Aber alle solche waltern und konkvetern
Sestirrrangen lascen das Seln nicht mehr als das reine Selin,
wie es hier im Anfang unmlttelbar iste Nur in und wm 2esor

" relnen Unbestimmthell willen ist ean Rlchte; --9in unsagbae
res; sein Unterachied von dewm Hichta izt eine bloss Mainung,
We can asither Nx baing o a singular existent nor
drag in natter, he says, bdecsuss in the c¢ase of the individual
we cen never debtermingtely say which 1t 13 we ars talliing abirut,
:he 2fndividual is attalingble, but cnly by a sublective ntimation
which can never become objeative, Indsed, 1f this is the
requirement for talking sbout individuals + W& must abandon the
tagk rorever,. because the objeetive ia by definiticn the universal
and necegsary according to Zant's impcaltion f the terms, snd
*he Individual is of course not universal nor does ho damcnstrate
concretely any neceussity, and this !z valid even in iristeotlets
context, whisreln thore 18 no sclence of Indlviduals, But lat us
roturn “o cur prlineipal question, How dces Horel pooeit the
unlty of being and non-being, for thisg 3 hls ps~:i=251em, wlthout
cenying the principle of orntradicticn? Yo cculd ancvear by

sa7ing “hab Hegol Tollows Dszeartaat rrint of view whepoher
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wo go from soncepd in 'ﬁ.ﬂﬁ 30 mlt%n nder thia supposition
we sen only ecnolude g p viggg, #vom ‘the alacity and disiinctness
of wrmept to the existence ofr t% sowsasuery La roglity.
idmitad thus %o wiab is plven mﬁnis&? ta scnoeption, ve
nust mewmr&w aﬁna&ﬁe that the thing axists in soality ce
18 axtnto In =ind, Accomiing 10 Lrigtotlaty teanching oppoasitas
2m ovind are notd oppunlis.  He0sE we a'*z:l& snsway oup suestlo

by saying thet I reallty in sgustad to nind, ool has not
violatad spistotlets sring ‘“l.a af untradiotion, becauge
oopogltes o 2ind <o nob ml.ad# saoh other,

zzw,' alihzugh A% 28 trus that cpposites Ln =ind are
ao lonser mubfsed to opposilion, 2 ddstineticn oust be mode as
:Qagwda ariptotlats teaching 4F we sro to apply it W0 logol.
The reasen L8 that he thing aos exlating in the mind I ln R
«ind not of itself, for then 1t would bo In ltself 2o 1T ln o
<ind { a nesnblon of the realist dlstinetion betwasn ‘he way
ming ig in Atself iLn roalily and the wey o thing Is In Bo
e as Roownle #0548 i the mind by moeans of a sinfiliude of
1s0if. Thia livade, though, omn exist in elthor cno of
o vayS. 10 CRLY ong of these Wways ¢an Aristotlo’s teachlng

na mwlfod %o Hogels

Tt paand De kopt Lo mind heve when dlssusnsing 'he

coinntdagen of ovposites in alnd dhat we ave sdiscuesing a
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property of the similitude in so far as the similituds ig a

real being, a real modification of the mind, not in so far

ag it ‘s re?r‘esantative of the ming-,ll In this way the
simiiitude follows the mode of ﬁoing of things Iin thomselves

to a certain degrees As & certain ras, therefcre, the si;w.:i,li--
tuds ean exiat in mind, in such a way, that the similimd&gof
oppesites, for example, Black and white, do not possess
contrariéﬁy as they exist in the mind, The reascn 1a that

the simllitude, gua a certain res, does nct peasens a f1lly ac-
tual being, It does not inform the knower, by & permanent, real
E:eimf_; whleh tales o complete hold on the mattar of the knower.
Complate Informeticn of the knower in thig way would involve
‘ha partial or total corruption of the Inower as when scme thing
tdecomes In the sirizt sensaee. The similitude cammnot inform the
mind ln this wey without destroying Inowledge. Honece, the
sinmilitude of ths obisct takes only a transitery, pascing hoid

en ihe knower, and as such has anly a passing belnr, a being

11 8t. Thomee, (,D. De Veritate, g. 2 art. 5, ad 1l7um;
"Dicendun quod hoe modo aliquid copnoseltiur, secundum qued cst
in ec nossents repraesonstatum, et nom secundum -uod esi in
cornoscenta exisl.ens, Similitudy enim in vi cognoscitiva
sxistens nen est principlum cognitionip rei secundum ssce gquod
h8BBE 43 284°Bbla:%0nn00el tixRe §U8 AAGHUNNA FOALLERAM.AMs -
litudo rei habet esre in. cognosodirts, res cognoscitur, sed neor
modan quo siamfilitude In intellectu existens est repragsentativa
rel;




wilelh s anelogous e the bola .}3 @r soticde Hore properiy 1%

A8 ilke the belng o an 1:age in ¢ nieroy P coloy 40 a Lrange
paront nedlum. This being is called "sssg intensionale’, 4t
in & ﬁm*, thought lmposfeo%, belng, end wmder this sspect 13t 1z

gunparabie o m&m‘ Live metion it does mat so into aae =
the Arlawotellcen umwfamea of paal balng dlreetly, bub i
reluaed w0 cne o8 Uos as the Lmperract 18 reducsed o the

**‘:’wﬁﬁg slgoy L2k motion 1% Lo sot Dally in ssb, 0%
£0dly Lo possonsh o of matier ond @eselore, 1i%e motion,

L% retains sore of tho unootunied potenoy of ~abiev. 10 1a
‘Ba seopecty of mattor fo contoin cppredter simultnres sl

e
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K piaans : 'M -*w',’s;*a A logunnooum hafasnocl, segunews ucd aeit ood
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ather wrsde, c*pgmmtm in potengy are sot opposites,id

x

Thus, i ap tueh ss the inteatfonsl odnfifvuis Lo
nonetiiolosy sometning resl, 68 8 *s':m}.,. i the @ind gt res, it
dpme oot have che potuelilyy of e %Zi&':fag 1% represente and 20
Mere is ot consrarioty betwsen the intencional oLl toudas of
sontraries. In this senpe Hou el sculd poslt the cowenisiancs
~$ eppenites in o wfi wittioat violating %%m prineiple of

sontradieslons

Dowever, 48 L6 only ozs of the ways in whidh the
aimiilitade oah y in mind ad Avlatotlets teeshling when Intpe
~yeted tn -tis sopme of the beling of things Ia mind oam n0t be
appliled o Sarele Flrvly un regurds aplstotiate taseling, it
;e Do ceteraized thot Uie almilivuce am soneidared above Iz In

& staie holl-uay bDotusen potanpy and sofe Az suel 1% 1o =l ~ely

e o . s,
Faa 3 hed L -&' 2 n
”d w“#wéﬁtﬁ’ g?‘ g‘?g.?ﬁﬁm “‘m‘in‘sni 3":%&«,,&«\‘:\ ‘! .ﬁ’j‘}w&i, e e e e

A uf.:z-*}-:.”*_-,.-,-:;fzﬂ; fad ﬂ.zméa amﬁ aﬁm inial sc,aa s.«.t- L a ?t
Topane pavfiolantes, aft tune fntellestas CAt ol 5o vus 1lecteas

B 3--71'- Y ongr Enen
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i:*.:w’z.,.':,* *'2:’, gt GonFAn caspibdit, ut 2%eft dugusiinue.  Unds
patot raod sieuk gns sor oeterielis sen poiant one atrst plus
wm. .;t“ us. ins a?;@ﬁ.&%;m aon potant f‘:x::f&?. vineg Anteilinsre
oy g e
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poerible fow tvo oo mm nmm.mm to axlist sioultanscugly o
the oty Bat as euoh a&mﬁim dven ot sllels en sotusl
a9t oF cognliiine (Yo ore 383311 esusldering the siniliimde as
Jaegdon twg, not an reprogentutive of mm«i e sintlitude
a¢ ouoh ia only Io bobitus  whes aind mﬁaﬁ;& fmﬂs e gtats of
wnewledps in hebity to a:s{;ml tonsidoradiscn In goty *%awmm it
ig impousibie Toy wmiad to mme o simiiltudes st OHOGe  STI0
ceazen 1y that o elicitling a definite mot of knowledra, ithe
cdriiltude ls mmelogualy related o tho comntitive power ag
rubstantial fomy Lz related %o prims cabier, Covlounly thore aan
only be one substanilol form In 1ts cubject, L0, 14 prine
nattar, 2t onus, olxe the thing would be twe things snd not one,
Janow, an émﬁiﬁiﬁg a2 act of laculedge, 2.0, A soiu pesfonts,

‘hiere cacnet Do wre than one elimtliisude in the Imowing newgar

he reason, for St honug, 18 ihat 00 Cisite mind,

il gty Swmes, In 111 De A 18, leets. 11, 0. 7041
rtot suten wed Intelleotan noptor, nul sic onincoott i
conirariortEs parr alleruw, sit fu potentian ev ncacems, ot sund
sn Apec 2t speclar uniug oppoaitl per gusm aliud LT Lt
i1ts mod gquanyiocrue *18 in ipso speclien olbil, ot umndorus
poelss nighl, Ut por wen pesslld ooancevere allorir  Sf autenm
oot alisuly Ldloiiesms, oul non inesd anun conteardsia, ad
cumitlangs el iorlus, tung oporriet, uod tails intellooiusm
o0 snat selpwuny opdowo, of per selnsum copnosoald slia, ot
cundd 21 neeper sgty 8% sl% poniiue separabllic a naeria,
atiam puc. alir: ofne, Ut ostensmm a0t Jde intollestu ol i Juow
docioy atanhipnioonume®




whother human or angelic, can sctually use mors than one

tntelliciblo species in full dlstinctness at the same bime.l”

Ih ths ease of man, 1t %s throﬁ@rwe gpocification of the
aimilitude thot mind otmes to knowledge of things and imowlodge
of ibaelf. It i# irn the lmowledge of owr perception of things
that we srrive at conscicusness and at the ide# of ¢ne, as
Avicamna saysg., Were thers, per impossibille, to oxist a
duality of simtlifnde In owr minﬁ in perfect act, the mind

would be deubly eonsicus.

Thus, althcugh the contrariety and oppositicn of

things ¢isappears in ths similitpde of things as they exist

tn mind, a new kind of oppositicn sppesrs, that of the Ilmpos-
2fbility of more than one similitude exisiing im perfect act
in the nind at cnce, whother these are of contraries, conira-

dletories v sirmly disparabte ccneeptz. Hence, not sven oy

censidering being snd non-being as existing in the mlind can

we answer, fron Aristctle's peint of view, the guesticn of how

we can join two distiact concepts at once, and wo saw that tils

15 St. Thomas, w“.D. Do Veritate, q, 3, art. 14
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I8 prociaely the probles for Hegoleeto willy being and none
Dedng Witk denying he mspu ar dﬁ:ﬂﬁ?ﬁ@iwﬁiﬁnw

ﬁz‘iﬂ%m would feln twe distiney concepts, us we
sody by refercing thes to the &:ﬁag«-m-&%ezr. But even
allowing sume woulodre of % ﬁ!inaw&n-iw us ust Jonn
e two digifngt onncepta Intd ona sintidends, In <ilfevont
casan the alimilirudes would sive un a Gl feront king or concenty
“hem o think horas and nem at the meme time 1% would be by
“Rang of the generis ccusept “entnal” whid 'ia, one in pinfiie
2in, Wdhawling, the mbloat and prodicata of R ppoposition
are Jolnad fnto ana Monase e prodioace 4g 2o ihe aub ‘st
a5 foP lo (he motters fatter op the dateratnobls and fopm
o thg Geterrining fuvm soe vholes It 28 <n go 'fazv 8z o8
ond smn ove veduned ag sarts €5 & whols ("antre1™) o ok ip
ong Lo almiliitude and b feat and prodiaats are zabmved &
Parts umier @ whole think Sy son be thought at NGB, uet
“8 the intelligemos understonds the eontlonam 45 6 whiole dirace
51y snd e parts of the scntinuun indisagtly fn ao Loz 2y
hose purie arc ceduped 4o potengy in the whole, BSut nis
sgdetion of dlvepag czeamts A2 parts to g whole is hared
on a mfem w chings, snd uzam;::em W the mpitar ~F ihe
Dingo= netherolveg vhlal iy o privm detorninablo, It in
- 8¢ fav ap “he genus io g single coneept of whas g coreon
in horse and oma et wrse snd smn son he I 8t oneo,  Uas
S8 ceoryin gl e sopne and nan s og pert I rewliy, leCay

e e

?orTennelasive and Ioaplect, aa axzlalned above, .na
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Lt s o wiols In mind preclsely for the soms reasc, The
property of bBalng oo mummﬁim 15 pamieaw e maierlial op
decsp=ingbla, Thus the mkjmt 6!.‘ ﬁ‘:w propositlon aan bo
coupled uith the sredicate buama w ip momeoxelusive, os
mpttoy, in *esﬁmsb the m-wmm ﬁh..&h g as rﬁwm The
subisct 1 the mental wiole in which the predlasts ;‘i; hanght,
baosauss Lt Lg he aiedlizude of vmﬁ @uﬁeﬁmeé whilch is
inptmulete snd ln potesey to aoslicental forms by ceason of

Lts mtiar,  Thus, all rental geoposition Is bused on the
Sondgoentald colotlon of ooncopt o Singeineitrelfl sd the

“prtar ~f thingse

Zut onca we have relectod cur knowlaedse of thingee
tnethonrelves we arg left with sersly Go sutually exolunive
soneopts (whether of soposites o not) whileh, bYeczuse *hey
are ~atually axelusive, counot be Jolhed msbug hamsslves,
It s fop 'hfg reoacsa "het Sent posited trenscendentol
guporaen iy Le Quy CoRoCL UBNOSH itﬁa&f. as %he wedlium in
wiaieh intinet sonpepbno asre folnedde a:.mw;a:. Fent aunisyn
tragpzeondontal svnorcodion enx.? %0 omplinin synthatlic (ToOw-
mealil ng, s opeblem arlong, in!zﬁa Wypothesls where

Ao

sz 2o sbrolutely anicouahle, evess in resmxis o analysie

ek F a a0y b
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pmautim‘.m' Transcandental apperception &s consciousress as
given prior to perception e:f the \obv:‘act o 'c-anlciqnaueaa of the
Soli' &8s E.i_ng-;ag-g_ggm 1s pguﬁ;é 'cmly‘- 43 an g g!";arg._ means
of Joining concepts m'thméival:.. But lﬁoh & conssclousneas is
not ziven in man who 1s in potem-*ﬁa knailaﬁg§.~ It is given
only in angels. As.We ssw-sbove, disparate concepts which ere
not reduced to a unity in eﬁmﬂ.ﬁie gannot be reaucéc_lf;_to ity
in transcendental spperception.or conssiousnoss. 3$me homan
consciousness follows the object, cheunﬂ:y of concept must be
sought in the coﬁcept 1tself and noe in the knowing subject.
Hegel, in following Xant, cannot resort .to 2 generic
concept for the desired unity, But in rejecting the Dingean-
8ich not only on the side of the gbject but on the side of %he
subject (der Cﬂist),r? he elso deprives himself of a
regourse to transcendental appez?ccption to effect the unity

16 In respect of this problem there %8 no difference

between analytic and aynthoetic judgments. @f, Zant, Kri.%ik 2ap
deinon Vermunlt, 58131: “ob die Verstellunge salbgt identlach
alnd, und aiso sine durch die andere snalytisch koune gedsciht
werden, daa icopmt hier nicht in Betrachtung, Das Bawusstsein
der einen ipt, soforn von Manningfaltigen dle dede £pt, vom
Bewusstsein der anderen doch immer zu unterscheiden, wnd aud
dle Synthosls diescs (moZlichen) Bewusstaeins kommt as hter

alloin an,”

17 Zepel, Tnzyklopedie, Ul
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of dtatinet qonoonisS. DSut ot e tame time Horeld ialmass
hzma&lf guch n position By this vslscticn of t&:m Bingenh=

atah thot 4t beeomes ‘roogeildle fop him o astept Aristcile’s

polution for the grwoxistance of sinilitodes 1o mind Zn hobibty,
This sopook of Mopel's rolection of the Ding-onegich cay be

eal nodnt of vieuw., Iis

~aferred to 4o Herells ”zm*r' ¢

agplanatlon ia the £o1lowinge

Yop Arigtotis o &memwg of soncept Lo ‘wb..
was sossible Dexauge e adninsed the sucbstantlalldy of ¢
rmewap 2o 80 fnet from bip Roowings The nower as subviunes
cen ooosive Do simdliltudee snd even atove thew away withoug
anidally aving uars 2 an sotual sopal tion,' becsase the ued
s0oemntof o Ly oan seeident in the Imowins .”A'."!H.sz;iﬁﬂ. "he
ebie e \...h.ats, bafvee, and even without, Imowings Serol,
1 ark, in -elfeoting the Dinpemnenich, Telscts the sudpiole
fpituy oFf halng o 1t iz arerd fyom dmowing Woih In Whe mowor
and Tn tho kooume Theres i oo longer the nowesr In pobensy,

LR

pA

subsentfelly sxiscing in ha.:malf ag sigtingt from
watwing Lo aoby seeundo, 5 ecoldmmd o of the Xnower, nor i8

thape 8 MW L0 potenaT, subsisntislly exlsting lo raallity

ag G ::.:.' § fwoa iGs Deing mewn 1n eot, which Lo er sooniang
1o e Minpeineltcelf. The imown In acd, for Tagal, Lz .nly
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tn so far as it is sotuslly knowd ard the Imower 13 only in so
far as he is wnowing in set, As such the knowmble in ro is fden-
tified with the known gua in the knowery Belng 18 to be known

ar to bnow, depending on whather 1% i{s scen from the slde of

the obilect or from the side of the #u’o;ee’b-, Soth are subztone
t1ally only Lo the act of knowing and, sinoé they are substenw
tially where they known, they are ldentified substantlally

wiers they ars identifisd in kmowledge, Such iz Hegel's in-

ternretation of Arisictlsts dlotum, 2fntellectus upltur lotellecs
zud or he invelllrence ind the Intellislible are ones, an
tnter-reaticn which, 1% is clesr, 18 gquite different from
Aristotle's oavm interprstation, for whom identity In mouledre

i1a nb 1dentity of subsitancess

In %his Internretation Hegel reaghes the fullnsgss

of Deszcurtes! definlition of mind as 1d cujus tohu gsss ast

cogm:)sce-.--=s-‘8 and even takes it one stap further. Doscartes,

a viehin of synecdoche, considered mind, which 1s & subsiantlal
port of the wncle man, as the whélo, vut 1t wes 2till =
subs-antial being of which tho:ght ués a "mode", For isrel,
nind L5 “alsely counsidered as the wholé and it axists only aa

agtually 'mowing and the aciually known, too, exlsts conly as

18 Dascaorses, Discours de la Msihode, quatrleme >arils
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acuielliy Inowns Hesel wipes every shodow of subgtantislity

a8 pre-existont fo moving out of Daseartast o goncoption of

the mind, In this Yecel returna axzylﬁuﬁm to Protageroats
todon A whilch Hly m‘zmwmw werS m Fup Wils

aggtn we pve dénonloptod (hde pantloular aspeet of lerol s

Thilesophy iz chenoawlogloal poing of vm‘ In thls vims

troth Mep within the mind ia fntertsl confopmity -f Imowlodre

n smumiledpe, oot vithout, in conformdty of lnowledss %o

hlngpelnelianrelvss, «ubjaaa aid oblest ars Mgt we atdos

of o slncle nisea € nouwledge fov Tegel,

in e hensoonelory of Bind, sublest and obised
ave old 20 arpeer a8 CAvsrods  The contradieifons neiucnlly

wialng fren o thaory of pbhsivaciion Meeed osn the Jental of

-
owr mmouledre of dilngoeinethemcelves @rs nlacad now o ihe
lado of the b fpet aow on the aide of the sublest, It iz

2

T Iodze wopsscnnge (chenomenon) of the distineti oo of

b fngd and oblect md “he “rophiastleal®, a2 Hemel torma

Yy attoopts o ascane the omnfracdfeclng sriging foonm e

% i 35 “ b ® oy A, ] £~
e of abeirostlion, which scngtliute tho motive fopca of

e 2 lirs

o hentmennlors of Mind,  {(The motfve Dopcs L2 ho conloge

2fetl v as will Do sesn precomtlyle The Pnanoranclo w ong

S ol

n vhe awllieid, on md fir sfoh, fcentiiy of 2ubloat and

obleet nad L8 43 fron this polot thald e Logie of Tarol

Daringe &8 L0 «TOLATCIN8, 20 By Uesel, man is the noasure
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af all thingg.

It ta lilosias ousy 1O see precisely why Tsgel
rginats Tootta thooyy of transoendental arpercaptions  Tronae
aepdenital sppercen &:-S.cizmﬁ is ocusolovgness net of the ermdctoal
aolf tut of the “elf s Dingespegloh, 6 Zelf whik Is nob
glven through the oblect, or m@: sensible impreasion,
vut o “elf whish 13 priow, 1. 0., bLronccendental, to Imovledpe
coming from withouts . Y0t only I8 such a Zelf unabiuzinable
Por namacs, LU 18, ilke the sxteroel Dingesoesioh, unimoweble,
and, for that reascn, -ajected by Hogole

Tengs, from thisz poing of view Relng and nonebeing
annnst ovist sifmultanecugly (n an feperfest ecf nor Yo unlited
tn tooncceondentd appovcoption, Thoy asu sxisd only ia fudl,
aremlots acte Denes, o norfeot &uellity of oblset, Ll.g9., Lo

312 oades in rerfect sot, wonld have the same offaat Tor
Hprel ap 1% would fip Tt. Thooes, although for 2lightly diffe-
rent raaacnse-10 would salzﬁ aind epunder and mepke Lt fwe In
knowing, snd, for dagel 4w im belng, Ingtesd of unifying in
gtolet intorecomnectad neconsiby (Zusommenhangl, it wonld
tregeriovably sopapate the £irst tvo Mioughé-detesrninaticns
{Conkbos s rameen), thus rendsring the universs condingent,

2e Gep Utmpidosofeasch-other ( wsasimmi@r).m 4 laelk of

0 g, ar cagt chapter fop g follesr emnlangtlion of

Lete
L r A LS

Thinge T riSa




- forth frem being 0 ucn-belng und beek agaln, Using ~nly

7

LOa

unity betwoen Being and nea-belng would rendse ths Dislectle
s o wole contingent, a cepital sin for Hepel, BHense, Juin
thees Be suast, sod =ithout denying the pm!.'zﬁt af sontradlietion

in ihs trues noliINoe

o con soe how Zocel aa@@&iﬁ&a 8 miisn of ta
uammt cuneopbe in sugh & vy u net to ﬂmy thie principls
af cuazm.eutm. it we oonslider ﬁm wtuan garafully from
his cwun pranciples ae revealisd in the :.a;:mu theory of
sbstracticn desoribed In the Civat chapter, Iihsre we anw
that belng leg in ituself, nam: g0 thet when we gay of
something that it is, wo Lind that, in that rerified degree of
chatrnoti n which armresses its pure daing, the conerate whwle
from whiich belng is abstracted is really nothing; everything
az bBeon lopped of” by chatrsction, Dub it is oot Just pure
srthinge It 18, sithourh £ 43 at the very 1ixit of abetrac-
tion, ond 4t 28 still preswnted to mind, Henedeling le not,
as ?mmﬁ.d&s setd, nor cay 1t be thoughts Hence, thla non~
Being which Torsl sroposes for owe ccnsidevaticn 1z, that ls,
1t tm £t41l preceutad o mind, But L% Ip slgo nct, becausoe
14 4g Apn the "ath" dogrsa of abstrection, snd we are back In

a mebalng vhers the orgusent rapests Ltself rolny beok and

thegze nrinary Cdetersinetions uhich, begsuse thoy ars nedaary,
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ars in thempalves smty snd undstermined (they have no nrioy
deteruination %o detevmine them), our mind swuys dask and
forth betwyen bdaling and nonebelng, anable to distingulish
tatween them snd unsble to £1x one of them to the exslusi-n of
the others And thiz ia uhat Hegel sayst
Bs Lat gerade vur us dey Bowusctaein tbder dlene
anfangs 2 %un, nsunlich dass ole nientz als dfoan leors
Abstraizticnen, und isde von befden so leer L{st alos dilen
sndarey dar Ureld, in dem Beln oder in belden olne faste
Jedautung su finden, let dlere Notwoudipghelt sslbat, wolche
das Jaln wwd Hlehts wvelter fulird und ihnen olne wahre, &

L« Imnirote Dudeutung gibt, Dions Portpshen L8t die ive
cloghe dvafahrung wnd dey inm Polgenden zieh Qarntellends |

Yopiguf. D66 lachdonkten welches tisfers Deatfisaunien fur

a3le {indo¥, Lot das logischae Denten, <upoh waluhes -ich

solche, nor nioht suf eing eufillips, sondern nofusniloe

walue, borvorbiingens (Ses, 37)

it iz hias twoewny sweying baock and forth in mind

wilch 13 Horden, and 1t 13 the instabllisy of this unicn of
belng end nenwbelng in Yerdan, thrutming %o gunder wind and
the Zialeatie apert snd sot up an iopassabls chasm “otwsen
Relng znd nonebeling by siving eeoh & £ixed bafng in unity
wiileh forees nind on Yo sesht refugs (o & stabls concept,
Tageline  Hepal does nof violate ths. pr&néz.:a}.e of sontrpletion
by pesltling a determined, flixed unity of belng and none=belng,
fop Af Yo J2d he wuld have no reszeon (o 70 on Yo furthsr sud
farhier coneapis,  fe Wilatotls sald scsinet Hersollius, sn
exnilcdt uniiy of sontonslotoriss i “@ummz to santiin,

Thers L5 ¢ ntradiation in moti n, but 18 iz not a datererined
*
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centradiotion, Loy i€ balng vere uh‘aady noa=beling oxplﬁui‘ﬁz,y
and the twe exiated together in pePfect set thors would be no
motion or change at zil, Nothing changzes to that witsh ig
slready iaterent in 16,°C It 18 tndeed the sontradietion
whish s the Treib, the driving forse of the Dlalectis, but
1% Is only sudy, us Hegel shous 4o the toxt wo are about o
quibe, i 2r far gs belng snd nonebeing aore in motion, i. o,
as vanishing, wstablo belngs loosely somparuble %o he iind
of bolnge Gty Thowas called “inﬁntivm belngn®, Therae
wetabls thourht deteminstions, howsver, tend %o stobility
end becanse of nils tsndoney are W‘n . 84, supprossed

20 3te Thouns, In IV Yetaphysicoourny loote 13, a. 5912

“Segten ratiouem ponit, dlceng, guod 1lla positlo, qus poount
canin moverd, repugnet prismss sorus poaitiond, roauatar sone
tredictoris alvmal vordlicarl 4 eodaomg juis ui alicatd aioul ast
gt non ort, vesls secaltur gaod ommia gquiescant guam quod omnis
pypentur, Hihil onim parmutatur ad oo quod Jee fnest el slout
guod la est album aon mutatur ed albedinenm, 2% autesm fdes gonuls :
AU plmmal 9s80 4t nin 8nco, cmala Snsunt cmmibac, ot supra svedalum

2%

and, ~uig ommis runt voums It L%s non erit In gqued posalt alliuld

normmtard,” ;. , '
21 of Jersl, “nz g, 96 Zusstzs "D Lsi hierbel an
Atachian. Ausdruasks a% heben su

0 ~econpelie Dadoutung UNCOTRY
orinnedt, Inter oufliebon versiehen wiy sinmel so vial als ninwe-
crauamen, heslerven, mnd sszon donpemogt $eB. oln Tasets, olne Sin-
lohtang %04 We oulon sufpehoben,  Welter holsgt danm aber guch
aufhzben so visl ole sufbowchren, Wil wir eprechen In <fesen 'ian
davor, doss otwas wohl sugeticbea sede  Dlasor spruchgebroushlichs
Soprelisinn, wonach dessalba Vort eine nepative und elne porlitive
Zadeutuny hat, derf nich® als zulelilp a%:amngx! moch otwe Jar
dar Sprache sum Vorwarfl gonaehl werde, 4 gu Verwivmang Veran-
lossuag geberdd, sondern sg int darin dar uber das bloass verstandiye
oatwpcer - Oder hinausschreltends apsludative Celst unserer Sprache
2% erilannens”




a8 independont beinge and stored awsy ac & hiddsn ecntraciesion

-

which will agein aunlifcst Lteelf Lo the eusulng trled, Iin
thie way they conptituts sugh & deiving foree. Thls e une
doubtedly Negells nind 20 the smubjeat ar appesre in the

ramwing suctetlony .

Dag Sein inm Werdem, alw eina =it dem Niohts, ac das
Zohitn sins nit dem lloln, sind our Verschwindende: dne
dorden fallt sursh soliney Widersprush in as.cmg in dle inhelt,
ia dar belde sufzohcbon sind, susumment sein Sesultat lab
sonit das Dugaline (Zuse 3§)
Tt derdan i concefved of ag motion in Hevel'e
aind Lz undoubtable, & ue have esen fyom the sbove comsentory.
In sosparigon o Avigtotle, ¥epden omn be called a motlon, nol,
of soupsd, Lo the gtriet penise of & phyeical metlia, hut only
i e gongse that the fluctustion of congents fn =mind zots up

a stoto of chignge in its moet sormon acceptation, a atate of

wemw, “hanomenclogis dos Geésm s 4& ﬁg ghrmunr, pe 90t "Dags
dufig gtellt seine warpniatlta geﬁpa £a sedeutuns dar, welche
7 an Jdem deogstiven gesshen habent eet 13t ein Jogfersn und ein
‘nfhevehren Mrleieh) "In s far as TAufhebung® is ithe Heratlon
of the Hesatiom, thoogh, 56 must be realimsd that, “dle Hesatlin
dsr Jeration 18t nicht oine Neutralisaticme” (¥ns, 95) Ielng
and nonebeing are blwred hy thelr moticn in Werdenj gech 1z

a ~loar snd cistinet concepte This is & oanital dist.ne:l.-u to
-glie in comparing Derelts moticn of Sapden to the way lle Ihovas
considers the ooingidenosn af oppositss unbiong 8l St hOMASs,
e Dy Do Voritato, Qe op 2rfe i1 "Allo medo soouncun ~ued sant
Trrmata tmerfoete, Ut ows sunt in flardi et slo o-lon sluud
orne posrunb, 18 nabet own all wis deslbmiurg ':a:?e es;-iz?-'z w-.ﬂ' .
Ganihationts tempors albeds inest ut In Mortd, olgrede vero

573
. . g ¥ TE :
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m sa habeps sung spac priusy 1% is this flustustion of
comespta vhich fe oalled motisu anelogionlly by 38, Thomes

when he spenis of & yicineltudo tespoplg whan speaking of
mntal Ko iv&w;“" Bot bel tag a motion in the aﬁrﬁct phyamal
senge, but oniy a zotion as,uz.agicany, ag o viclsuitude in

mind, the synthenls of this irst telad of the Ioglo 1o
dencminated derden andlogically By Segels isel Herden ov
besosiug onaly lilugtraten the aynt;&n&n forgtellng, Fop
this resson there 1s no Jdiffioulty In Herol mot heving assigned
the specles of Deconing, eneration ond corruptlion, to Yerden
at 7iis stoge in the logle, nop 1n Bot baving deternined the
srecise divection o0 Yepdan as ofther heconing o -m;ri:ng AT .
la conowives ’ﬁmcmﬁz@“ 2% the genas of ceneraticon ansd earrmtion
and then extends this comus e nesr Nesning, thet of plcnifviag
e process o alind (mé‘ In reglSty, DOt privarily in =ing) of
“he fluvatcatin of Beling snd oon~being. Eatgtehen (senepaiion)

22 5%a mtmxa. Iv, Qe 85, srty b, ad loms "Dice a*.tm
gued intsllecing egt 2. .Gre taus Jucd eat awrerus Cius copruée
~alimm ertm,  Yed zpaa plurelitus specierum invelliisidbl 3.'3,3,:3
gazant violor ioumiinda uma;m JateliloAvilivna operatiomun,
THOIMCUE Cumm una operatio ast prior altera, Et zmm i le
ardigaSnen Avgusiinug neninat tepue, ow: dicls, ] mxng'

Denapin ad 1Lnteesm, ued u&dﬁ mevat ersaturan spliriiusien oo

Tu B e
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ohen (corpupiin) o categortes in Hegel's iogle come
in much fupiher doungy '

1% is precisely ia so o s beoing and non~being ars
held Sogeier in & congiantly flustuating ‘mﬁﬁr of the kingd
movermnt 1 (. O 8 Dixtuwre of belng, belng in mt:, snd o
nen~being, being oot In sot bub in potendy ) that Hegel oseases
by a hair'e breadih from viclating the winespzé of econtracsoe
sion as Aristotle uwndoratond Lt - |

Fop 48 thers s J8f7lculty io oallling Hordem o motirn
when wotin Ln hetwesn contyacies end Yorden fs betucen g¢on-
eradlotortess She season i that Hegel regards contrecliciorliog
not o sxieting ln reallty but cnly es sxisting in mind. Pieued
in this woay contradictories ara not gontradiotories as aonira-

totorien ara In sralliyy Wb *mm only ths contraciety of e
similitudes competing for a bold in aind.; From this point <f
view. Hecelfs sontiadlctories”, be!mc sud noneveling widch &8 80
ondy by an scstuhile velfsrenes to ml..ty whish is now supergsdod,
sen be oonsideres as ocutraries acd thua ia me b n, even thuuch
hig metion Lo only ecplogously wmoticn. But contrarice pracise-
1y as in wilon ava oot belhgs pnrﬂ‘ectly £n acte Ilencs, uue in
the zsr:;;ﬁi&l wind of woil p wdal soens to favue fopth {ivw “he
theglist theory of sbetractlin the tmz.ﬁy or beling sud Do

nelng it derden locs wob vielate the prineiple of sontreslotilng
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Abovn we dafined the @nﬁ- sapentlel ter=s in llorsl's
Dialsetlie and showed how be con be understcod not to have
viglatad the principle o aﬂx‘;tmﬁzatzum It ig our intanti.n
hers o f.j:'.v# vty briafly thw nedn precuppositions <f this
Zlalectic ag g whols bDaforo golng in%o a cotapminate ailudy

o the sroblan L the motdon of aotion In Hogel,

The Hdaiactin iz mmuﬁ.vﬂf in flesel's 2dnd s o
sompletoly zeacesssry, ersentially intemiouneotsl aysten of
cateroriss on thuuphi-dotsrminationg (Donkbes:fowmmpon)s For
Zoel, evary thought L8 o category, even sush ocnorsts thoughte
a5 ‘pirit, vhadon, Jelsology, o well as the very sbs:iract
thoughte of Deling and nonwbeing. Appareutly theve avs gg many
sategories ag thors are concepss, easch of thome beling a "thouphte
datepminatl -n’, however, why Hdopel should dudb them outesnrliop rees
baend cur Lomadlgte lotoreats, His polint Iis 0 awmstruet a wholas,
e whole univeorasg of thought, natuve, spirit, A whols whi
in a0 mriod In ita entirgly with o Absolube. Tolng bla Mheery
of the ouerote univerasl, Hegel proeeods fposy sbotrsed bBelug
COun f;a the oot concrete cunoepta Lo a orderly fuglilon, ow

duging the leds universedl from the more umiversal detur-lnati ne
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The Diglectiec 1a the eongtruntion of the whole «r the

Absolute. But it is & daductzﬁ;;,. mtjusﬁa haphazard gathering

up and binding togetis r of o nccpta \mre}.ated in thavnaelvoa,

et

and in 8c far as 1t is a deduction the “ialuctic J.s "necessary™
in two senses, First, Hepel undc'l;;tandt necesa ty in the szense
of a purely logiesl necaesaity whmby one determination is
implled iIn the othur, as when ratioml 1a irpiied in the con-
cept 5f man or being in the ecnoapt ef non-baing, Expressed
in Aristotslian tema; thisg aen_ba of "necezsary” mecns ~erely
eing "per se" In the first and second senses of saying “pe-
gp_ in the Fosterior analytics. &ch category by 1tself s no
mors than a partial thought which eannct exhisust the totality
of the universe, In the Lislectie the ceduetion is aupposed
to shew that these partﬁ.al thoughte az;o"caken te be so intere-
woven that sll the categories imply each other and thus j:in-

torother to form one per se whole or the Absolute. Herel

¢ neelves this Abrolute much on the order cf Spinczats Substantia,
axzcept that for Herel the whole e Abroluta is not, as 1t wzg for
Svincza, the immobile, undster=mined raciplient of determinations,

but Subjekt, -hat la , knowing subject which is sslf'~dotermining

through the catsgorisae

Beceasoity, of course, irplies its opposite, contin-
goncye For Herdl continrency mesns rmich the same it did for

Kant, Hegel explains the German contingency (Zurfllighett)




by another Gorman ccmpound, Aussfnendspsein, that s, "beling
cuteide of" or extransity as whunhm things are together in

& purely socldental way, as predﬁsery not 1mplying ecach

sther In thelr concepte. Por mmt the sensible qualitles
were cutslde each cthér, both in so far as one did not imply
the other in its concept =nd in so fér gz they were cutside
each other in space snd time. Ihe necessity which Xant

scurht was simply "implied-ness‘“ in concept, This he found
in a series of so-called loyical relations Quch'as cause and
offect, substance and accldent, @his which he derived in o
certain fashicn fro . transcendental appercaption on ¢ nsci ug-
ness of sslf,, dewever, Kant did not derive one set of relata
from anoifi;ér nor show thelr iﬁﬁarecmectﬁ.ou. Ais deductiin of

vhe Catercrles in ths Eritilk der Reinen Yermumnft wag merely

a justiflcation <f these conceptn. ?his mggns that hae showed
thay were proporly used cnly in al’aﬁcra‘bﬁng sens&percaption.
llence, ringe the Eontlan Cateogories were not inter-ccnnccted
they werce cutalde each other or cahtingenﬁ:, and this 13 he
principal accusaticn which Hegel drought acsinst Eant, Hatuw
rally, since Herel's aim is to show that agll these seamingly
scattered concepts are reaslly inter-connected amung themselves,
the slightest contingency in the Dialectic wruld rend the AbsOw
lute and set up irpassable chasms betwsen the partg o fthe

wor ldQ
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The Lialeotic, then, ie. necsssarys he prisary sense
of “mamm” for Hegel iu that meaning essentiel inter-connsge
tadenons, but cno =asd not forget What in Hegel's mind thare
iy always encthor songe of nmuiw Iiting under tha mé&r
of esssuilal conmegtion of ccnoepiss Thin socondwary sense of
nacessary ls necesssry in il sense of a driving force, on
erficient sscevalty which "pustws” the Diglestic along, OFf
guurae, this coeroion s nod qn‘zu. the sgeme an vioionse goming
Irom without, nor evon an oxtarnal mover, for ,15 i o innep
drives udhat he :eanm, «n wo shell #ee more clesrly in the final
sizepter, s that f wo sbstract from all subiective deolsions
and sllow refligotl: n to lock ever cur concepts, ihe soncapts
or thoughtedotorminations will, of themselves, turn cver into
thelr opposites and procuge more concrete theught determinaiim s
2l wifh porfect oblisotlivity, Ine "ccercive? necenciiy 2 lersel
la lhmn woow copparable o sylliogistie necousity &n Ariatoiles
far Ariswotle, implledencss Lo guncept and goercion ars tuo
Alotinet sotizes of "necsssary? bLut in Hegel they fall torsther
due to Ll ldantifloaslon of the way things ore in the ning
with “he vey they ere in reslity. This im Based prime-ily .n

4is deetrime of Heluoune which we Jdescpidbec in the vreneding

cshapter and °n the vejessiun ¢ the "undetarnined” as suoh.
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Our problem omn now be Steted quite siwmply. The fdone
tity of being end nunebeing in Wepden 15 un#teblo, Muce, It
tarns ovor into Doseln, "being-there® Iiterally, or detarmingd
Deturs  But reflestion discovors the opposile of detorinate
Deing, uhroly, detmrainate mmh&ins or utzse: we sicht oo
"elog other” !.n turn Jolined to

Hdordon, samely, Yorinderung or ’bmm;z.ng other” e Thoe peint 2
almply that this happens 1n esdhh Sried in exsoily the same wuy
fopr szootly the same reqzcns, as we have indiocaied gbove, the
wnly JAfference In the triasds is et the particuler Lo ight
Sotorainafiond ore 207¢ oF less conerete cnd horglore have

AT Tarent .oves and corragpond to different ¢unevrelts icturag

I Jopstelluwag or represuniativns There are peps in Yopsiellunp
Ly adnittwily defective in erolts wie, i-

md ¥ oratell

thoogh che Blalsgtle ls Ailustreted, to uBe a Teproifan oy (1)
3 Yopsteilime, LT 4o not derived from Yorstellung, nor fe i1t in
auy wey clepandent on Jopgrelluns, Yopsisilung does net prove

Whe devuoilon of the cabegories, vop doom & Jezirusilon of

e Jorat-lluang aecessarily dostory the Lialeotlic, Thus the

Cuestion wo are raising can only be studled by drorounliy dow

sueling e colerorlies accopiing to lsrel's own natlod and the

, N
‘ -~ G-&G : *‘3 i:’i:‘»_;:’g: eyes oY 2 5 (.-x...u (&1 qa }
i ntwlck B L.u:g dor L BLIPSIULE abe: Tp WoPLn B f:., ke T
f’t L% oder Yatarorfen) anpetrollen werden, 1ot al ihp
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priveliples we have azposed in tae l’mt two chepters, In opdor

PR e

o Resp cur owponition from Bm!ag too Savolved and wnwieldy,
w 2ust content muwrselves with an t:émmtzve gty oF only the
firet two Urlede of the Loglo, Bein acd Dagein 2nd thelr reps

rogiive motlong, Herden amd Ve

Fi&?'at:, wa ghall stady the guestion «f =modicn of wwotivn
in Aristotls ¢nd thon roturg, &n owp hsi shaptar, @ the
srpiicdt dedugtl n of the caltageriem of Dapseln, whersin we
shall be able 2= Judps the J:tribﬂc veliue - the Dialsoils

ag fHapgol umim’atmzda it.




