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HEGEL. Georg Withehn Fricdoch 17 1831

German philosopher

Hegel was the son of an oflwial i the service of the
Duke of Baden-Wirttemberg, He studied from 1788-
93 at the Tabinger Suft. a higher education seminary
specializing in the training of voung men tor public
service, There he formed close friendships with Fried-
rich Hélderlin® and Friedrich Schelling”. The three
shared a common intetlectual outlook. Politically, they
hoped for a regencration ia Germany w correspond to
the revolution in France, Culturadlv, they contrasted
the fragmentation of contemporary art and religion
with the harmony of Greek lite. Ouly in philosophy
did they consider Genmany a teading force. thanks to
the work of Immanuel Kaut, "Kantis the Moses of our
nation.” wrote Holderlin, He had led his people out
of bondage: others must take them into the Promised
Land.

1n the vears to 1806, when he completed the Phen-
omenology of Spirit (Phiinomenvlogie des Gerstes. 1807,
trans. 1977). Hegel worked as a tutor and as a lecturer
at the University of Jena. He wrote several minor
works (see foarly Theological HWritings. wans. 1918: The
Difference betieen Fichie's and S helling s System of Philo-
sophy, trans. 1977 and Political Hiitings, ed. Z. Pel-
czynski, 1964 in which he pursued the need for a
reintegrated cultural and religions tife and for a sys-
tematic. post-Rantian phtlosophy.

The Phenomenology has abways bren the most admired
of Hegel's works. Though ditficudt, it has « breadth
and grndeur of presentation v tich carries the reader
through its complexities. Ouone fes el the Phenvmenology
represents a rejection of Fotian philosophy and the
conception of expericuce on which it is based. Accord-
two cle-

ing 1o Kant, our cxperience s composed ot
ments: a content, received from outside. through the
senses, awnd a form, imposed on the content by the
activity of the mind, The mind, therefores sets fimits
on possible experience. Philosophy. by examining the
mind’s structure, gains kunowledae of the structure of
reality. in so fae as it ean be given o us.

For Hegel. this coneeption of philosophy makes use
of a model — of the mind mposing its form on an
exsentially non-mental readiny = whichiis psvehological,
rather than phitosophical, i onigin. Nt miseonceives
the mind as i it were an instrunwent or niedinm, Yet,
though it rejects the Kantian conception of experence,
the  Phenomenology is, at aunother level, Kantian in
inspranon: Heeel, too, aums o disclose the governing
structieres underlying expesience. But for the reasons
given, lie cannot proceed by tryvine 1o solate the torm
of expericnce and renting it oas something o be
analvsed independent of its content. Instead he adopts
o historical approach. The Phenomenology traces the dif-
ferent forms which mind’s relation o the world takes

At each stage of historical develpnent. The mind

(j
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Hegel is dealing with he calls Geind (standardly trans-
lated as “spirici for it is oot the individaad nﬁn(l bust
that commaon intelect i which, he claning, all men. as
individual inteligences, participate.

Thus, men’s political and cultural relations (which,
fromGeist s poimt of view. are forms of iy own self-
celation) are as much part ot the Phenomenatogs’s subject
matter as the tradirional phitosophiead questons ol
hody and muind, cte. The final stage, presented at the
end of the Phenamenolugy. is Absohute Kuowledge: the
mdividual becomes aware that Geist's structure pee-
meates all of realiny, nature as well as history. Mo &
recognizably Kantian project - the discovery of struc-
tures of experience — his been carried, by non-Kantian
means — the description of the development of con-
sciousness — 10 4 quite anti-Kantian conclusion: the
claim that 1t s pos‘sibh- to give @t philosophical account
of the absolute structure of reafity.

The Phenomenology’s description ol Geist's develop-
ment leads to an important diticulty, however. The
standpoint which sees the stages ol consclousness as

forming. together., a single, unified development is 10U
that of the individuals who actually undergo the pro-
cess. But what entitles Hegel (o adopt 12 [t appears
that Hegel is assuming his conclusion: making use of
a philosophical perspective whiclt the Phenomenology it-
self should derive.

Hegel does not deny this apparent circularity: “the
road to science

Vissenschaft
is science itself. he writes. But it is only apparent.
What is assumed and what s derived are, i fact,
different. What is assumed at the beginning is a form
of consciousniess with the ability to retrace its own
development when presented to it philosophically,
What is derived — Absolute RKnowledge — s @ con-
seiousness with a full awareness ol'its own nature and
capacities.

Two important points follow: that the Phenvmennlogy
depends on the historical assumption ihat consciousness
tas reached the stage at which it can participate in
science’; and that the Phenomenslugy 1s not the ultimate
philosophical statement. It leads bevond itselfl as He-
gel intended it should, to the fully conscious unfolding
of knowledye in the Science of Logic.

Hegel hoped that the Phenomenalogy would secure
him a permanent academic appointment. But it was
not to be. As he Gnished his masterpiece, the phitos-
opher of history's career was disrupted by history itself,
in the shape of the Batde of Jena, The Napoleonic
campaigh spoiled Hegel's chance ot & university post
(he was first appointed to @ professorsiup at [Heidethery
i 1816) and he worked as journadist and then as a
schoolteacher,

It was during the fatter period that Hegel published
his Science of Logic (Wissenscheft der [oeik. 1812, trans.
1069), the work which was intended to present the
structures of the Absoluge in pare form = “the exposi-
ton of God as he s in his eternal essence betore the
creation of nature and a lnite mind’, as he puts it
Even pf\i!u.wphvm sympathetic 1o Hegel have gen-
erally found snch claims on behalt of the Logic exces-
sive, Bt oseems that Hegel is pre-cnipling the function
of the scientist and attempting to settde 4 priori what
are really nuiers for practical Hvesization,
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However that may be, there can he no doubt of the
central importance the Logic has for Heeelo By it
means the philosopher is enabled to see clearly those
essential features of reality which others grasp ob-
scurely and inwitively, This conception resembles Pla-
to's vision of the philosopher as one who turns away
from the world of shadows to the world of pure forms,
But, unlike Plato, Hegel does not see these forms us a
separate cealm. bving behind, as i weres our own
world. The philosopher sees them as part of the single
Tdea’ which, developed and articulated, unilies the
apparent diversity of reality. The fimmanent selt-con-
structing path” of this pure Idea is what the Logic aims
to chart.

In 1818 Hegel was called to the chair in Berlin
where he remained till his death. The works of his
later years are systematizitions and recapitulations,
compared to the Logies attempts to show the rationality
of various disciplines by discerning in then the linea-
ments of the Logic's structure. Many were given as
lectures and onby published posthumoushy. (See Lec-
tures on the Philusuphy of History, traus. 19567 Philosophy
of Right, 1821, trans. 1902 desthetics, trans. 1975 En-
cyclopaedia of the Philosophical Sciences, 1817, trans. 1970
3: Lectures on the History of Philosophy, wrans. 1892-6).

The most significant of the later warks are the Philo-
sophy of Right {Grundlinien der Philnsophie des Rechis) and
the Lectures on the Philosophy of History. which have had
a disproportionate influence on Hegel's recetved im-
age. On their evidence Hegel has been seen as an
apologist for Prussian militarism and, even, as an in-
cipient Fascist. These claims are based on various
staternents, for example, *What is rational is actual
and what is actual is rational’, which appear to place
established power bevond criticism. Such remarks
should be set in context, however. Certainly, Hegel
believes that whatever exists — and thus any existing
political structure — has its place in a divinely rational
scheme of things. But this does not make im an un-
reserved apologist for authority; il Caesar is the em-
bodiment ol historical destiny, so too is Brutus.

Yet it must be admitted that the ‘rational’ state
described in the Philesophy of Right strongly resembles
Prussia. Morcover, Hegel is open 10 two serious theor-
etical criticisms.

The first concerns the theological dimension of his
view of history - his claim to have provided a dem-
onstration of its benelicent, providendial character.
Even if Hegel succeeds in showing, as he claims to,
that events which seem to be purely evil (the sufferings
of innocent children, for example) are uecessary for
some desirable end, this does not, it can he objected,

justify them theologically. To wecept the sort ot reason-

ing which justifies evit as part of the price which must
be paid for gosd would be to accept that the realization

of God’s purposes is subjected o the constraints of

necessity: implicitdy, the divine is reduced to the hu-
wian fevel

The second eriticism is soctologicads to the idea o
awthority in the radonal stade, Flegeb s comminied to
the view it sociad authority will be ackiowledged
direetly and spontaneousty by the stae’s eitizens. (Hhe
alternative, o tully explicit justification, can only be
provided at the level of philosophy: but not all the
sttte’s citizens can be expected o be phudosophers!)
Yet it can be_objected that hieravehical sociviies ol the
sort Hegel ehvisages do not show such natiral and
spontancois colieston,



192
193
19t
195
196
197
198
199
200
201
202
293
204
205
206
207
208
209
210
211
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219

220
221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229

230
231

These objections., in the hands of Kierkegaard avd
Marx” respectively, have heen (hie starting point for
the two strongest surviving post-tegehan intellectaal
movements. Soon Ater Hegels death phil(;snp!u-rs -
Huenced by him divided 51to right and leit camps. The
right im(-rpn-tvd Hegel, as fir as posstble, in terms
compatible with orthodox Christianity: the left argued
that the truth of Tegelantsm fav ina critique of theol-
ogy. Something like the ideas of the Heoclian right
were embodied in the movement of British Idealism at
the end of the century. VMarx, Kierkegaard and
Nietzsche  were all, in dilferent wiy's, successors of the
Hegelian lefu

Philosophers outside the Marxist and existentalist
traditions have tended o regard iegel's sysiem as. at
best, a mausoleum of rmisplaced ambition. Although
Marxists and existentialists have been more sympath-
ctic 10 Hegel, they have seex Lule value in the com-
mitment which Hegel himself regarded as paramount:
to u universal. phi\nsophiml conception of rationality.
Hegel was aware that the scieniific progress of the
Enlightenment had at the same time led to a loss of
meaning [rom other areas of life. But hie was no roman-
tic; he did not seek to returnt w0 a world of myth and
poetry. Only knowledge would heal the wound it had
opened.

Michael L. Rosen

\Most of Hegel's works have heen translated (see
references in text). The modern translations are very
good, although anfortunately not mutually consistent
in their rendering of key terms. The best
comprehensive study is Charles Tavior, flegel (1975).
Its lucid presentation makes it also the best
introduction. H. Marcuse, Reason and Revolution
(1935), and A Kojeve, Introduction to the Reading of
Hegel (1969), are outstanding interpretations from a
Marxist and an existentialist perspective respectively.
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HEINE, Heinrich 1797-1856
\

German poct 3;

Heine 1s a Romantic and 4 Realist, a master of lyrical
music and of irenic dissohance. a committed satirist
and a doubrer of all com itment — a deeply divided
mind reflecting the complcixity and conflicts of his age.

To be born in 1797 mgant heing brought up sim-
ultancously in two worlds) that of the Romantic liter-
ary imagination, devoted go fotksong simplicity, fairy-
perceived Germanic medi-

tale fantasy and a mistily
eval past: and that of moddrn socicty, commercial and
ideological, secking stability alter the upheavals of the
French Revoluton and the Napolconic Wars in a
phase of reactionary politibs. The one world was as
uncompromisingly hard as! the other was seductively
soft: they offered a chotce (\!‘ real and unreal, between
which 1o COMPpromise wis gossible, Hemne first learned
the Romantic poctic game, lto the point of mastery. n
the Buch der Lieder 1 Book ol Sonus’. 1827) he revelied
in manipulating its rhymes and rhythms and tmages,
and in treating s stock thernes, wistfully erotic or
ncabre. But even in the darliest poems, dream and
Visions are followed by rude ;\\\‘ukvninq. Seon he hegins
to undo the Romaute lubion, changing tone and
pegister OT stepping cvatcafly sutside cotvention to
chow the falseness of fis owil actefaet. Yet debunking
of a superseded mode 15 not the whole story, this 1s not
gleetul. literary sative: the d\fsillnsinn is paintul, be-
cause the poetic world he undpes s e only one avail-
. |
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