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1RO UCTION

This dissertation attempts to re.oxamine the comsept
of the dialectie, The task may, at %he cutset, seem to be
superflucus besmuse the congept has been simply and lucidly
presented in the writings of Bugels, Plekhanov, Lenia and
Stalin, Even Seday, a Wrief exposition of Dialestical
Materislism appears in M all Soviet books on ﬂ:no-onhy.
It is, therefore, essential %o speeify the comtext vithia
mztmmmytoumwu-mm-otm
oonlopt of dialestiss,

Is Marxian cireles, the dialestie was regardsd as the
legacy of legel, However, Hegel had, sscording to them,
used the dlaleetic in the realm of idees while Merx heg
applied it to matter and material proessses, At the same
time, wo ere alse told that the difference between the
Kentian and the Hegelian eonesption of the alslesties was
that for Whe fermsr, eontradictions ware a Gonsequence of
the limitations of Andividual understanding; wvhile for

~ Hegel, contradictions existed wvithin the wvery essenes of

Shings, 1t 18 Giffieult to effect a compromise detween
these two almost irreconeiliable mnd.ntq.



L

‘3% has quite often been remarised tha® the dialestis
oould 2ot be spplied sonsistently within the Ldealist
tramovork, Honse, there was a econtrediction betwesa the method
and eonclusions of Hegel, To put it differently, Hegel had
Fegsrded the Prussisn state as the highest stage of
developmeat, He had, thereby, relimuished the dlalestie vhich
upbeld the Weeessity of ecatimuus developmest, The questicn
that preseats i%eelf here, relates to the situation in the
commihist s%ate, Would 1t (the commnist society) resclve all
coatedietions that have existed ia Mstory and represest a
elosaless society; in which case, the situstion would be
analogous to that of Hegel's ideal stete, OF would it, es
Mao suggests, overeams ouly e primery contradistion,

It is frequently maintained thet eontradistiocns are
igherent in all phencasua, Doss this, as soms of its eritice
point out, imply that Black and white co-exist, or else, that
Wiesk 1s vhite, in whica case, how do ve sscount for the
1adividasl ability So identify and differemtiate objsets and
qualitiss, Ln other werds, what is implied by saying that
each objest somteins within it, its cun opposite t A% is mot
poasible to dismiss the dialectia, as same of its critics
are 1n the habit of delig, as e incorrect system of thinking
bocause two of the fimes® minds im the histofy of maskind
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Ia the post.war period, several -m were mads %o
study Hegel's politieal theery, particwlerly his ecnesption
of the state, to see if 1t legitimised a Fascist regime, Most
students, even today, are familiar only with those aspeets of
Hegol's witings, It 1s, therefoPe, imperative %o uaderstand
the philosophy of Hegel, to study his eontriution to the
history of philosophy beemse almost all methodologieal
debates Soday, Tevolve arcund Kant and Hegel, It is within
this setting thad this work has been undertelsr,
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dovelsp edbjeste of prastical utility vhieh were of immense
use So the trading republies,t

Seholasticism in the mediseval ages hod euphasised the
passivity of the jndividual, expeeting him %o asesyt and
only refiest on God's ereation, By econtrast, the appesl
to reasen and an emphasis on the iadividusl were the %we
eardingl prisciples of the post-rensissanse philesophy.
Together they expressed the Cartesian prinsiple of ¢deudd
everything' ., Conplote shopticisn mnd Wmeonditionsd dowdd
were used %o highlight the irrationality of the fewddd
systen and i%e pattern of beliefs in ecatwast to the
emerging eapitalist sosial relstions, Sesh tadivided,
mtoncnouddy, vas required %o deside for himself vhet wes
good and best. The esmpariscn, of éowrse, was %o b |
betwoen the stryetures that already existed sad the
possitility of & now oPder vhioh was 1 She mind of the
isdividusls sad vhish, theoreticslly, st least, had the
petenticl of previding slenty for everyene, A cempariscn
of this kind would widoudtedly weight in favowr of the

Although & hundred years before Locaorde da Winsi wes

L. cmdmmmnuao:ho.nﬂn,nm
Galiles w0 used it for meaguring He oven

oped the compound mieresecope Wiieh revealed a



"oy sosiety, ISs idealisation bWy the masses could de
utilised %e lend inpstus to the astusl historisal
trensiticn from feudalism to sapitalism,

The philesophy that develeped in Burepe during this
phase was Rationalist in sharesSer in se far ap it rejested
~ the mystiedl alements md referense to authority, secred
texts, divine revelatien mad tradition for the velidatien
of kneviedge, It viewed the werld as a permsmnent
wal teradle strusture in wiieh ehsnge was subjeet to
definite laws vhieh eculd be diseovered through the
applisation of reason and eontrolled experimentation, The
philosophy ef this ege expressed its faith in humea reason,
ia 4% ability to understand and solve the protiems of the
astural and the soelal world,

Beyoad this sphere en viieh there was eccnsensus, there
were a Yange of differenges betwesn them in terms of thelr
epistenslogiesl perspestives; cae gren) regerded sbetrast
reasoning as the predomineat gsourece of ineviedge while the
other adhered to eonerete expericnse, Wifile both sehecls
regarded the wniverse as an entity mathematieal in its
strusture, the fermer retionalists,were of the opiaion tkat
the method and prosedure of dedustion wsed in mathematies
and general logicel reascning was the best possitie



teslniguwe for attaining imoviedge of the umiverse,
Rapiricists, on the other hand, emphheised the induetive
prossdures used in scntenporery meshtuies and the ndtaral
seiences, |

The ity underlying She works of the retionslist
philesophers was & nethodolegical one, The system of
Desssrtes, Leidbuits and Spinosa were dedustions frem &
Proposition vhieh was regarded by cach of them te e a
self-evident pestulete, vhose certaiaty eondd met be
questicned, The empirieist philesephers, on She other hend,
fellowsd the nethed delinested 1u the writings of Freneis
Bacen, The latter had expressed the opinien Shat
selentifiolty and ebjostivity sould be ensured caly ShSeugh
the aduptien of the fadustive methed, The need %o begia
vith the empirical and the direstly edservable was of
erusial iapertence.

I8 Sa custemary to Fegwrd Jolm Leske a3 the ‘redl
fother' of British expiricism, Hewver, bis *Besay'® wes
to & soasidersile extent a philescphiedl.expesition aad
systonstisetion of Basen's philescphiesl idses. Leske
upheld the Belief that the materisl given Shreugh sense

2. Refers to Lesin's deck uunuw
Rnan_indexatending.
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perespiion was the only sowree of kneviedge, The mind wee
8 %,.. viite paper, void of all herasters, vithout ey
100as,.."3 on wiieh tapressions vere formed Wirough sense
porsepiien, It was »,,,fron experienes .., that Wl owr
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A shift %o enpiricism end sensaticnalism inglied o
reversal of Cartesien epistemslegy. In the latter,
objestive and rdlisdie mowiedge was prodiestod en and
Gorived frem the first ¢eprievit prineisle; overything elte
-Mn”tm&r“thmnnudh |
j‘muuuc doudt, The Nevieniss sehens hod effestively
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nethodological individwalisa based on the apalytisal and
syathetis methed used by Galilee, knoviedge of a phenemenon
required its resclution into simple componenis and its
resonstrustion from the 1atter,$

it was the empirieist epistemelogy wsed withia the
Jarger Rationslist eonception of She wmiverse that
‘deminated English sad Freneh thought slmest exslusively,
411 the end of $he eighteenth century, Oraduslly the
seshinistie dllegory and the sseompinying emphasis on
~ precision and sclentificity bessme more dominmt amd its
infiusnte permeated all spheres of thinking, The method
used 1a She natural s0ieees was seught to be repliested
in all other disciiines ss 1% ensured ‘sefentifteity’,
The nesessity ss Volteire menticned, ves "...ueS ealy te
think, but to think well*;® and, since the modality of
ressoning, sseerding to them, rensined the same, the
developments in the nstural seiences proved She ebviows
SWpeTiority of Wat nethed of resscning and saslysing.

8. eof, Cassirer, ibid,
mnnmwmomnun:

1s path of the projes bog zch sexld
»uthm:.shmznm&{cm
ua umtd&u %o its Lo
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Through the wse of empiricist epistemology Loeks had
established the primecy of matter (objest), However, the
nonner in wviish & particular dostrine or methedology is
wsed by later philosephers is not deterained bWy its
eriginator; snd quite often it is used to serve an end
that is at varimnes wvith the intentions of its initister,
Berkel ey used empiricism (more scunsistently thaa his
prodessssor -~ Losks -~ from whom he had borrowed this
epistenclogy)to eritisise the methodelegical feundatioas
of Loskemn ‘Cemmengense’, Beginaing with She proposition
that sense peresption weas the only sowroe of imewledge,
Berkeley affirsed the existense of idsas, Things that weye
amediately parecived by the individud were ideas,
therefore, there wvas no reason to presuppose the
existence of & colourless, motictless, sightless substanes
vilch formed the basis,frem whieh the primary sad |
secondary quilities emtuste, To quete Berkaley -- *.. Take
sway the sensatiens of softaces, moisture, reiness,
tartness, snd you Sake sway the sherry, Siase it is not
a being distinet from sensations...”10

wg the 'Thres Didlogues'lt, Berkeley appesrs
to be naking a preposition of fael .. 1.0, trying to shew
::: guoted 1o Aekermann, Zhaorise of Kamd.siss,




the exast nature of the peresptual objest, Nowver, his
hendling of the prodlem highlights, as A.J. Ayer suggests,
‘a Jogioal mﬁuﬂdbmhﬂnmum
vis, vhether ene oculd through the giwen seasidle qualities
imov everything sbout the perceptusl objeet or that whieh
wag regarded to b the odjest,

While Berikeloy negated the existonse of nstter aad
affirsed the existenee of wind Hume earried the Sask
mmmmmmmam\nu
aythical as that of matter, M&‘M,ﬂnﬁCMf
.wnmbmnm-mma.uuw.
Through direet obeervation ene oould pereeive (-n.
therefore, inev) 14085 00-0200ting — 1.0, suseessicn end
continguity, Derivation of emasel relsticashipe (Wiieh
mmmaummmnmmmmu. »
lo“ﬂpnﬂhih‘ﬁh‘ﬁh'dﬁt“&“‘
hadd$, Jutm an offect B mmuc hed
~’Ml~umhmucmt'v,mm¢
m‘“m“%matmﬂﬂw’
»otwoem *a¢ M,'.v.htm,lwm,nm,hup o
oh the Jossidiiity of ea effest *e’ follewiag *a® o
. another memewt in time,

. Hume had questioned the pessibility of doriving
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world, seeking te inov and wderstand 1%, Theeretical
truth, spistenclogy, mathematics, peychelogy and gsosiety
have previded the main prodlems aad precceipations of
Frensh philosophy,i® o

In Burcpe, Raticnaliss as & philosophical abtituds
ves historisally linked to the bourgecis way of 1ife ead
was largely used to legitimiss the experiense of the
capitalist society, Its exclusive dosination, however,
_ensountered oppesition, in the early 19th csutury, from
e rising Romantie intd.hcm Romsnticion as a setidd
movensat wee & reaction to the prevalent Ratiocmalist
csulture, It expressed disenshmntuent and digillusionment
beth with eapitalism end the philosophic eategory of
zoasen,

The term Rimanticisn referred te & specifie spirit

of a state of mind, People delonging to this ssheool shared
siniler predilecticns and predlems. In spite of the
diverse attitudes and ideas expressed Wy 1% ammbers, it
vas mited in 1%s eritique of the Malightenment philesophy
and dourgeois culture, Remmticisn was not a miferuly

‘baskward looking movement Bor was it epposed %e progress,
Howver, its glerification of the medisevel ages linked

18, L, Goldmeon, Immapual kA%, Fev Left Books, London,
° 1973, p.a’ ) )




with 1%s eritiquws of the mechanistie eapitalist sesiety
was eongenial to the demands of the diginherited
- sristooratic elass for a return to feudaligm,

Although Romanticisa vas not conoernsd with predienms
of eplstemclogy smd philosophy, yet, $he questions that &t
raised in arl, literature and musis slong with its eritiqw
 of the ecompetitive market sociely had serious repereussions
oo philosophy, 1t challenged the Rationalist coneept of
BID 43 & rational deing. Bnlightenment Ratiocnalism had net
denied the existence of emotions, however, it had faveured
48s suwbordination and contrel through reascn, Romanticism
negated the ratiocnalist over-emphasis on reason by plesing
a correspending emphasis on the fasulty of imagination,
belief, md emetions, The Romantics eenstantly referred
to the reason of the heart and the creative erigindity
of the individual, his aMility to create & nev woild mad
~ change himpalf through the creation of new mesnings and
viiwes, The Tationalist leve for preselures sad adherense
to spesified mthol wers o longer Viewed A Recessary
requiremsnts for scimtific hmen ectivily, In fast, the
Romeatieists eentinuslly rebelled agsinst sueh coneeptions
in art end pootyy wvhieh asswmed that gonformily te certain
noPms and rules uuiod perfestion and ssoursey,



13

~ The ecneeption of a lav governed, harmenicus universe
vas replesed by & dynesie and constemtly changing vorid,
Rousntie poetry used imagery of *...Swllight, of s
Soundary dissolving moonlight, oF of fleeting mcmeate
before dawn, rather than the imegery ef eleer bowndery
sharpening 1ight of the classiesl wind,*’® The notics of
wiiversality, permsease snd objeetvity of beauty snd
treth vere eompletely rejectsd, The Kentlm theory of
assethetics was, in thls Pespest, a ecntinustion of the

- Whet otus wder seathing stteck frem the Remmtieists
mmmwﬁmmumum -
Sevtonian paredign, 1% response to Nevien's 'ovuw. o
| meom |
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o cold meterid 1o {*M

13. :.u. m\:g. dala s Pelicsa Books,
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Yot others, like Keats, rebelled against the redustion of
She rainbov to ite prismatie cplowrs, for suth an astiocn
deprived 1% of 1ts peetry md assthetis quaity.’® shelley
and Blake protested againgt the Losksan attempt te restrict
inevledge to that whish wvas given through sense perception,
Instead, they focusged on the extraordinsry sad the
inexplicadle forees goveruing humsa existende,

The Romanties talked of the ereativity of the mind
ad Mghlighted 18s role in the cognitive preesss, yet,
they did not overleok the importanse of sereful
‘obeervation mad ccllestion of fasts, The Rationslists
scllested fasts with an eye %o systematisetion, wile the
Remsatieists, quite often, Yeferred to faets teVelly
ineengructs, Mt conveying & wealth of meeming, |

In refwence to the esnosption of history, the
Ratieoslists viewed it as & grosess of wilateral end
 coutinueus Govelopinsdt, Potienal in eharsster, Pregress
ucuduuthomm.llvotmm develegnmt
1mauﬁowkn¢ntoﬂn&w'mt. ,
mmu,uwmouwm“
,, uamwnaw.rmuwmmm.,

: u, :.u Keats, quoted in idid. p.307.
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. lastesd, they saw bistery as & prosess in wieh ehmge,

| devalepmen’ mnd struggle ¢o-exdst swsh that development

The nﬂm mm of unnldu uv u
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purtiedlarly ite emphasis oa the meshmmistie mndno.
Howsver, both these spjronshes shared & eomplemeatary
uum-i. Renaaticim n-an .-un yospense totho |
uuqudn of Raticaalise — its norms of scimMfieity,
%8 faith aad hope in reason wmd procrou. While perfermiang
this tesk, naotonlydummmmﬂudtb

.. yrevileat sulture of rationalism, tut also questioned the

" mesessity ef sertainty and systemstisatica in Mmewledge,
mam.umw-a.md:hm,,'
| u-.mnuumwuuﬂnnnwm.t
Raticaalim,

‘Barkeley hAd negeted the Loskesn framework wile
Ewss's philescphy hed redused the seope of Mmedk.edge amt
quéstiensd the validity of what had hitherto been regarded
a8 soientifis estivity, Swh.a Wherough critique frem

 wAthin the espiricist framewoTk on the chis hand, and from
the Rmtin on the other, had completely rocked the
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foundations of the exigting strusture of Rationalist
phdlosophy.

Germen ldeslism, sad with 1%, dialesticd theory,
aross frem a dialestie detweoen the Enlightenment
rationalisu and romanticism, Goldmenn explains ite
developnent Msterically, as a response of intellestunls
in a 'siek' Gorman society, in wvhieh fewdalishm vas
disintegrating and capitalism had not developed
sufficiemtly, Undeubtedly, diaestical theory heiped ia
the ‘eultural revitalisatien' of She sotiety by Ats
euphasis on the prisssy ef moventnt; of 'eught' over 'is';
and idealism secomplished' the espitelist revolubion in
thought, while the setisl imglications of German Idealism
emnnet be denied, 1% 1s equilly ucsessery %o emphasise
that dialestical theory, as represented in the witings of
the Gernen Idealists played a historicslly progressive
role; mnd for a long time 1% provided She only viatle
dtemative aad answer to the Humesn prodlem in the theory
of knovledge,

Keat's ‘Trenseedentalism' espesially, bis *Critiqws
of Pure Reaspon' mn&uﬁmum‘wcw
of posing the fundamsntal pidlosopidesl prodlems, It



?

sought to reconstitute Rationalism while Saking cognisenes
of the Romeatieist eritique, This alternstive, as Kent had
mnﬂ.ytonnn, porferned a funstion sntlogous to the
Coperniem revelwtion in the netural seienees,



The philosephical system of Xant marked the dLegioming of

& DOV e¥a in the histery of philosophy whieh Hegel referred
Se 85 the trengition from 'Verstend'l to 'Vernunse: B The
Kentien systen advossted eriticd Shinking end demaysated
the 1imits of imeviedgs, Sategories that had so fer been
sscepted wquestioningly vere subjest %o eritieal doubt,
This weesvered the defisiensies of provious philesoprieal

1. 'Verstamd' (Understanding) referrved te sa wmeritical
ttivads of the 4tk aecer

te Hegal,
ooneerned 1teelf with "the finite and condl o™
 This Aneluded both the cists and the rationaiiste
1,0, those wvhe believed sengations from
outegide vere the souree
o or, sl Sternatd that reascn was the sewree
of “Mm. \ ] oould agprehend the
®
2., Vernunft' (Reason) in egntrast $o the fermer referred
%o & oritical wmder wiieh ighted the
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" aplstemelogion, mnmmnnmumum'
"wtmumcmrmvnmmu
mmm«m&m snd the eapiridiets bad deme pricy
%o hin, Bven for those vho Tejeeted bis systen, the pretie
. that Kent had lesated 1n $he philosephy of Kwse remained
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The mw.aty % peresive gomeral mo suth ag
.NMﬂodMWmm,“luqmﬂﬁ»
the pessidility of their existenes; Sudesquently, he had
‘mmmmamumc.uhuomt
of She mind’, cmnuy,lmnmofmw
awm;unmmm-m.mu
ovld dlspense With them, Tot, he hod questicned thetr
obJeetive validity for they were neither derivalle Shrough
qsummwume-u..mz Hwe had
kS related the Wifernity end repilarity of yhenemens to
-uummw.rmmﬁopmmmtm
"Wanwommm.'_ | -

< Mlm-ﬂgm%m,a“mu“ .
'mmamwammum.‘
{.amdhmom»ﬂmuhﬂymd -
meviedge, Nme, in acourdancs wis fhe grinsigies of
j'muwuunmmmu-ta
Maun-.muuuoum wu-u
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as inadequats as rationalism wvhish ignored the existing
reality, reduced it to sonscicusness md nfm‘nuu/
mind as the only sowres of insriedge, Kant, there oh.,.‘“
began with a eritique of the faculties of knewledge,

tﬁlicn aer sensations by themselves eould, ho explelned,
provide imoviedge, Thought alone was empty end presepts
alone were Nind,

.nnt agreed Aith the empirieists that the sensations

onensting frem the objests whieh existed in the world, i
indeponden b ’ ' tuen
| S of the individual, formed the basis ocushi

| 0dge.® The sensations se reseived @4 not, hewswer,

:c::uy inowiledge of the objest, It e iy Greass
| seticn of the eategarics snd prineiples® existing ..‘
. :-nummamluuuu that the nmnifeld
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seagations wes integrated inte an erdered whele, sush that
the individeal eeuld imov the cbjest, Howver, this wes
Mamamnmqub-
(mediated through our saltegerics), as &istinet fyom
kmoviedge of things ss they are ia themselves, Things as
Shey appear to us (ad of viish wo have mevi 0dge) delenged
to the wilid of wporences (yheuenena), The werld of
‘nemend (reality) remained beyend owr grofb.’

. Things thet exist in She wrld were the soures of
ladividudl experiense and Magiledge, Newsver, they belenged

%9 %he resia of Sppesranses; sensequenily, the nerns of

prestical astivity, beth setidd and meral, were to be

" Gerived from 7easss yhieh had the aMility to trmssend the

. 'MANASMALERS of Whe CiveR MAWTEl OTGNY we 1.0, the werld of
_appenzemess,”?

| S Sl e,
- umet be derived qQuete kKan

o9 of moralily
.”“ :
bagls of tion mugt e seught
ouﬁﬁuumm& Jgu.ﬂu,'
== ¢ simply in e of pure
75 sons, Now Tk, cheee
mm',z'mn te transeend



‘The categories and consepts that Kent had used were
sizmilar to those of the Balightenment theorists, Yet,
despite the numm sinilerity thelir content was
consideradly sitered, 2he freedom of the individust had
mmr-nm”mmmwym'amum
Sheory, The muuuumumwmw
positica 1n Ksut's werks; dut for him, the individesdl ves
a soslial entity and had, therefere, to de studied in
ralation to other people - 1.e, 1u referende te the eivil
souiety, It was only in She perfest eivil soeiety vhere
freedem of all individuals was ensured that mem could
realise his essential self.

In the Bationalist .o empirieist paradign, freeden wes
dafined as e abeenes of external restraiat and the
11berty te do what one 1iked, Kent, cm the other hend,
argued What freeden repuired the removel of extesnal
hindraness 1spesed ou She 1ndividusl by other members of
the sodiety; and the remevel of externdd camsstion and
determisation,? In other werds, fresden seuld be realised
only vhen the individed ested in seserdince with his Sdmelue
natwre (1,0, Faticnsl self) mnd sabordinated himeddf to
.. ?“'W‘.“""’“"

e o pasticas:
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his will and the morsd lav that vas given's pricel by

reasen,’ Freedon, therefore, invelved net the adsenee of

determination but suberdinetion te end determination by

thess ‘s prieri’ dletates of Toasen vhieh seok %o easure

fresden of the self aleng Vith freedom of all ratisnd
veings, 10 |

The distinetion betvesn what is ané vhet eught to
be, postulated in the Kauntimn system, impelled movement ...
1.0, Begatica of what wves existing then and movenent
Sovards the ideal reticnal strueture,)l Hegal extrasted
this clonent and assimilated it within his ewa system,




At&’@ﬁnbﬂluﬂﬁ'l‘%m“, |
“purtiediany ite dishoteny betwesn naturel sd meral

" inslination as 48 Siiplied, .n-an,

‘ mum-&u.mumuﬁ

" umommvdmmm-m- uﬁogzvu
reality, 2

' ummammtm.mm
mnmwnmmmmmuy.rm—
& oyuthetis apriari prepecitien, Yot withia his o
.nt-bmmuomuumu.um videh
Wbmua-p.cmwm-uuau
mmmmaqmmm&oumm«n -
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- .lh mm&.:otﬂuc .
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From the llegelian perspestive, the Ksatisa system wves
only aa inversion of Bulightenmsat philosophy, It had merely
reversed the order, for the forms and eategories that were
earlier aseribed to the objest were nov seen a¢
belonging to the subjees, 13 The forms, hevever, remained
the same and both of them upheld the dishotomy detween
finite and infinite, nature and spirit, reasom and
wderstanding, subjest and ebjest, mind and matter, ote,
In the'Transsendsutal Dialeetic’'Kent had restrieted
mzummmnawnmumuuot
undertaking & comprebensive eritique in vhish these
Gichotgniss could be resclved into s single wified vhole,

The writings of Fishte, sttempled te overeoms Shese:
1imitations ef the Kantisn system, pertiswviarly the
wimowsbility of the *thing-in.iteelfr, Hewever,
ultinately, 1% %00 ",...4008 not pass beyond the
fundsmentals of Keut's philoscrhy...."Vd There wes ne
plase for the *thing-in.iteelf* ia Pishte's philetophy -
14ealisn . vhish regarded the ego as the first prineiple
m--mumuzmrmmmam |

now sttrilwied ﬂnubant-dr m-
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arontien,}® vithia this fymework tes, liaitations

: mumummmmu,mm
eategeries rensined the same md the dishotomies Detween
them Lot wireselvedy with the differvnce that lastest
of the 1initatice of the self by the sbjests eutside,

- the latter vare dorived frem the ego i%eelf, The primesy
of the ege, hovever, rensined ma intuitively grasped
~ certainty as 138 Legieal Recessity was not demenstrated
in the philosophy of Plebte, |

Moording to liegel, Fiehte's systen was extremely
inadequate, IV reduesd all detersinaticns te the oge
(m'm-) and m.ny negated the reality, Desides,
'tumotmmmunulnmhﬁ
‘%o the Abeckute ogo a5 will as the individmd ege, Slose
murmuwm-m»qnhmar
Mymmmtm.hm-—ompenn
.,mMnmmodwmdynnqu
m,n“bﬁnﬂmu,amoﬁcm
1% wes sonesptuslised as the individusl eenseiousness
Shen it remained finite and limited W an other,

.",_.

15, Bge vas -t
mm Sforn “ N ﬁo
BoR«0ge, 1.0, w.‘“ r‘



In opite of thess limitations, Fishte's emphasis on

~ he ereative foree of the ege had & pesitiw influemes, It
fosteved feith 1a the edility of She individusl to alter
nd change the existing reality, as the 1etter was &
Mtdmmm.n Mevoover, Fishte reasserted
She renaissanee belief in eriticsl Whinkisg — meveneut
frem deudt to Mmouiodge; Mut inowiedge ia and by itedS,
‘aseording te Fishte, was inadsquate, It required twansitica
into faith,1? Baged on this pailesophy the pelitieal
witings of Fishte emphasised sosiad actien and urged the
fermsticn of a nev soelety, i.¢, s Retional seeiety,lS

18, Fighte senveived the of novd edge as a
cﬂu""iﬁaawmn ;....3'..
cbjests (4.0 ). a8 3 ‘.&m.
o0’
oongsiousness vhich seoms %o b
Sovards culeide 45 ted

4
A7, MﬁOWMM‘ﬁ‘m
18, It is not vithin ¢



-

Amumumcmmmmmw
tnmdmnm mm,nmu

-ommmmummu-uamt, |
o foF Weoling ever dveut seaseticns — ne, JMMATA MRS
mmamummm.m

mmmmmmmmm
uma.um society md adso She belief 1a
resssn®® o 1.0, 5 f100 1a mmwamuumm
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tom.unuuhwymummw
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. wu‘.” ﬂn Hogelion scheme, ascerdingly,
| . . 'ﬁo eel. nooessit dai et
” the ;u%ﬁc on the h‘:d '” e .

g2) the relstion detween the Absolute Idea
and Nature m-su, dsterninate

*M).
h'm‘ n.gmwumwummm
oneself S0 the eategery of Being.2® To put 1t simply me
- rather M-u:, Hogeh argwed that Being .. the
.“mm,mmmwﬁo-m“ .
_mamaqmuu.m.mm |
4% vas equivalent to i%s opposite .- 1,0, Pure
Fothingness, The eategery of Being was indispensadle
(s 3% was s essentisl attridute of reality) yet, in
mtﬁdmomuuucm‘umdu |
reality, Hense,. i Being must apjly te reality, it cnu
eﬂyhuhﬂnt«ndmm

mmmnmmummuum-
otnm»mumny.muum N
syathesised Being and Nothingaess, Deternination implied
the possession of a specifis attribute (qQuwality), AS the

l‘lf deternination tien implied it W‘.‘-
*3. spirit viish had abelished all

24, uﬂlﬂno:{qcydlohthomm

one ended ot \ith the catogery
of Absolute
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stpe tino it could be dofined only in reference to tho
nogation of other attributes, In this form, Dotarminate
'Beins contained nogation within ity yot, in so far as it
vas atle to maintain 4ts ddontity as a specific objoct,
it fought against that Doterminate Hegstien, Howsver,
since nogation voo containad within each object, it must
of nocessily, pass away,

Coning into existonce and passing away was an
essantial attrivube of reclity, Beconing, according to
Hogal, was tho first conerate category of thought, It
roprosented the truth of Being, Beconing, hovever, was
not a mecningless process (devoid of any result), It
referred to change not into nothingnoss but into |
soumething, In other words, that vhich falled to waintain
itself against the forces of negation 41d not slmply
disappoar; instead, from that euerged a New 0bject ..
another detercinate ebject, |

In this process of chénge ohe could locate continuity
in change and identity in spite of the seauing difference
and flux, Thus, we locate the category of Infinite, i,e,
that vhich remained congtant and iinked scumething in 1ts
passage into an othaer, The Infinito represgented the vhole
in wvhich &1 the finite objects inhere, It constituted



the Essense, the substrata, whish develeped the finite
objests from 1%sslf and was, therefere, logically prior
%o them, o

Hense, in ‘Legis’ Hegel established the primssy
and realily of Abselute ldea, The ilumediatdy peresived
Being vas & manifestation of that realily and yet,
spposranse 28 1The Phencmenclogy of Miné® mnslysed the
prosess of sa.f-scnssicusness, the relatiea of men,

wiverse apd the ldee,

The Abselute Ides wes the self-moving and sdlf-
perpetuating reality vhich, however, lasiod a
esngeiousness of 1% owk self — an end vhieh eowlé be
realised culy through another objeet, external to ite
ow self, To achieve self-scnseicusness, the Idea
externslised iSecdlf -. 1,0, A8 divided Ltself into
subjeet and cbjest, But the moment 1t so divided iteelf,
4t besame 2 qualitatively different odjest .. a Linite
object 1inited by the objest outsids.

ap——

. for Hegal essonticl attribute
" I Sl S vl
camouflaged the



Nature wvas the exbodimeat of ldea in space and
History the embodiment of that l1dea in Time, The link
betwoon the two was forged by the individual, Nen was the
highest and the most cemplex of all ereation, eapatle of
reason and agtion, His purpose was to arrive at an
understanding of his ow self, 1.e, to realise his wmity
vith the '0eist' 7® Reasen vas the instrament tarough
\iieh this Wity eculd be grasped. Hence, through the
individual, the ldea scould attain gelf.conssicusness, or
in other words, redern to its sdf,

The reSurs to the i1deal (i.e. %o Ressen) had %o be
ashieved not only in the realm of ideas but alse ia
astuality, listery repressuted progress, a movement
‘Sowerds the setualisstion of Reason (vhieh for Hegel,
1uplied a sesisty in vhich " freedom of @127 vag
wmsured), This transition wes, ae Plemensts explained,

. The Germen word 'Geist’ has been yetained here
eé b:nuaummt.u:w its eguivaleat

of in Bnglish is laden vith
nmﬁly fomd in its Germm equival mt,

BT Y g g £ R O
"9&&?‘*- ’

79.54-88.
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Nuture was the ewbodiment of Idea in space end
History the embodiment of that laea in Tiue, The link
betweon the two wes forged by the individual, ian was the
highest and the most couplex of all ereation, capsvle of
reason and action, tils purpose was to arrive at an
understanding of his own salf, 1,6, to realise iLis unity
with the 'Geist! .26 Leason was the instrunent through
whidch this unity could be graspad, Hence, through the
individual, the ldaa could attain self.consciousness, or
in other words, return to its self,

The rsturn to the ideal (i,e, to Heason) had to be
achieved not only in the realm of ideas but also in
actuality, History represented progress, a uovament
towards the actualisation of heason (which for Hegel,
fuplied a society in which * fresdom of all*?7 yas
sasured), This .transition was, as Plamenatz explainesd,

26, The German word 'Gelst' has besen retained here
because it is difficult to find its equivalent
in ®nglish, where it could be translated as Mind,
Absolute Spirit, God, etc, Besides, the choice
of any of these terms in "nglish is laden with
implications and assocliations (of transcendental
anc metaphysical character) that are not
necessarily found in its German equivalent,

27. c.f, Hegel, WW
ldiatory ans, li.,b, Bigsbet, Canbridge University

tr
Press, 1975, PP 54=-56,
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“eso &t once intellectual, woral and social; it is a
growth in understanding, self.awareness and social
control®® and also a gradual couing into existence of
social forms sulted to the needs and aspirations of
intellectually and mora.}ly mature persoa™ .29

The existence of an external Raticnal Order, which
was being realised in history, did not limit the freedmm
of the individual for it was the individual who expressed
in a deteruinate manner, what the rational form was, The
idsa was logically prior but not entirely determinate

beforehand, Only in the process of being fulfilled did it
becowe fuily detorminato.ao Consequenily, nan wes free;

28, Gelf avareness implied the consciousness of -

a) what nan is

b) why he 1is Jmt. he is;

c) what does he want;

d) How can Lhose idoals he actualised in society.

in other words, progress towards freedom was a
g' ey in whi¢h man ceased to accept uncritieally
1@ moral and social world to which he belonged and
ace in it, Dissatisfied with the exis g‘
rcal Lty he turned inwvards and formulated the ideals
to which the individual himgelf and the social order
wust conforu, Then he demanded that the world and all
rational beings mnust conform to those ideals and
realise theu actual practice (1,4, the laws and
u}‘:ututlom in the socliety must mcorporato those
ideals),
29, let; 'liistory as the rullntion of freedom',
in Z,A, Polezynski ed,) '
. c:nbridgo Universily Press,
1976,

30, c.f. Cgarl.u Taylor, y Cautridge University
Prou, 1977, the section on Phenonenology.
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while being an externalisetion of 'Geist' he rewained
indepoenaent of it, In fact, as the eubodiuent of !'Geist!
he could think ol the external ordsr as euanating and
unfolding from himself, 3t

in this uanner (legal solved all the philosophical
problems that could not be tackled within the framework
of Kant and ricate, 5y demonstrating the unity of
opposites, it reconciled the existence of an external

order with human freedow and the right of self.
deteruination,

31, 1V is comoniy assumed that liaiel' 3§ Absolute
Ideal ien Tendered real ity meaningless and unreal
because it was absorbed in the Absolute ldea,
But actuslly this was not so for Hegel had
sgtablished the unity of identity and non-
identity, and in this the otherness was nqt
abol isheq,
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CdrPTRR 111

THE HRQELIAN DIALECTIC ARD ITo CLASOICAL BASES

The complexity of philosophy is not
in 1ts matter, but in our tangled
understanding,

wittgenstein, Philosophical Remerks

According to Hegel, self.consciousness or in other
words, the consciousness of trud self was, the purpose
underlying all rational activity, This task, he felt, had
been accomplished by his philosophical system which had
grasped the unity at the bage of all existence, It had gshown
the mocegsity underlying the emergence of many from on® gnd
at the same tiwe upheld the reality of both one and wmany,
lHegel also maintained . justifiably - that he had resclved
the contradictions and answered all the problems that had
been raised by philosophers before him, In other words, his
philosophy had completed the task - 'the return of the
spiric to itself', ’



This task had beetr. acconplishad by the use of the
Jialeetical Method which could be usrived from the analysis
of the ldoa in the various stages of ite developuent, i.e,
Q&nifestatlon in Nature and then return to itself, The
u8thod was an attribute of reality which he had used in
his writings to understand the nature of that reality, To
quote McTaggart, the ",,.dlalectical process of the logic
ig the one absciutaly essential ~leuent in Hegel's systen,
if wo accepled tiiis and rejected everytiiing else that
ilegal had written, we should have a systew of philosophy.,..
On tihe other hand, if we reject the dialectical process

which leads %o the absaluto Adea, all the rest of the
systeu is doatroyad."l

Dialectics, according to Hegel, provided a new
science of logipg., It was a wethod used to overcowe
illusions; as such it carried forward the task undertaken
by hant in 'Transcendental Lialectie' (which vas a
eritique of 'Logik der scheins' . 1,0, logic of
illusions, error or appearances). Formal logic, Hegel
argued, yas concerned only with the m of cognition
i.e, universal laws and categories used by 'Understanding’
to cowprehend the world existing outside, independent of

1. HMeoTaggart quoted in naufmann, Hageli %
' s Anchor Do«':ks, Rew York, 1966,
p.160, (emphasis added,)



these categories, It did not concern itself with the
Ssontent (the matter/world to which thege laws of thinking
were to apply) as it assumed that the material world
existed independsnt of thought; and that thought in itgelf
vas an external schexe imposed on the world, Besidss, by
postuliting this dichotomy (between objects and thought)
formal logic gave priunacy to laws/methods vis-a.vis the
object of cognition, Laws remained the seme in spite of the
changes in the content, Or alternatively, it assumed that
the categories used in the process of cognition were merely
subjective categories which were iuposed on the object and
did not inhere in the object, Hegal, therofore, wanted

to formulate a naw systen of logic which would deal both
with the foru as well as the content — 1,9, it would
apply to reality and also provide laws of thinking,

Hegel had only formulated a guldeline for the method
of dialectic; the specifiec nature of the laws that it
incorporated had, consesquently, to be inferred from his
‘Logic' and other philosophical works, Vialectics has
couwonly been associated with and referrdd to as the
philosophy of change and wovement, Movenent, in turn vas
soen as the result of struggle between opposites, which
followed a triadiec pattern of Thesis./intithesis &
Synthesis (TAS), 1t has alsSo been viewed &s a system of

logic which postulates not only the unity of opposites
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and the co-existence of the terms of a contradiction, but
also established the identity of opposites., with this
conception of dialectics, it is also customary to analyse
the classical bases of this understanding, the assumption
being that men thought dislectically long before it head
been systematised into an approash to reality, Aecordingly,
Heraclitus, Plato, the early Christian theorists, Spinoza,
Kant and Fichte have been ragarded as the precursors of
dialectical thinking,

3 ' THE 4 3

Heraclitus enphasised change, In contrast to the
philosophiss of Thales and Xenophanes he claimed that
" ..0verything is in a state of flux; nothing subsists
nor does it ever remain the lm."' His ecnception of
fire as the priaary substance helped him to view the

universe as an ongoing 'ever-living' process vaherein

2. GQ.W.F. Hogel, ummﬁw.nwm,
Yaol.ld, trens, by X.b, dene, KKP, London, 1956,

P.”83.
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vhat sppeared to be the sane was azetuelly wadergoing
congtant change, Opposites co-existed in roal.ity.a In fact,
the ", ,.opposites are combined in the self.same one, just
as honey is both sweet snd bitter .4

3, Barlier Thales had argued that everything originatsd
frou one element which always remained the gane,
" eee0CTrates neither originates if he becomes
bsautiful or wusical, nor does he pass away if he
loses thess qualities, because the subject Socrates,
alvays resaing the seaue, ~nd so it is with 211
else," (ibid,, pp.174-6). Bven Inophanes and
Parmenides regarded the 'lav of ideutity' to be the
fundamental canon of logic, The former explained
that logically, nothing could arise from the unlike,
it wag equaily difficult to assune that
could ar from the like because in that case it
would not be eni;nd-rod from it, The dilemma arialnt
from thoe equal sibllity of anything arising ou
of its like or ike haéd led Xenophanes to conclude
that God was eternal and One,

Parmenides used the same logie and reached the
conclusion that Being was the only reality .. i,e,
that vhich existed must be real and etvesrnal, 1If
mri:bing had arigen, it implied that at a
specific stage nothing had existed and from it
everything emerged, Howsver, to conceive of such a
m“i was a logical impouifm.it (1,0, something
coul energe from not .) Consequently, only
that ch existed .. *wvhat is' .. was real,
Heraclitus, on the other hand, registered the
exigtence of contradictions in roalit{ even though,
that was contrary to the law of ldent {y.

4. luia,, p.2s4.
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Heraclitus gave primacy %o charge and referrsd to the
co-axistence of oppositoss yet, ha falled to distinguish
the ways in which the opposites were linked, Consequently,
the value of his conceptions was grasped only in
retrospect.® Plato was critical of hiu for attributing
mutually exclusive and contradictory properties to the
same objeat, khat *is' eould not be '1s not!, Prior to
Plato, Zeno continuing in the spirit of the Pleatics, had
shiown the logical fallaecy inherent in the conception of
change and movomant.7

it 1s customary to regard the Platonic dialogues as
an ill ustration of the concept of dialeetic, for it
arrived at the truth through the examination of
contradietory and opposing viewpoints, Although Plato
coined the noun 'dialoctic' anrd also ‘dialectician' and

5. For example, he stated that "cold things grow hot
not things grou cold, the wet dries, the parched s
moisvcnad " (deracli%

uotod 1n unrl Jacpors,

: a8, od, by Hanns

ev York, pp.11-12.

6, liegel e rossed the opinion that ideraclitus realised
the absziuxo as *the process of dialectic' and that
he understood the identity of Being and non Being,
and incorporatod the idea of an active One whiech
becapa Many and theun Ouna agaln,

7. The paradox of the 'Flying Arrow' and ‘Archilles and

the Tortoise' were used to illustrate this,



tdialectical', however, 1t referred to sowsthing quite
dfferent frau what has cous to be associated with 1t.B
Plato used the teru dialectic to refer to an exsreoise
quite sinilar to '‘eristics' conducted by the Sophists,
Hovement through opposites was never its concern, ln
reference to the bases of the concept of dislectic it is,
peThaps, wore meaningful to focus on ‘Parmenides' wvhere
Plato (Socrates) in his attempt to counter the logie of
Zeuo, argued that bodias could be both 'lilke and unlilke’,
in sense perception an object may contain a unioan of
opposing tendencies and qualities, i.e, 1% xay be a unity
as well as a plurality, liovever, in the world of Forms

8. To quote Gilbert Ryle, dislectic was for Plato,
®,..a spscial pattern of disputation, jyovernsd by
striet rules vhich takes the fallowing shape, Two
personst'agree Lo have a battlet, Oue is to be the
questionsr, the other the ansverer, The questioner
can only ask questions; and the answerer can, with
certain qualifications, answer only *yes' or 'no',
So the questioner's questions have to be progorly
constructsd,.., The atswerer begins by undertaking
to mdc a csrtain 'thesisg', e,g, that ' justice
is interest of the stronger* or that
'‘knowledge is sense perception', The questioner
has to try and extract frow the answerer by a
series of questions, an answer or conjunction of
answers 1neonustonl with the original thesis,...
The qruuomr has won the duel if he gsuscseds
in getting the answerer to contradict his original
thesis, or else i forcing hia To resign.”
(Gilbert Ryle, Cqllegted Papera, Val.l, Hutchinson



(which for Plato represents the real world as distinet frow
vhat oxists and forms the basis of sensations) these
contruries did not exist, In other words, in the world of
Forns, *like' and ‘unlike', 'unity' and fplurality' vere
not one and the sawe thing; in faet, esach of them hed an

independent and autonaauous existance,

The idea of triedic movement, representing TAS hed
been developed by sowe Neoplatonists who explained that the
course of llie world was governed by u thirea-stage process,
"unity (moné), going out of ohe seif (pronhodms) sad return
into onesgelf (epistropho') ."'9 The swn.e 1dea was 2lso
incorporated in Christian theology which axplained the
process of creation as tha fall frou gracs, lesding on to
redewption 1,4, unity with the first priueiple,

1t was hant who rediscovered ths concept of dialectic,
Hegel was of the oplulon that hant effectively utilised the
triadiec wovewent (an integral part of the dialectie)
throwghout his philosophy, This was apparent froz hant's
list of catogories each of whien containéd three stages and

9, haufzann, op.cit,, p.153.
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third was derived from a combination of the first twos for
exsnpl e, Totality was?oombination of Unity and Plurality
and Limitation a synthesis of Reality and Negation,l0
Besides, in the ‘transocendental Dislestic’'Kant had analysed
the relationship between opposites, kant, howsver, regarded
contradietions and antinowles as an evidence of the
lizitations of our understanding which could be resclved
through pure reason, in fact, in the 'Critique of Pure
Reason' hent differentiated batween 'dialecticel’ opposition
and 'analyticalt' opposition, The former referred to two
spoErently opoosite statements oFf arguments, whiech could
be resolved as they were pradicated on an initial condition
which had to be criticslly analysed, e.g. "1f it be said
that ull bodies have either a good suell or a smell that

19, In the zactior on Trenscendental Logic, Kant had
listed twelve catagories of Understand{ng in four
groups of three each,

I, Of quantity 11, of Quslity
Unity Reality
Plursiity Negation
Totality Limitation

111, of Relation Iv. 0f Modality
0f inherence and ,Possibility -

subslictance iwpoesitdlity
0f eausality and Cxistence .
depondence non-exl atence
nf coumunity Necessily -
contigence

Quoted frou Qmma_q&mn.m, trans, by
J.K.D, Meiklejohn,George Bill & Sons, 1878, p.64.
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is not good, a third case is possidle, naualy, that a body
has no swell at ally and both the conflicting propositions
way therafore be false,"ll Thus, dlalectical oppositions did
not exhaust the whole, for other possibilitlies rewained
which could falsify both the thesis and the antithesis, in
contrast to this, .ant reforred to %he analytical

opposition wvhach was irreconcilianle and represented
wutually sxclusive corceptions.

Fichte borrowsd the concept of triadic uovement and
incorporated it within his philosophy. "... Thus the ego's
positang of itself (keality), wss balanced by a positing
of the non-Rgo (ilagation), and both were harwonized in the
posatirg of Sgo and non-Bgo as liuiting each other, the
source of the category oif liuitation, nl2

THE i i

The conespt of ehange along wiln the pattern of
triadic Lovewent and the associated schews of TAS have been
regarded as the post iuportant attributes of the Hegelian
dialectac, While the foruer had been borrowed frow
Horncut\.;l, the latter was extracted frou the writings of
kant and Ficbtc.n This wvas the wanner in which the

11. kant, Critique of Pure Reasq, irans, by Norwan kemp
Swath Macuillan, London, 1973, P.477.

12, J.N. f‘;nd‘x.ay a s George Allen
& Un\dn Lon&on 1970 2

13. «ith thd @ fferdnce tha liegel, unliie hant, located
these contradictions in realitly,
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Hegelian dialectic had been understood, Both the Marxists
as well as the British ldealists acoepted this and,
subsequently, continued to associate dislegtic with the
general conocept of change and wovement through opposites,
Even those, such as haufiann, who rejectsd tiug, concluded
that we could not find the concapt of dialectic in Hegel.“
in either case, the association of dialectic with

continuous uovement, change and TAS remained unquestioned,

haufmann,of course, had overreacted, however, it is
undeniable that the form in whieh the Hegelian dialectic
had been popularised did not exhaust the legelian
conception entirely, 1f anything, it siuplified and in
the process, misrepresented the Hegelian concept of
dislectac, Frow this perspective, kaufnanrn's *'Re-exsuination
of Hegel®, prov}dod interesting and rether revealing
insights into Hegel's work, On the question of TAS,
raufmann seeks to deumonstrate that liegel .. ",,, never
onoce used these terus together to designate three stages
in an arguent or sccount in any of has books.... whosver
looks for the stereotype of the allegedl’y Hegelian
dulocn; in Hegel!s'Phenomenology' will not find it.," 15

14. bhaufwann accused Hdarx and Kierkegaard for mis.
representing Hegel's dialectic and reducing it to
triade wovement, Hegel's dialectic, he felt, was a
"logic of passion" used to highlight the errors and
liui tations of sowe philosophical positions,

c.f, haufmann, P_ﬁ%&w,
Anchor Books, New York, .
15. heufuann, op.cit., p.154. However, in a footnote,
Kaufmann nakes one exception, He adds that "the only
place where iHegel uses the three terus together occursg
in his leectures on the history of philosophy,..."



Those who attrabuted this schewe to idegel, he felt, had
never gone beyond the first triad in 'Logic' - 1,9, Being,
Jotiingness and lecoidng - which adhered to this pattern,
He pointed out, quite correctly,that a careful analysis
of the arguwsnt in 'Logic' or aven ite Table of Contents
would show that everything was arranged in triads, But,
quite often, the first two catsgories did not represent
Thesis and intithesis, Nor was the third, in each case,
the synthesis of the first two.ls One could, perhaps, go
a little further and suggest that if it 1g diffacult %o
tand the pattern of TAL in 'Logic', it 15 even wore

daffacult to locate it an 'Phiencwsnol of y? .17

haufuana was justafied in rejecting the conventional
undsrstanding of the concept of dialeetais, but he seons
to have carried the argunent too far, It is true that we
cannot locats the pattern (TAS) An each of the Hegalien

16. To quote haufuera, ‘xistence (Ch,1l1) could not be
regarded as the antithesis of being (Ch,l) and Being
for-itself (Ch,lll) did not represent their
synthesis, (ibid,, p.198)., Neither ths nain division
nor the sub-davisions reflect the triadic pattern,
in Chapter 1i, *infamaty' could not be regarded as
the synthesis of 'Existence as such' and
' Deterudinstoness' (rinmitude),

Several others exauples can be cited to support
thas, in Book{,section 11, Chapter 1, 11 and 1II —
1.0, quantity, uantum & Quantitative ANSAM VY w=
do not represent the pattern of TAS,

17. FEven the main triads 1n 'Phencuenaology' do not
repressnt TAS, e,g, in Section I, the divisions
Consciousness, Self-Consciousness and ieason, do not
represent TAS, The saue is true of the subdivisions
1isted there,
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triads, but this doss pot rule cut the possitdlity of
deriving it from the Hegelian system of Logic, There ere
csrtaln sectiong of 'Logict where Hogel used the pattern
of TAS, although he did not formally use the terus thesis,
antithesis and synthesis while referring to thln.m Hence,
onh analysis, ote finds that although the Hegelian dialectic
cannot be reduced to TAS, yet, the latter can be derived

from a genersl snalysis of lHegel's work,

UndoubtedlLy, Hegel showed a mariksd preference for the
tmadie wovemnt.m Movement, in general, was impelled by
contradicetions, "Contradiction is the very wmoving principle
of the world and it is ridiculous to say that
contradiction is unthinkabler .20 Contradiction has ususlly
been iaterpreted as the co-existence of antitheticel and
opposite factors, However, Hegel had used it to denote
friction and an internal struggle,

18. The pattern of TAS may be used to represent the Main
triads of 'Logic', In Book 1, the thres zain divisions
are -. Quantity, Quenldty and Measure, In Book 11, the
subdivisions are Essence, Aygoaranco and Actuality,
in Book 111, subjeetivity, Objectiwity and The ldsa,
in 9ach of !bon, the second category represent the
sntithesis of the firgt and the third one the
syathesis of the first tve,

19. In each of his works, there is a main triad which is
subdivided into sub.ordinated triads,

20, Hegel quoted from ' (Being Part 1 of the
Encyclopasdia of the Philosophicel bciences) trans,
by W. wWallace, Oxford University Press, 1978, p.l74.
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in 'Phencenclogy’ it referred to the struggle resul ting
fro. a disparity bstween the existing reality and the
general purpose underlying all existence, Thig inner
conflict impellnd movement againgt the existing limitationa
and towards the ratioral order which was sought to be
actualised in reality; i.,e, the contrsdiction between the
goneral purpose and the existing reality resulted in the
disolution of the latter and its subastitution by a more
adequate ordor.21

in *Logic' this internal struggle implied what Charles
Taylor refers %o as the *Dialectlec of Categories' as
digtinct from the tidistorical dialestic' that wyas applied
in 'Phenomenclogy' ., in 'Logic' Hegel showed that the
categories that he had used in his snalysis, was nocessary
and indlspsnsacle, and yet, inadequate and incoherent, Bach
category roforn;l to an essential attribute of the reality,
yet, it was inadequate for portraying that re2ity — i,e,
xmeeting the requirements of the general concept of reality,
This conflict iupelled the category %o go bveymnd jilself, to
wove into an other, ar its other, The catmgory of Being,

21, According to C, Taylor, the smue nethod of argument
had been used by Plato, He, too, began With —

a) the general definition of a concepty

b) the specific understanding of tha% corcepty

¢) the stage where the inadequacy of that specific
understanding is shiown (as it eontradicts the
general definition of that coneept),
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for example, repressnted an essential attribute of reality,
yet, in 1ts pure form, it was the sawn as Nothingness, and,
tiierefore, inadequate for repregsenting that reality, 1t
necessitated woveusnt into the next category, of Becoming
on tié one hand, and Leteruinate Seing on the other, The
process contanued in this wanner, The inadequacy in A leads
to the postulation of B, which was viewed at this stage as
en indispensanle calegory, iliowsver, when U itself was

seen to be liuited, and, therefore, inadequate, it required
wovewsnt to category C, in 'Logie' ovoment frowm finite
being to Absalute ides was propelled by contradietion only
ip this sense, Contradiction of this kind — i,s, depicting
internal struggle — have of necessity to bs overcoue in
roality and dialegticsl movement was a product of

contradictions, defined in this wanner,

However, this connotation of the concept of
contradiction is usually overlook2d in dlscussions on the
dialectic, Normally, an assertion of the existence of
contradiction 1s viewed as tie rejsction of the Law of
ldentity used in forual logic, which statpd that A a3 A -
1.9, a thing is identical only to itself, not to an other
'8! or to its other . A, The Adlalectical umethod was, by
cauparison, seen as 8 new way of thinking whiech spoke of
the co-.existonce of wutually exelusive and opposing
attributes, and demonstrated the identity of opposites

- 1e8, A 3 LA,
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Ihare are, of course, several sactions in 'Loglc’
where it appears that llegel wag atteLpting to deuonstrate
the identity of opposites; whore Pure Being was equated with
pure Nothingness. liowever, Legel did not foruulats this as
a canon of a new syste. of logic, lio was interested
priuarily in analysirg tho relations of identity and
Wifference and their impiicatious; and an showing the
interdependarncae of opposites, To put iv differently, he
was intercsiad in revaeling the onesidsdnass of the
categorieg used by 'Understanding!. As such his ewmphasis
vas on the councept of the yigle witiin whieh opposites were
united, or alse a siluation whore an objset or a proposition
ultimataly vearsd into its opposite, Gnly from this
perspective can one understand the dialectic of itaster -
Sleve relationship, where at the end of the whale process,
we find that tho naster and the alave iiave exchanged their
position, The slave finds fulfilwent and overcomes the fear
of death while the iapter continues to struggle and
thereby remnain a slave .22

Hegel was critical of rorual Logic and dissatisfied
with the principle of A a i because it failed to Aden%ify
rigourously and postulated the ideutity of an objeet only
with itself, Hegel, on the other hand, was interested in
72, For a dsteiled discussion on tne naster - Slave

rekation, c,f, hojove, Ag e e
Aeadirg of iagal, Besic Looks, New York,
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developing thos concept of identity further; in seding
idsntity even in difference (i,e, in zaking apparent the
linkagos betweon two seeuingly diverss conoepts), In the
procass, he elso dswonstrated the co.exlstence of opposites
and even the idenilty of opposites, This did not, however,
imply as Charles Taylor points out, the reduction of all
raunds Lo squares or ewvsn hlagk to white and vice.versa,
Instead, it rofarred ts the relationship between blasck and
white whore the ideea of hlack was predicated on the idea
of white or =t leapt 'hlack', To use tha lsgelian
termdinology, it implied that a thing was hlack only in so
far as it was ahle U9 keap away its negstion - white, In
fact, thess confusions would not arise if one realises that
Hegal, used the terr contradiction wainly to refer to the
internal struggle that existed within the coneept, To quote
J.N, Findlay "...A bad state and a diseased person are
contradictory and tuntrue' in this senss, as not living
upto their concepts, {_Hogol is eareful to say that such
contredictory untruth has nothing to do with the
sarxrectnass of tho judgensnts descriling the corrupt
condition of suoh objects, Tho conformity of gur notions
to the objects (correctness) is quite different frou the
conformity of the object to its gy notdon ( truth) .3"23

23. J.“. Elnaa” Opouto’ P.“.(M\UQ’ W‘FW)
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The Hegelian dialeetic did not iwply the perpetuation

of eontradictions at the logical plane (unlike vhat vas
attributed to it by Popper).24 If anything it implied
precisely the opposite, To use Adorno's terms, it was the

search for identity that impelled Hegel to locate identity

even in differsnce, in non.identity, For this reason slone,
he was critical of Formal Logic which left dlchotomies
between subject and object; finite and infinite; freedom and
necessity; unquestioned and unanal ysed,

The search for identity ultimately led hixn to postulate

the unity of oppesites, and not, as Adorno suggests the
identity of opposifas.zs Al Shough thege were seotions where

24.

25.

dmplicit in Popper's discussion of 'wWhat is Dialeetic!
is the understanding that dlaslectics is a form of
1ogic which upholds the co-saxistenue of contradictions
ed to the lay of identity (i.e, it asserts
g:: contradictbry statewsnts can both Le true), He
tharoton attempts to show the logiecal Ul ems
inherent 1n this proposition, Tha concept of
dialectics -~ both Hegelian and Harxian . is, therefore,
coudewune d at the vary outazt, "Far it can oatuy be
shown that if one were to asoept ocontradictions then
one would have to give up any kind of scientifie
sstivityy it would mesn a complete breakdown of
sciec:oo. Thig can be sléorm by provs.ng t.hat D

mmu A" (2athor' 8 eupbasis)s

P Q?agm. and mmnm Routledge &
hOE&n r“ld on&'}n 19 3, po 3170 ’

The Heg elian sys Adorno ultimately
propocatnd'idantitarim tm 5“ ch’helped to
reinforee the stmcmxu of donina oh and bourgeois
idaglogy) &s it 1deniified the suvjnet wviih the objest,
finite wvith the infinite and cost 1nportnnt of ull the'
objeat with the conceynt,




Hegel showed that the opposites were reduced to one
another, in his philosophical system it vas the former
principle that preveiled, if Hegel was interested in
demonstrating only the identity of opposites then he would,
perhaps, have settled for the philosophy of Fichte,
lnstead, he vas critical of Fichte for negating the reslity
of nature and redusing it to the ego, Consequently, Hegel
adhered to the method presented in Sehelling's

philosophy, Aeccording to Bchelling, the absolute principle
(the original ground) underlying all things contained the
unity of subject and objeet, *,,..At no paiut of existence
is this unity annulled; but either one or the other pale
Lay preponderate; on this quantitatively aiffering relation
between the poles depends the difference between different
powers, In nature, the objective, in spirit the

subjective pole preponderates, If the abdsclute is
synbolised as A =B (where A stands for the sudbject and B
for the objeet), nature may be symbolised as A = B*, and
spirit *A = B/2® yging the seme principle, Hegel
congluded that the Absolute ldea was the ultimately real
category which posited the individual in.a form similar %o
its own, fHiowever, this aid not deny the reality of the
individual, nor 4id it reduse him to the Absalute Ildes,

g6, H, Hoffding, LWMW,
trans, by B.5. heyer, Dover Publications, UbA, 1955,
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The individual vas identical to and yet, different from
the Absolute ldea, Similarly, Nature was both similar to
and different from the spirit, In other words, toth of
then were equally 2eal, The individual vas real becsuse

At possessed terrestrial existence, whiech the Idea lacked,
At the seme time, tbcl;bammororod than the finite
consciousness (1.0, individusl determinate objects) beesuse
it formed the substrata for the latter and wag the
ultizately adequate category,

The purpose of She Hegel's philosophy and his system
of Logic vas to demongtrate the unity of opposites, It
implied the co-existence of opposites wvithin an
undifferentiated whole, The whole or the concept of totality
is oentyal to the Hegelian dlalectic, Bqually important is
the concept of synthesis wvhich did not imply the sus totel
of two propesitions, Wt the incorporation of ocertain
elements from two or mors eontradietory, yet, eomplementary
propositions within ons whole, which leads to dewelopment,
1.0, movement to a higher stage., The whole argument in
Hegel's History of Philoscphy is structurgd around his
eonoept of ! transeedence' , The Xantisn system, for exmmple,
in the history of ideas synthesised the best elements of
empiriciss snd rationalism and 2n the process provided a
more sophisticated theory of knowledge, Synthesis vas
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reprogented by the terwn 'augheben' which incorporated
three attribuies - cancelled, preserved and slevated,

while thig is the general oconespt of dialectic that
can be derived frow the lHogelian writings, particularly
from *The Phenomenology of Mind', 'Logic', ‘'listory of
Philosophy' and *Philosophy of world History', in the
shorter logie, howsver, Hegel referred to the dialectic as
the second stage in the development of any notion or logieal
entity, wherein the first stage . Understanding . adhered
to the particular as different from the other objeets, The
dialegtic as the sscond stage referred to the negation of
the first by showing that the finite characteristics
supersede themselves, The dialectic represented the negatiwe
inpulse but it did not have a negative for iis result,
instead it sought to negate the existing form and replece it
by another positive fors, As such, it incorporated the
third stage, that of Keason, which saw things in their own
being, developsient and movemeut, i.e, Being in the process
of Becouing.

in this wanner, dlalectics foXwed a nev system of logle.
1t provided not merely the rules of thinking (method) but alsa«
knovledge of the strusture of reality, Aecording to Hegel,
it repregsented a *scientific way of knowing' and studying
an object, its movement and its process of development,



CHAPTER 1V

THB MARXIAN CONCBPT OF THB DIALECTIC

There arises Within me tho wish, the desire .. no
not the mere desire, but the absolute demand ..
for a better world, I cast a glance on the present
Telations of men towards each other and towerd
Nature; on the fesbleness of their powsrs, on the
atrenstb of thelr desires and passions, A volee
vithin me proclaius with irresistitle eonviction

*1t 13 iupossible that it should remain thus; it
sust become other and bettexr™,

Fichte, The Vocation of Man,

Marxism was rooted in German Idealism, It wanted to realise
in hisgtory that vhich vas implicit in the witings of German
ldealists, kant's 'Alingdom of Bnds' represented the ideal
sosiety .. a Moral, Raticnal Order, It vas the vocation of
man to realise this in practice, Hegel, 1ike his predecessors
-« Kant and Fichte ... believed that only the Rational was
real, but he was critical of their idealism wvhich postulated
e dichotomy between *ought' and *is', The Rational Order was
not merely a moral iuperative or a !thing.in.iteelf* existing
'Boyond' which 'Ought' to be realised, but something thet
wvas being actualised in history, in fact, Hegel was of the
opinion that the process of self consciousness and



realisation of the *'freedom of all' had been completed, In
philosophy, his own writings had achieved this end, while
in history, the Freach Revolution (with its slogan that
"AllL men as such are free, and that man is hy nature freerl)
seoured the latter, Marx, on the other hand, accepted the
Hegelian ideal but argued that it could not be realised in
the existing sotiety, Freedom in a capitalist soclety vas
an opportunity for some and not all as it wvas based on the
exploitation of the working class, The Rational Order could
be real only in a couxunist soclety, Elucidating this
transition from capitalism to comuunisa, Marx developed a
ney conoeption of the historical process; a method vhieh
borrowed heavily from the Hegelian coneeption although it
did notascept his system in its entirety,

Hegel understood that the world was not ",,.a complex
of resdy-made iings" but "...complex of nrocesses*.® 1t
had, therefore, to be studied in reference to its process
of development, Hegel also recognised that the rationality
evident in the historical process could not be explained
through the rationality of individual setion, Men
participated in history wvitn different inteations and

1, Hegel m%u o the Phﬂouﬁ of world History,
op.cﬁ., PPe . (80U s asis),

2. Bagels, Lwd Fousrhbash and the End of Classical
Geraan Philosophy, ess Publishers, Noseov,
1973, p.4. (au 's emphasis).
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reasons; however, the result was ultimately different from
what any of them had intended,d Arguing against the
Enlightenment conception of history, Hegel attriduted the
rationality ia history to the ‘cunuing of reason', He did
not, howewer, provide any general laws in referenss to
which the movewent fro. one stage of historical development
to another eould be analysed, This, according to Merx and
Engels, was a consequence of his idealist philosophy, which
made hin associate the process of develojment with the
unfolding of the Absolute ldea and ignored the conerete
historical process, It was, therefore, necessary to
supplement the general Hegelian conoeption with an analysis
of the actusl historical process, in this manoer, Merxisa
entailed both the rejection of the legelisn system and the
retention of its spirit,

3. Elucldating the relation between individual, subjective
indentioca and the universal pattern that emerges in
nistory, Hegel wrote -- W{LW of anélogy, let us

ine a man who, from motives of revenge -. perhaps
of justified revenge, in that he may himself have

ored wnjustly -~ st light to someone else's
house; ... deed as such consis let us say in
5&21 a smill flame to a small of a bemm,

t desd itself does not uonw takes place
in its own sccord;....this econflagre destroys
the m; of may other ple apart from that
of vidial against the revenge vas
directed, ....All this wvas not a part of the original
deed iteelf,.,,” (Lestures on the Philosophy of World
Hhtnry, O’Quto' 9075)
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In Marxian circles, it is customary to use the method
of Hegel .. 1.0, the dislectic .- as a synonyn for the
spirit of the Hegelian system, The dichotomy between the
‘wothod! and ‘conclusions' of Hegel, had been acoepted
earlier by both the Younger and the 0lder Hegelians, The
former (representing the radical elements in German
politics 1,0, those favouring liberal bdbourgeois democraey)
gave primacy to the method while the latter (arguing for
the status quo) emphasised the conclusions, Following the
Younger liegelians, Narx wented to place the Hegelian
dialectic on its feet by discovering the *,,. rational
kernel within the mystic shell" 4

Dislectics, asoording to the Younger Hegelimns,
dmplied .. 1) the necessity to overcome everything that
overything is; 2) identity of philosophy and astiong

4. Marx, Capital Vol,I, Pecples Pudblishers, Moscow,
19M, p.29.

Al tho it was not icitly stated Wy Marx, the
-r.u:& kernel! 1.':’31.-. (o dbe mocnto:' dth
m.z:maunum,mnmmmaudw
Marx his witings.
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3) historical relativity,d Marx, himself, vented to write
about ",,,what 1s rational in the method which Hegel
discovered but at the same time enweloped in
aysticim,..."S However, he did not tind the time to
write at length about ilegel's system and his conception
of dialectics; or to analyse vhat in Marx's opinion
constituted »,,, spparently formal but really vital
question,.."7, 1,6, the relation between the Hegelisn and
the Marxien dislectic, One do®s oome® across passing
referenses to and eoxments sbout the dialectic, OR the
one hand Marx stated that the Hegelian dialectic
represented "the basic form of all dialectics®;® on other

5.

7.

¢,f. L, Kolakowski, MW Vol .l
(i‘tu Younders), Clarendon Press, Oxford 1978,

To summarise the argument, Bruno Bausr interpreted
the dislestic to iuply endless negativity, Ciesskowski,
ascording to holakowski, elaborated the second
principle, Philoso m supposed to provide an
mwrto:léato tobootandonth; b::uotﬂut
knowl edge was task philosophy provide a
basis for action and to oriticise and destroy the
world as it finds 1it, Before him Fichte had em ised
the suremacy of prucuca‘l. reason over theoretical
reason,
David strauss in his eritique of Christianity
esuphasised the conoept of historiel which he used
againgt ilisgel to show that the Chris religion wvas
s prodnct of a rarucular stage of historical develop-
ments. and nov, the new oﬁ:eh of n-teuen develop.
mont 4t had ontgrotn its utility and must, therefore,
be transoended, These three eiplos Jnch consti.
tuted the essenes of the Hegelian dlalectic, were
quite often used by the Younger Hegelians td criticise
the econclusions of the master,
'‘Marx to Bogels in lunehntor, Jrnuary 14, 1868' in
Merx Engels, mmmmm%;rom
Publhbn., uoocov, 1976, p.93; (au 's emphnsis),
WM

Progress
Publlanors 19M |
. 'Mary fq L ,"ﬂ ’ngoz.-mn in Henover, March 6, 1868,
[ X" °
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oceasions he wrote that "My dialectic is not oaly different
from the Hegelian but is its direet opposite.”® The latter
did not imply a total rejection of the Hegelian dialectic
but only that of its idealist framewcrk.lO Consequentiy,
dislectis remains a protiem that is both significaat mmd
diffuse, Marx's owt dualisa on this question caused this
situation, Marxists could not bypass the questions; what
is the fundamental methodslogiscal structure of Marx's
writings, and hov does it relate to Hegel's, Yot they got
1ittle help in solving these questions directly from
Marx's work,

It vas Bngels who wrote on the coneept of dislectiocs
and explisated the philosophic basis of Marxism, In
'‘Didlesties of Nature' snd !'Anti.Duhring', he formilated
the basic laws of the dlslectic which,ascording to him, had
been filtered from Hegel's witings.ll s such, they
contained the essence of the Hegelian dialectic in a
simplified () form, According to Bngels, Hegel's philosophy
represented a transition from comuonsense perception to

1 e Ay O s Y 0p.018), wote
O ® wo
ﬁ.&" devi1opmen

m very wll that ny me t 4,
m Hegellian, sinos I sm & uhri&ht and 80;01 is

an idealist, (mthor's emphasis),
11, Although both 08® WOTKS were nx Merx, yot,
one cannot rule out the possibil th.t £ Marx
hingelf had u-nton their eonteat would have
been consideradly different,
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dislectical thinking, It demonstrated the existence of
contradietions in reality and challenged the principle of
rexclusion of contradictions'.’® It also syubolised a
shift frou the 1dea of rest to the idea of motion, in
other words, to the philosophy of change,

in spite of these sinilarities, Engels was critical
of Duhring for identifying the liegelian dialectic with
the Marxian dialectic because the foruer was concerned
wvith atstract concepts and not with the reasl histolry of
man,

Dislectlics, according to Sngels, formed the *,,,
science of the general laws of motion, both of the
external world and of huuan thought* ,13 Its essence was
repregented in three fundamental laws -. 1) Unity of
opposites; 2) Transformation of quaniity inte quality and
vice.versa; 3J) Negation of nogauon.“ Unity of opposites
vas interpreted as the co-existenoce of contrasdictions and
the transference of an entity into its oppouto.u In
nature, motion itself repregented a contyadiction. To

mo °oto. En‘.l' W’ Pr“l“” Pmi‘hm.
Moscov, 1975, p.138.

g;’ R

1973, p.44.
", Btprznzntcd in this form, the concept of dialectic
wvas quite different from the Younger Hegellan
unders of it; needless to say that it bore
little re ance Hegel's own couneeption of it,
16. In spite of the fast thal the basic logical principle
roqnirod the exclusion of contradictions, the
differential caleulus, under certain circuastances,
equated straight lines and curves. This, according to
Bngels upheld the dialectic of contradictions and the
identity of opposites,
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quote Bngels, "... 1ife consists precisely and primarily
in this .. that a being is at each moment itself and yet
something else, Life iz, therefore, also a contradiction
wvhich 13 present in things and processes themselves, and
wvhich constantly originates and resolves itult."'m

The second lav represented the idea that a quantum
of change beyond a limit, ultimately, resulted in a
qualitative cbango.17 This lav was operative in nature,
Under normal ataospheric pressure, water at 0°C turned to
ice and at 100° C it became steam, The same principle
operated in organic chemistry, The addition of carbon and
hydrogen atoms, in the smme propertion 1ed to the
formation of qualitatively different cc:mxaounda.18

The tnird lav implied something quite similar to
the notion of thesis, aati.thesis and symthesls, It
reforred to the negation of the first *a' by 'bd' and
then the negation of 'b' by 'c*' in such a manney that te!
represeanted a higher stage of development, This lav,
Bngels nrsuod, operated in both nmature ahd mathematics,

16, 8 ) o‘ito P.m.
17, mgle : W' ormil ated it as a law
he hed rotmod to it in his discussions on
relation between quality and quantum, both of
wvhich were incorporated in *'measure’,
18. For a detailed cmuoni‘c.t. Bngdl,

W’ op.cit oy Po




in the latter ",,. 16t us take any algebric quantity
vhatever; o.g, a. If this is negated, w get .a, if w
negate that negation, by multiplying -a by -a, we get oaz,
1.8, the original positive quantity tut at a higher degree,
raised to its second ;mpz'."l'9

Engels had earlier oxplained negation of negation in
reference to the germination of a grain of barley wherein,
the plant represented the negation of the seed, But as
the plant grew, it produced flowers and fruits and once
again seeds, grains of barley, In this process the plant
died and the seed symbolised the negation of that negation,
nere, it represented a return to the first principle (and
not movement to a higher stage) through the second
negation,

Engels argued that the naterialist dlalectie provided
s scientific understanding of the historieal and natural
procegses. Scientific as opposed to philosophic; as the
latter wvas, for Bngels, a superfluous adjunst vhish
imposed certain ideas and counestions ovér and adove those
that ooul;l be discovered through the natural sciences,
Moreover, philosophy was speculative in nature, a means
of descriding the world, wvhile the important thing was to
rghange iV,
19. Ibid,, p.1567.
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Plekhanov carried forward Bngels' task of converting
Narxisa into & 'Social philosophy'Z0 which was capable of
tackling all questions of loglec, epistemeclogy and
netaphysics; and alse providing a science of history sad
society. 81 In reference to the concept of dialectic he
reiteratsd vhat Bngels had stated and argued that it formed
a nev system of logie, vhich postulated the eo-existence
of opposites, The 'Lay of Identity' and the 'Law of
Excluded Middle' used in formal logic, adhered to the
formula "Yos 1is yes, and no i3 no" while dialectical logie
stipulated just the opposite; vix "Yes 13 no and no is
yu".” The former, acocording to Plekhanov, eould not be
epplied to objects that were in a process of change and
motion, To quote Plekhanov, A youth on whose chin dowm
is beginning to appear 1s no doudbt growing a beard, but

-ed.

this 1s yet, insuffieient reason to call him beard; Dowmn

on the chin is not yet a beard, though At is furning into

a beard.23 1In other words, motion implied eontradistion

20. o.f, Lichthelm, Wmmm,
Orbach & Chambers, London, 1971.

21. Kolakowski states' that it'vas sround this time that
the necessity of transition from capitalisam to
socialism wvas inte ted a3 & historjical tlaw' . The
use of this ogy had serious r cussions
later-on, as it assumed,methodologically,a different
concopuon of teansition,

22, Plexhanov, m-msn..mhu-.m»} Progress
Publhhcu, Mossov, 1977. A P.93. 1ckhlnov
had,perhaps, borrowed the ntrenuarxhhul{ovho

tud dnensud dialectical movement in reference
...tho yes becoming no, the no becoming yes and no

I o o ¥ Progress
mﬁsW’

23. Pl.mﬂo', Lmo. po”. ML )




and this could not be grasped wvithin the system of formal
logic, "At a particular moment a moving body is at a
particular spot but at the same time it is outside it as
well because, if it were guly in that spot it would becoms
matiomess.”34 Suoh statewsnt could be understood only

through the formula “yes is no and no is yes”; 1.0, lavw of
contradictions 28

The mev lav wvas applicable only in situations where
the object was in motion or undergoing change; wvhere ome
thing could not be ideatified as this or that, but, imstead,
had the attributes of both,.2® Thers remained one diffieulty
in such a conoeption, Acoording to Dialectical Materialism
everything in the world was in a state of flux, Hence, the

24. Plekhamov, Selected Philosophical Works, Vol .1
lz s? ﬁnbusbon, Moscovw, 1980, p.‘O" ‘
[ s e
2§, Plekhanov Engels, explainsd the *‘Lav of
commhou- in referencs to the movement of an
arroy, Acegrding to Bngels, the arrov (or the movi
body) vas at *,,.on0 and the same moment of time bo
in one place and in another place, being in o and
the sew® place and also not in iWd, (A og,

o .dt.’ ’om{;.
Plekhanov, on other hand, stated that

2%, .0

movi is at a particular plaoce, nndﬁ_i,?_u-
Han Ls I eniel, Crfadsmiia oo o

& X108 ° ep DeO4). . a

had hriog ropz'-cusnzam as it cowwerted o;oaﬁ':.”
digtion into an outological eategory wiieh could be
iaterpreted t: imply t a Shing exists and yet 1t
do®s not exist, Fermilated in this mammer, dial ectical
l.o{te led to absurd eonelusions,

26, A Plekhanov tg:l.n of the eo.existenes of
opposites, however lav that e formulated, vis,
y*s is oo and o 18 yos, implied the 1datity of
opposites.
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new logic would apply to all objects at all time, It would
coase to be of linited applicability and become a system
of logic parallel to formal logic.Z”7 This was the
conclusion that the ideclogues of Dolshevisa had derived
from the writings of Engels and Plexhanov,

Lenin, on the other hand, provided a more exhaustive
analysis of the concept of dialectic in his !'Notebooks',
The sixteen points of the dialectic elaborated there can,
perhaps, be summarised in the following manmer ..

1) The study of the eatire ™,,, totality of the
manifold relations of this thing to others”

snd *,,,.the davalopaent of this thing, ...its
owa movement and 1ife 28

2) The analysis of the thing as the unity of
opposites;

a) the transition of every deteramination into
its other, 1,0, into its opposite,

b) struggle of content and form,

c)" Negation of negation, °

27. The works of Plexhanov did not specify vhether ..

a) Formal logic and dialectical logic were two
different forms of logic, which were mutually
exclusive; or

b) dislectics, as a form of logic, applied to certain
specific chc\nstmus; in which case formal logio
wvas logic in the trus sense, while dlalectia:
provided other non.formal rules of analysis,

¢.f. Kolakowski, op.cit, Vol,.lI,
28, Lenia, %-Lfmm. Vol.®, Foreig
Languages P ng House, Moscov, 1931, P.221.
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Triadic movewsnt was rogarded as an external aspect of the
dialectic, which actually sought to demonstrate the conns-
ction between the negative and the positive, Unfortunately,
what were regarded as essential attributes of the dlialectic
ia his 'Notebooks' were not sufficiently emphasised in his
other writings.2® 1n 'Matericlism and Empirio Criticism’
he interpreated Marxiss as a Naterialist philosophy which
upheld the dichotomy between thought and being, Matter vas
the primary substance that existed in external reality,
independent of the subject; while inowl edge was regarded
as the nirror reflection of the objects that existed
outgide, indepsndent of the subject, Consequently, the
criterion of scientificitly was that of adherence to the
objective reality, In contrast to this, Lenin in his

' Notebooks' referred to human knowledge as a process of
continuous interaction between the subject and object in

wvhich the absclute primacy of either could not be
establ ished,

with the exception of 'Philosophical Notebooks', most
of the other writings of Lenin were d:u'oc?od towvards a
specific practicsl purpose -. primerily that of making the
revolution, In the process, quite often, theory wes
subordinated to practice, This relegated philosophy to a

29, ¢.f, Lenin 3 s Progress Publishers,
Hoscowv, 1938, particularly section on 'Dialectics',
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seconiary position - s trend vhich was later gquite
effectively used by the state mashinery to justify its
social polieies and the revolution,

The dialectis had all along been used to spesify the
necessity of transition to socialism, The fact that the
revolution had goocurred in Russia wvas later used to
corroborate the sclientificity and sanctity of Marxisa and
its philosophy, In the zeal stemming from such aa attitude,
the dlaleetic was presented in a bold and simplified manner,
with a convietion that it provided a scientific under-
standing of the soclial and historieal processes, and along
¥ith that a revolutionary outlook - a basis for a new
sosisty, Stalin's *Dislectical and Historical Materialisam’
pregented Dialectical Materialism as the ",,,world ocutlook
‘of the Marxigt.lLeninist party, It is called dialectical
ntcrmmmwouh to the phenomencR of nature, its
msethod of studying and apprehending them, is dialeatiaal,
while its interpretation of the phenomems ..., its theory
is materialistic®, 30 gtalin differentiated on the one
hand, between idealism and materialisa and on the other,
between mechanical and dislectissl materislism, The
dialectic was reduced to the simple assertion that
everything changes and develops; 1.0, quantitative change

- 30. gtalin, Dimlectical am Hiaterigal Natarialim,
National Book Ageney, Caloutias, 1978, p.l.

(suthor's emphasis),
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leads %o a qualitative change and results in an upyard
wovenent, Movement wvas seen as a product of *,,.
contradictions inherent in things and phenomena, as a
"gtruggle” of opposite tondencies which operate on the basgsis
of these contradictions,”3} The dialectical approsch,
therefore, required tnat objects should be studied in their

process of shange and developuent and in reference to their
connection with other objects in nature,

This was the manner in vhich the dialectic had been
popularised, what had been overlooiked were those aspects
which had been meatiomed in Lenint's 'Philosophical
Notebooks' and befors that in the witings of Labriola, In
line vith the interpretation given by Younger Hegellans,
Labricla had emphasiged the concept of ¢praxis' and the
historicisation of knowledge, He was, perhaps,the first to
oppose the do;nnéic scientific ideclogy that developed
within Marxism, This was the task, as Kolakowski argues,
that vas later on taken over by Lukacs and Gramscl and
which inspired the puhlication of Marx's early writings,®

Gramsci, Lukecs snd Korsch attempted to provide an
explanation for the failure of Socisl Democracy at the

31, 1bid., p.7.
2. c.f. lolakovski, op.cit. Vol,.Ill,
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outbreak of wWorld War I and the countinued failure of
attenpted revolutions in uest Burope even after the war,
Just wvhat had gone wrong and how could it be explained ¢
Those were the questions that they had asked themselves, In
an atteupt to provide an answer to these questions Lukacs
argued that orthodox Marxism did not imply ",,..the
uncritical acoceptance of the results of Marx's
investigations" 3 but required the orthodoxy of 'method,
The latter inplied .. 1) supremacy of the vhole, i,e,
totality; 2) difference between appearance and reality;
3) unity of theory and practice,

Engels dialectic of nature was foreign to Marxism,
The identity of subject and object, vhich Marx has taken
from the works of Hegel, had been completely lost in the
works of his followers who had emphasiged the materislist
conoeption of the universe, For this reason Lukacs was
critical of Lenin's theory of cognition as it postulated
a dichotomy between thought and being, and gave to the
external reality an alien existence, knoul edge of the
external objects could provide only a technological gontral
of reality, while Marx's concept of 'praxis' sought to
transform man into a conscious greator of reality,

33, Lukacs, Histary of Class Cousciousness, Merlin Press,
Lmdw’ 1971, Pel.



74

Although Lukacs was critical of the philosophical
outlook that had developed within Marxism, yet, he
maintained that the Comuunist party represented the
historical consciousness in vhich the objective movement

of higtory and the subjective awarensss of that movement
were muerged into ouo.a"I

in 1ine with Lukees' interpretation of Marxism, Karl
Korsch too, provided a eritique of the popular conception
of Marxien Methodology, e argued that the manner in which
Engels, Lenin and their diseiples had interpreted Marxisa
was at variance yith Marx's own coaception of it, By
reinforcing the idea that the difference detween the
Marxian and the Hegelian dialectic was only that of a
philosophical ocutlook, Lenin went back to the pre.Xantian
stage in phllosophy — 1.0, to the debate between the
idealists and tho materialists, Besides, such an
interpretation involved a shift from dialectics to
conventional materialism,

Lenin, according to Korsch, eaphasised the need to
£1ght bourgeois theories (idealism) from the standpoint of
the party's position., And in the prooess, the diaslectical
approach had been relinguished as ",., they present

4. ¢.f, kolakowski, op.cit, Val.lll, especially the
section on Lukacs,
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knoviedge merely as the passive nﬁra of reflection of
this objective being in the sudbjestive consciousness,... In
so doing they destroy both the dialectical interrelation of
haing and gonagicuabass snd as a necessary consequence, the
dialectical interrelation of ihsary sad pragtice™ .3 In a
dislectical conception,férm sand content were inseparably
liaked and this, sceording to Korsech, had been completely
overlooked, Hence, the method used was oounterposed to the
results that vere obtalned by its spplication; 1,0, it
differsntiated between an abstract theory wvhich discovered
truth and pure practice which applied these to reality,®
Analysing these developments, iLorsch suggested that the
materialist conception of history must be applisd to the
materialist oconception of history itself, At the same time
he maintained that he was not opposed to the dialectis of
nature, nor did he wish to contradict it, The Hegelian
dislectic had to be rejected for it could not help one to
transcend the given reality,

These theorists, with their own experience of
unsucosssful revolutions and political instability had
continually emphasided the unity of theory snd prastice;
i.,0. in view of the chanmging historical and soecial

38, Karl Korsch s New Left Books,
Noy York, 1.6-10é PeLF. (anfhors emphosis)

38, Ivid,, pp.134-
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situation, 1t .was necessary to use the Marxisn method %o
snalyse the specifie historical situation, wvhich ecould then
provide a basis for prastical action, Acocording to Gramsci,
the objective condition for the transition %o socialisa had
been there for the last fifty years dut the preoletariat and
the party were not prepared for it, In ofder to undertake a
var of position and a war of manoeuvre it vas necessary to
recreate the lived totality and to analyse the hegemonis
relations operating within the lochty.m

After VWorld war II, in the wake of destalinigation and
the defeat of fascism, there vas a general attempt teo find
sn explanation for these events, The heart searching that
ensued, once again brought the eoncept of dialectic to the
forefront, Besides, the encounter with Positivisa
necessitated a systematic analysis of the concept of
dialectis, The metaders of the irankfurt sehool concerned
thenselves vith these questions,

They reemphasised the importance of philosoplly, se that
alons provided a basis for action, The Sov.ht idecl ogues
had neglested philosophy because it represented a spesulatiwe
deseription of the world amd ensouraged passivity. In fast,
under the asegis of 8talin the histery of philosophy bdefore

37. The 'war of tion' or direet military confroantation
wvith the state would be the decisive wfm&-bnt rtor
to that the working class must consolidate its position
internally -« 1.0, carry on the wvar of manoeuvre,
¢, f. Oramscl » international Publishers,
“' Yol‘k, e
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Marx had been reduced to a set of extremely simple
propositions, Importsnt philosophical problems were either
vished away in the process of simplification or else they
wore reduced to propositions that seemed sbsurd from the
comuongense point of viov.w The members of the Fraakfurt
school, on the other hand, attempted to study the legasy of
earlier philosophiss, particularly OGerman ldealisa, to
Marxism, Besides, they argued that the moment to actualise
the Rational in history had been lost. Consequently,
philosophy was required as it alone could assess the
existing situation and help in the development of

sub jective consciocusness,

38. Assessing the manner in which important philosophical
problens were interpreted in this period, Kolakowski
wites .. "Thanks to Stalin's e ition, anyoms
could become a 080 in half an hour, not only
in full possess of the truth but awvare of all the
absurd and noansensical ideas of bourgeois

osophers, kaat, for instance, sald that it vas

possible to knov aaything, but we Soviet °

knov lots of things, and so much for Kant, tgd
said that the world changes, but he thought the
world consisted of 1dess, vhereas ne can 560
that vhat w have sround us are not as but
things. The Machists said that the desk I am sitting
at is in my head, but obviocusly head is in ome
plase and desk in another,” (Kolakowski, Vol . lI,
:ﬁcu. pP.15l.) In thisg manner, they disposed off

philosophical problems.

Also refer to Marcuse, Soviet Marxiss, Penguin
Books, Harmoadsworth,
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This did not, however, imply the asceptance of given
reality (status quo),. Instead, theory was supposed to
iaculcate eritical thinking,

Dialectics as a method indicated the *untruth of
1aentity" . ® In other words, it wvas a sense of consistent
*non identity*, Hence, dialectics had the negative for its
result, It involved a critical reflection on the context
and a continuous opposition to all descriptive standards
and all methods pretending to universality and identifieation
i1ts logic was, therefore, ",,,one of disintegration; of e
disintegration of the prepared and objectified form of the
coneepts which the cognitive subject faces, primarily and
directiy* .40 philosophy in the traditional sense wrged
towvards positivemsss, which inevitaply degenerated into the
acosptance of status quo (1.e. a sotiety in which the
individusl is treated as an object and exploited by other
men), Now in the form of oritical thinking, philosophy
had the negative for its result; and it sought to transcend
the existing society,

Members of the Frankfurt sohool differentiated between
critical theory and ' traditional theory', i.e, between two
contrary trends that were derived from lHegel and Comte

39. Adorno, Hegative Dinlestins, Routledge & Kegan Paul,
me. 1273 4 Pe8e

40, Imo ? Pol“o
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respectively, Traditional theory, aceording to them, served
an ‘ldeclogical' function, It was concerned wvith the
production of valus-free theories and lau.liis genersli.
sations vhich "corresponded to the existing reslity, "They
produced sn insge of society based on a technical model,

and technocratic ideclogies which deprive pecple of politieal
consclousness (i.e, awareness of social aims), by iaplying
that all huaan problems are of a technisal and organizational
character and cen be solved by scientifiec uanr:u in
other words, it sought technieal control of the reality and
did aot, therefore, concern itself with a eritigque of the
objeet . 1,0, the society that they were analysing.

Critical theory wanted to euancipate man to liberate
him from systems of douination, Consequently, it did not
restrict itself to ssthodological protidemg; instead, it
undertook a move .ccnwolum« oritiqus of the sodlety,

41, Coutinuing the ca:n esented by dorkheimer and
Ador*no in 'Dislec 4 ightomti Habermas
explained that during tue Baligntemmenl, resson lost
its elenent ol rcnocuon its 'me -goncating
function', Liis the natunl sciengss it became an
instrument for sequiring greater technological
ocontrol, while dialectics euphagised the
¢ mncipctory cognitive interest' through the
pursuit of self-reflection; i,e, an investigation
of the "natursl historieal process of the self.
generation of the social s iocv' and of making
"the subject counscious ot prooess”,

(Habernas, MLWSI'
Helinemann Pmu-uons, a, 1972, Pe47.)

. Kollko\ﬂn, op.cit.. Vol III' P.391.
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The problem was of a ‘practical' nature, The econtradietions
that existed in the soelety were refliected in cur analysis of
the society, Hence, unless sosisty iteelf wvas ehanged (1,.e,
the society vas free of coatradictions) methodologieal
protiems would remain unresolved, Critical theory, in this
manmer, restored to reason its "emancipatory fumction*® (which
had been lost in the Bﬂﬁ@hmnt era) so that mea can
becoms truly subjects. Critique of the capitalist socdiety
and its social relations formed an iategral part of eritical
theory, In '0me Dimensional Man' Marcuse not only launched a
savere attasck on the techaological rationality that emsrged
under capitalism; instead, he argusd that technology and
science were respousitle for the exploitation and suppression
of the pecple, Collectively they reduced man to a machine and
then to an object, Machimes that were created by man came %o
assus® an independent existence strengthening the prevalent
structures of domimation and alismtion,

Moreover, the idea present in the workd of Gramsei ..
vis. the osed to ctudy the funstioning of the
‘Superstrusture! in iteelf, and alse in relation to the
1base’ -. was given primacy by the expownts of Critical
Theory. Yhrough the amalysis of capitalist culture they
attempted to explain the tread towards fascism and
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authoritarianismy and the zanner in which advaaced
capitalisa in western Burope legitimised itself,®®

The coucept of dialectic has wmost often been discussed
and reinterpreted during periods of turbuience, wvhen
palitical opportunity presents itsell and thew is the
possibility of making the revelution, Analysing the
contradictions that existed in the Chinese soctety,
Hao-Tse.Tung provided a Letter and more perceptive
understanding of the concept of contradiction (as developed
wvithin the Marxian iraaowerk), The turiversality* of
contradiotion, elaborated by Engeis, was undoniable, but
wiat had to be stressed was the !'particularity' of
contradietion, The study of the lalter required the
distinetion between fpriacipal' and *sgecondary' contradiction,
and ut the same tiue, s distinction between primary and
secondary aspocts .ot eash contrudiction,

in oonnection with the debates in structuralisu,
Marxist theorists undertook a serious discussion of the
dialectiec, According to the structuralists; the meauning of

42, The capitalist culture, accor to thea, had
devsloped and permested each section of society and
social relations, and in the process it had cultivated
g set of attitudes that helped to legitimise the
systea and perpetuate suthoritariasnism,
¢c.f, Williiam Leiss, 'Critical Theory and its Puture®
in Political Theory Vol.lh, No,I1X, August 1974,
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an objest or a thing did not inhere in its own self, rather
it wvas a produst of the strueture of relationships in wvhich
the objeet was held, Consequently, they devoted greater
attention to an analysis of relationships (both internal

to the objeet and between objects), In the Marxiam
philosophicel tradition the method of the diclectic was
equipped for this enterprise, while s conventional
strusturalist anthropologist would have descrided kinship
patterns as a structure cf relations, a Marxist desoribed

s historical conjuncture as 2 structure of specifiec
ocoutradiections, etec, In this manner, French structuralist
Marxists, particulerly, assimilated the conoept of dialectic
to the eontemporary definitions of structure, and initiated
a new debvate on the meaning of the materialist dialectic

in wvhieh they ineorporated Mso's conception of the dislestic
as the theoty of qontradictiouns.

it was Althusser who developed this understaniing
further, and atiempted to study the concept of Hurxian
diadleccic and its relation with the Hegelian dialectis,
Marx, accoraing to ALthusser, nad not provided the dialeetic
in a 'theoretical state', thareiore his !gesturest (through
wilcih he referred to his relationship with idegel) should
not be confused with the unciledge of the !specificity' of
his dialeotic, ihe reference te the *inversion' of the
Hegelian dialectic was only a gesture, and should not,
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therefore, be acnfused with the sclution to the problem as
it 4id not explain exactly ",,, what constitutes larx's
'inversion’ of the Hegeliasn dialectic 7" Nor did it specify
the *,,, specific differences wvhich distinguish the Marxist
dialectic from the Hegeliarr 43

Analysing the specificity of the Marxian dialectic,
Althusser argued that the Marxian dialectic was not an
inversion of the Hegelian dialectic but a rejestion of 1%
1,0, it 414 not retain some alewents and reject the others;
instead, it formula’sad = new coneeptlon in vhich despite
the similerity of words,the concepls were considerably
Aifferent, An inversion of the Hegelian system entailed a
return to naive materialiss and empiricism (primacy of the
specific object) .. a task which had been fulfilled through
the philosophy of Feusrbach, Marx, on the other hand,
attampted to do .o.lutm.ng different, which could not be
regarded as 'riaple inversion',

At the same time, the difference between the Marxian and
the Hegelian dialectic could not bo raduced to or explained
oaly in reference to the difference betwsen their
pnilosophical outlook -- 1,6, materialism and 1dealism
respectively, The Hegelian dialactic was inadequate not

43. Althusser, For iiarx, Peaguin Books, Harmondsworth,
1969, p.lh.
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because it was applied to spesulative philosophy, but it had
to be rejected as its strusture was different from that of
the Marxisa dialectie, Marx, to use Althusser's terss,
differentiated between *generality I, generality II and
generality 111*, Beginaing with the abstract concept
(generality I, 1,0, the ideclogical form in vhich the general
consept was presented) he moved through *'generality 11¢
(that vhieh worieed upon the former) and ended vith
'generality Ill', 1,0, the 'ooncrete in thought' (the new
scientifie understanding of the concept in a theoretieal
form), Marx recognised that ",,, the 'abstrast' generality
vith wvhich the process starts and the tcgoncrete’ genswrality
it finishes with, Generality I and Geaerality I1IX
respestively, are not in essenee the same generality,,
vwhereas in the liegalian conception, the universal, abstract
congspt, (through sel f-movement) produced the eoncrete
reality, Consequently, the Hegelian dialectic failed to
differentiate between generality I and generality 1ll ..
1.0, the universal abstrast concept and an abstrastion from
the concrete,

Moreovér, Althusser argusd that the Marxisa conoept of
contradiction and totality could not be equated with those
of Hegel's, For legel, *unity of totality' referred to the
development of a single essence, An his system,

“o Ib“o [ Pe 187.
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contradiotion referred %o a 'siaple prooess vith tw
opposites' (1.,e, the original unity spiit into two
opposites) which wvas resclved internally (by oversoxing the
alienation and returning to the original unity), Marxism, on
the other hand, rejected this "presupposition of sa origisal
simple unity" .“ with eash eatmty,‘ Herx pnﬁpd, the
existence of a "structured wiole of society* in which
several sontradictions coexisted, Consequently, the proeess
was a complex one; the beginning itself was complex and not
derived from a simple unity,

The identification of a dominant contradiction was an
essential attribute of the Narxian dlalestis, Whereas, for
Hegel, there could mever be a single dominant contradiction
because the phenomsnon was an alienation of the ldea; henes,
the differences were all *,,.equally 'ipdifferent', that is,
practically equal beside it, and therefore, equal to one
agother,.."% yithin Hegel's system, the complexity (1.e,
the existence of other contradiactions) ocould be expl ained
in refersnce to a single essence, while for Marx, the
secondary contradictions were not merely atiributes of, or
reducible t5, the principal contradietion, Instead, Althusser
points out that they were in some occasions “,,.essentisl
even to the existence of the prineipal contradiction...”
as they ecnstituted the condition of its existence,

45, 1“‘0' P.1898.
48, 1bid,, p.203 (ahthor's emphasis),
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Given these differences, the Marxian dialectic, asccording
to Althusser, had only a formal linguistic similarity to the
Hegelian dialectic, Godelier, too, attempted to differentiate
the structure of the two conceptions of the dialectic, 4”7 Marx,
in Godelier's opinion, postulated two kinds of contradictions
-« ) those that existed within a structure; anmd b) those that
existed between two structure, The former involved the
co-existence of opposites, such as the bourgesoisie and the
proletariat within capitelisa, Contradictions betweon relations
of production and forces of production repregented the latter,
1t wvas the contradiction between structures that impelled
change in the entire system, in the process of which the former
(1,¢, the internal contradictions) could be resolved, Hegel, on
tihe other hand, provided an internal solution to the internal
contradictions and established the identity of opposites,

Godelier and Althusser had emphasised the differences in
the structure of the Marxian and the Hegelian dialestic and on
the basis of that the difference bLetween the understanding of
various concepts (such as,whole, contradiction ets.) which were
comuson to both forms of dialectic, Their work analysed
systematically -. for the first time, porhq;., in the history
of Marxism -- the relationship and the specific differences
between the iliegelian and the Marxian dislectic, They advanced

47. o.f, M, ooa.u-r W
B..gmnn Press 1972, and

80 "Smeurc and Contradiction in c:;n al” in

R, Blaskburn (ed,) Aldaology An fiogial Gciences, Fontana,
m.mw, 1976,
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the first step in this direction, Yet, the task is even todsy,
far from being complete,

Althusser was interested in estadlishing the scienti.
fieity of Marxisa and showing that a science (1.0, MNarxism)
could not de arrived at through an 'inversion’ of an idsology
(Hogel's system), instead, it inwolved a break wvith the past
and exrlier forss of thinking, Following the logic of this
argument, theTe was no need to analyse and gtudy the Hegelian
systea, Congequently, he left unexplained any similarities
that might exist between the two conceptions and overlooked
cextain important differentiations between the two,

ln sddition to the changes that he referred to, one can
point out that in Marx's writings, there is a greaster
emphasis on historicity, Hegel used pure, abstract categories
wvhile Marx began with determinate, abstrast categories .-
1,0, categories that are located in a specifie process,
ocourring in a partiscular space and time, Moreowver, the
identity of opposites (such as Being and Nothing) in Hegel's
systenm was predicated on a logical nescessity .. i.e, it vas
completely unconditioned -. while in Narx, such an identity

vas dependent upon the fulfilment of certain historical

oondi tions .‘

48, c.f. Marx Penguin Books, Harmondsworth
1973, Inﬁmm“un nonlnu‘. ’




For Marx, contradictions/opposites were inter.releted
as they existed within ome whole, Bach one required the
existence of the other, For Hegel, it referred to an 'internal
struggle'9® between the essence and a specific form. It also
involved the transformation of an entity into its opposite --
into something else, that is different from itself, Resolution
of the contradiction involved either an spproximation to the
esesence (the real coucept) or else the realisation that the
two structures that exist as opposites were in reality oane
entity, Synthesis in the Marxian context implied the
emergence of something ney ag a result of the clash between
the opposites that coexist within a whole, Consequently, the
unity of opposites, for Marx, referred to the whole wvitain
which the opposites existed; whersas for Hegel, it implied

that two seamingly opposite objects were both one and yet
different,

Marx's concept of contradiction and its specific
structure is quite different from that of Hegel's but that

does not imply that it is any closer to,what Colletti terms
as Kant's *‘real opposites', In fact, Colletti's
differentiation between Kant's 'real opposites' and Hegel's
'contradiction' is itself quite untenable,50 Hegel does

49, c.f, C, Taylor, op.cit,
Also retorqto hapter I1I1 of this dissertation,

80, 6€.f. Colletti, “Coatradictions and Coatrarities® in
By Left Ravidy, Sept - Oct. 1975,




refer to the unity of opposites (i.e, he argues that we can
knovw the nature and implications of A only in reference to
its opposite -A) but this does gt imply that both A and A
lack ‘real existence'; or else that the finite and infinite
are both negative, as their essence lies outside of their
own self, The infinite lacks terrestrial existenes, dut that,
for Hegel, was not a sufficient eriterior for regarding it
a '‘non-being' (1,8, a negative); in fact, it was in itself

a positive,

it is, perhaps, equally erronecus to suppose thet real
opposites are complete, positive and real in themselves, To
take an exsmple used by Colletti, falling is differeat from
rising but not in the manner in wvhich A is different from A,
To put it differently, falling and rising are both positive;
they forn real opposites sand not dialectical contradictions,
However, even these seemingly real opposites can be studied
oaly in relation to one another, They are, hence, megative,
as falling is the other of rising, We can arrive at a
conception of falling only when ve differentiate it from a
shift in position in the opposite direction, which we term
as rising. Consequently, falling implies not rising, Just
as black represents the exclusion of vhite and dsrkness the
absenoe of light,
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This, howsver, forus only a small section of the argument
which Colletti directs against the entire tradition of
Hegalian Marxisu, The Hegelian dialectic and the lay of
contradictions, according to him, were at variance with
Marxisa and science, Fngals and Lenin, had wongly assumed
that dialeetics could be applied to matter,5! Hegel had
rejected the deductive method used in mathematics and the
prineiple of non.coatradisction used in the natural sciences
and developed the concept and method of dialectics which
could be used for studying philosophical problems, As such,
dialectics, according to Calletti, was used by Hegel %o
establish the primacy of God, infinite and to arnihilate
matter, %ngals, Plekhanov and Lenin, on the other hand,
disuissed metaphysical questions and philosophical problems
and used the method of dislectics (that iliegel had
racoummended for philosophy only) for a scientific analysis
of soclal, hiatoriOll and even natural proecesses,

Based on this understanding Calletti argued that Ragels
and Lenin forced themselves to read Hegel materialistically
( Just vhen Hegel was destroying matter), Titeir distinction
between the method and conclusions of lHegel was equally
dncorrsct, and they failed to realise that the
contradiction was not in iHegel but in thelr own understandiing

61, e.f. Colletti, Marxzism and Hegel, New Left Books,
London, 1973;

and W. Honthly heview Press,
N.W wk' 1972.
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of Hegel, Hogel was a consistent idealist and the conclusions

that he arrived at vere not merely inconsistencies, instead,
they were the produet of his entire systea,

The extent to which the dialectic of nature may be
regarded as an integral part of historical materialism and
Marx's genersl coneception of the dialectic is even today
a matter of considerable controversy, Bugels had focused on
the dislectic of nature and had, consequently, overlooked
its application to history, Colletii is justified in arguing
that in traditional Marxist literature, the dialectic vas
counverted into a lay vhich established a necessary (and
quite often, causal) relationship, There was an attempt to
'scienticise’ the dialeetic,® Bngels not only illustrated
the three laws of the dialectic through examples taken from
the natural science; in fact, he regarded their occurrence
in nsture to be a proof of their correctness/walidity,

Moreover, Engals had redueed the dialectic to simple
comnonsenss propositions which were of 1ittle or no
oxplanttory. value; e,g. the stuto'{\“éﬁit the °add1tion of
Carbon and liydrogen atoms in the same proportion resulted in
the formation of a new compound, merely stated the obvious,
It simplified the concspt of change to the transformstion

62, ¢€.L, L. Dupre Wmﬁml
MSTZism, Harcourt Brace & world, ine., 1066,
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of quantity into quality; while the nature of change could
be understood and explained only in referencs to the
structure of the atons .. i.e, the system of linkages that
they formed.

Louis Dupre points out that in the traditional Marxist
conception of the dialectic, history becosas an exteasion of
the mechanistic laws found in nature, It is, therefore,
reduced to natural history and no longer resains human
history,

However, these are problous assoclated with the form in
which the dislectic was incorporated in the traditional
Marxist Literature, It highlights the need to study and
re.define the concept of dialsctic, 1t does fot imply a
rejection of the dialeectic, nor does it suggest that this
coneept is foroig; to Marxism, Hegel had used the method of
the dialectic to analyse philosophical questions; (to show
that the lnfinite wvas the essence of the Finite) because
the object of its study was in the process of change,
continucus movement and developuent, Marx hrad, therefore,
used the dialectic to understand the process of social and
historical development, wWith the change in the ccontext,
the dislectic underwent certain structursl changes; even
the content of somo of the concepts associated with it
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vere altered, In spite of these changes there is batween
the Hegelian and the Marxian conceptions a &efinite area of
comonality, For both, the dlaleetic provides a

' WwelSanschaunng' (oconception of the world) and a method of
enquiry, The continuity at this level coustilutes the core
of dislestical theory,



CHAPTER V

ON DLALBCTICAL THRORY

Phlilosoph}szsing does not provide Man wvith oov,
precise knowl edge; it does not add a new
scaence to the rest, it offers no suggestions,
plans, or programs, But it ean arouse the
ioner dispositions from which these tangibles
derive their guiding sense,

karl Jaspers, The Future of Mankind,

A stream of Marxist theorists maintained that the
dialectic wvas a legacy of the German idealists, while others
argued that the Hegelian and the Marxian eonesption of the
dialestic vere totally uisparate, Yet, i1a spite of these
differences, they were all umited in their eritique of
Hegel's system, Hogel's idealisa, his emphasis on ﬁu lafinite
aad the Absolute I1dea, was regarded as an embodiment of
bourgecis ideclogy; hence, rejected for its conservatisa,
Hegel's writings on btate, especially the sections in defense
of Prussian monarchy, were cited in support of this iater.
pretation,

Bo ons questioned the genlus of Hegel bdut they were
eritical of everything exsept his dialestiecal method, what
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they overlooked completely was the econtext .. Hegel's
system - 1n reference to whieh, his method could be
understood, Like Marx, Hegel had not, in any ons place,
outlined the method of dialectic, it was implicit in the
developusnt of his argument snd the msthod of his analysis,
Consequently, disassociated fron the totality of his systen,

the coagept and wethod of dialectic could never be adequately
understood,

Baslides, thege theorists re jected LHegel's systen for
its ldealistic outlook wdthout noticing, that 1f the Hegelian
system defonded idealism, it did so with a differsnce, if it
gave supremscy to the Absolute Adea it did not place the
ddea in *'The Beyond', but located it in this world, if Hegel
oconesptualised history ns the unfolding of the divime order
(provideacs), he was, at the same time, dissatlisflod with
faith in provideace, lie equated the divine order with a
rational design, Af there were occasions when he refarred to
world history as a plan of God, there were other instances
whiere the concept of * cunning of reeson' was usad to explain
the rationality that menifested itseli in tile toteality of
historical p;'oo.as. it was,thus, used to fill in a void, or
elgse to complete the logie of his argument, To give it s
positive and a wore concrete coantent, it referred to hesson,
¢ Rational Order, which could be grasped by the individual
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and gught to be actuslised in reality (praetice),
Undoubtedly, the Rational Order, for Hegel, existed prior to
all fioite objects, but in that form it was devoid of any
dsteraination, in other wrds, the specifie content of that
Kational Order was derived only in the process of actual
historical development,

Lenin in his Philosophical Hotebooks had remaried that
".eedn this mngt ldaaliatic of Hegel's works there is the
deaat idealism and the pngt patarialise. "Contradistory,
but a faot " What this implied in the eontext of Hegel's
writings had been completely overlooked, The fast that it
contained, sccording to leain, ",,.almost nothing that is
specifically Adaalisn..."” reesived little atteation; what
was omphasised was that it had for *,,,its main sudbjeet the
Adalestical mathed.”® The Hegelian philosophy, its eoncept
of Absolute ldea a.nd spirit had been rejected; henes, mo
attompt was made to analyse the nature of that coneept or
Lo.probe, beyond the appareat linguistie similarity, into
the differenee between the Hegelian and the more coxsson
iderlist and theological oonoeption, lnstesd, the Marxist
theoreticians either spoks of the dishotomy between the
systen and method of Hegel, or else, they completely rejected
the dislectic. The formsyr reduced the dialsctiec to certain

catcheisa such as the co-existence of opposites; whet 1is,
¢ Lemin, PRllasopbical. Molebooks, Vol.®B, op.cit, p.2aM.
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is nol; movement through opposites etc, and they defimed
method in referense to general, abstract lawvs so as to avold
any endorsement of Sexts or eonclusions,

Esither of then viewed the dialectic as a 'paradigw oY
what eould in B, P, Thomsou's terms be salled a ! tradition
(1.0, & school of tben;ht).l iln other words, through the
dialestie, doth Hegel and Marx, pressuted to their folliowsrs
a specific way of viewing the world and a set of rules and
standards for scaeatific prastice through which they could
study the problems that they posed, or dsemed necessary to
ask within their framework,? Dialestics, as a eoneeption of
the uaiverse eaphasised the primecy of change, Bverything
vas in a process of Becouing ... coming into existence and
passing awvay, Change aidd movenent wvere essential co-ordinates
of matural and higtorical prooessg.History represented
Progress - Movement from primitive ages to the presemt stage
of eivilisation, Progress, howver, was accompanied by an
increasing eomplexitly of protlems, The proecesses in nature

1. ia *An Open Letter to L, Kolakowski', E,P, Thouson
differentiated between Marxisa as a &ntrim, a method
and a tradition, The same categorisation can, perhaps,
be applisd to study the debate on the eonscept of
dialectic,

2, There were, undoudtedly, important differences in the
ansvers that they gave Ior specific questions, Mt,
despite these differences a scientific anal ysis

d, for both Hegel and Marx, iavolve the
observance of certain mthodological prinsiples,
wvhich foram the eore of dialectical theory,



were cyclieoal .. of repetitive character ... vhile in history
the movexsnt was in spirals, The created objest was alwvays
somthing mew, Even that wvhieh appeared to be the same in

history, alwvays possessed osrtain elements that distinguished
it froa those that had preceded it,

The differeantiation betwen natural and soeial processes
is oentral to dialectical theory, in contrast to this, the
positivists argued against such a differentiation and placed
the natural and the social sciences slong the same ocontimuum,
Comte, who colned the teram 'positive philosophy’ explained
that all disciplines of buman knowl edge pass through the
stages of theoclogical, wetaphysicel and pesitive thoubt;

The natural sciences, desling with phenowena external to
the individial, had arrived at the third stege vhile the
social sciences were still leagging behind,

Later followers of Coate, who ealled themsel ves
Positivists claimed that the msthods and techuaiques used ia
advanced natural sciences provided sclentific and valid
knnwledge; and advocated the use of these aethods in the
social sciences to secure the same degres of scisntificity —
i.e, objectivity, validity and predictability, The purpose
of a scieatific amalysis weas the formation of valus.free,
objeative, lav like generalisations and cogent theories,



which eoculd be obtained through the eollesction of facts,
observation and oxpcmutauon.a A complex entity could

be divided (at least theoretically) into an infirmite msmber
of smaller parts, each of which could be studied through
scientifi¢c techuiques and research mthods, The isolated
facls so ascertained could be kuit together to form a
scientifie theory, OF else, the scientificity of a thoory
could be Jjudged by reduaing it to a msmber of basic
statemeats, each of which could be verified against reality,4

As opposed to this, dialectical theory is critieal of
any attempt to replicate indifferently the msthods used in
natural seienses to the social sciences, According to theam,
thede is a fundementeal difference Letween the sulijact metter
of natural asd social saiences becamse of whlch the teehniques

3, Steguilller explains that for the Positivists, "All
2t nt naptahlo to tho cciontut mst oither
. ] + e sTe ’ w hm h.n

be 8 y npor 8 of oblorvationl nor need they be
loci derivable from such obmnuon
statements,... On the contrary, tn;{

s which are not mup e of concluuw
verification through observation, As scientifie
assumptions, however, hypotheses also differ fronm
spe atiu pnudo-tt’una in that they must ia

prinei ngw.mu Xeatahla, even 1f only in
a nega n way,” (W, Stegailler, Nain Cirrents in
1d shing Co,, : ' . 205,

4, ¢.f, ibid,, Karucuhrly the section on 'uobrn? ‘ ;
Bnpi.richn f Cernap and the Vienna Ciralet',
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used in the aatural scienoes were inadequate for a scientific
analysis of the soeial processes, This did mo%, however,
abmegate the importance of the techaniques used in experimental
sciences; it was, of course, necessary to check against reality,
but in itself, 1t was insufficient aad should not become the
sole criterion of scientificity, Knowledge obtained through
observation of isclated, individual uaits, controlled
experimentation and subjects that are intesrchangeable at will
constituted om of the possible wethods of deriving scientific
snovl edge, and any attempt to reduce valid knowvd edge to this

forn of experisnce has serious repercussions for the soeaial
uloncu.s

Through the analytical expsrimental methods, ome could
know only isclated events, vhich was imsufficient for practical
1life, It ruled out the possibility of knowing the inter.
conmections betwsen units becsuse thess linkages could not be
established in the social sciences through scientific
experimentation.® 1n faot, given the logic of its inquiry,

5., C.f. T, W, Adorno, '&ociology and Empirical liesearch' and
dabermas, 'The Analytical Theory of Science and Dialectics®
in Glyn Adey and David Frisby (trens.) Rositiviat Dispute
W. Heinsmann, London, ,1976.

6. Positivists do anal yse the munbly invisible couses
of any observed phencuenon but they maintain that thege
causes be determined through systematic experimeatation,
Such a proposition assumes tant dimeunsions in the
social sciences vhere, using the positivist logic, 1t
would be difficult to provide a causal explanstion of any
event, Or else, an explanation would Le derived only in
reference to eveants that aocodod it, 0One wuld,
then, have to restrict oneself the study of actual,
isoclated events, Any explanation of these avents in
reference to others that are not visibly connected with
the phenowenon under study would remain a hypothesis, or
:nilonj;cmo, vhiech cannot be designated as a sciondnc

ysis,
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1t would deny the existence of any entity vhich canmot be
known through cbservation and experimentation; or else, it
would exclude these congepts from the arena of scientifie
dissourse, such that the observer would ultimately choose
that subject which is easily amenable to quantifieation,
Aceording to Habermas, such techuiques of analysis restriet
themsel ves to individual events and in the process lose
sight of the totality, Besides in such an analysis totality
was redueced to a mathematical aggregate of variocus uaits in
which the structure of these units and the relatioanship
between them was completely overlooked,

tocial totality, according to dialectis theory ",,.does
not 1lead a 1life of its owvn over and above that which it
unites and of which 1t, in its turn, is composed, 1%t produoces
and reproduces itself through its individual moments,...
This totality can no more be detashed from life, from the
co-operation and the antagonism of its el ements than can
an elemei® Do understood merely as it functions without
insight into the whole which has its source Wesen in the
motion of the individual himself, System snd individual
entity are ;ociprocnl and can only be apprehended in their
reciprocity",”

7. Theodor W, Adorno, 'On the Loeie of the Social Sciendes'
in Glyn Adey & David Frisby (Srans,) op.eit, p.107.
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Social teciences were concerned with the study of
society .. a utiverse produced by men through actiwe
participation a:d continuous interaction. Consequently, an
snalysis of soctiety could not ba value free and msutral in
the manner in which the study of natural phenomena was, The
soclal scientist could not give the same 'objectiwe! status
to his analysis as the objeet thet e was studying was not
exteraal to himy nor could he at any moment disassociate
himself from 1t,® Not only the problem that the social
seientist choose to study, governed by a value (1,0, it is
not only a value orientation) but even beyond that his
analysis was not a scientific, mon.partisan, collection of
faots, Facts, according %o a dialectician, were collected
selectively and within the framework of a particular theory,?
They could not, therefore, be given any external valiaity/

sanetity, in a ney analysis of soclal processes, nev facts

8. 6.f, C, Taylor, *Heutyrality in Political Sclence' in
Alaa Ryan (ed,), Zhegriea of Soslal Explanstion,
Oxford Unmiversily Press, Loadon, 1976,

9, 1n this sphere, karl Popper was aritical of the Vienna
Circle, as they assumed a dichotomy between facts and
value, The individual, be argued, chooses froa a
mltitude of fasts; e.g. the manner in,vhich he would
deseridbe the events ocourring ian the street below,
would also entail a value orientation, 1t would
involve a choice, a differeatiation detween what he
considers to be essential and anon.essentisl, Therefore,
one could not, in any analysis, counterpose facts
and values,
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wre not digcovered; instead, they were usually re.interpreteq,
the relationships between then reanslysed so as to provide

Dew insights, Hence, one could not possibly have a value free
scienoe in the social sciences,lO

Through the wethods used in the natural sciences on®
could know wiat 'is', Remaining within the parameters of

vhat existed, they were equipped to provide techmical contrel
of reality, The social scisnces, acoording to the exponents
of dialestical theory, wers concerned with a practiecal
question, of what 'ought' to be, which could not bs obtainsd
through the technigues recommended by positivists, Begides,

10. 1% was in reference %o this issue of a value free
sclence, that n, Pop snd the dialecticians, in spite
of their criticism of Positiviswm, remained to%nny :
Aecording to K, Popper, scunhtticity ocould de
snsured, both in natural and social scisnces, through
the met of 'coajectures and refutations'., Since
fects that were lected vere not value free,
theories remained conjectures which had to be
contimually refuted and falsified by the scientifie
commmnity,
lHowever, Popper's thsory of falsification represented
only tha other side of the coin, At, too, invalved
verification and testabilitly du'ochy against the
smpiriqal reality, consaquently, it showd some of the
lacunas of the early Positivist coaception of science,
it had, once again, overloossd the extira-methodologicel
problems that make the task of falsification and veri.
ficttion a difficult one, Fwven in the matural sciences,
as Lakatos pointed out, it wvas difficult to falsify a
theory on the basis of materisl obtalined through
observation (becauss the facts so odtaimed ocould be
interpreted wvithin the framework of the given theory to
explain the given observation , such that it would be
diffieult to regard that information ss sufficlient dasis
for its falsification), The problem or falsification in
the social sciences, is of s greater magnitude, The
dialecticians, therefore, begin with the understanding
that an analysis of socliety beset with soclological
proulems which cannot bs grasped or taciled through a set
of methodological principles, least of all, those that
are borrowed from the na al scioncos.(c.l‘.l.mtos &
Nusgrave (ed,), )
Canbridge University Press, 1977, p.i00.)
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1f the social sciences do not spéclify or diseuss vhat ‘ought!

to be (for the sake of a value-free science) then they would

oaly help to legitimise and sanetify that wvhich existed,
They would perpetuate the given uaniverse of diseourse .

1,0, society .. and rule out the Possibility of complete
chngo.n

Nethodological questiouns, therefore, 1n the social
sciences, were inextricsbly linked to sociological and

practical questions, Yet, they were not for this reason,
von-scientifie in charecter, Instead, within this perspective,
dislestical theory redefined the conespt of scientifieity
and objectivity, Iustead of giving primacy to a set of
msthodologieal primciples, it subordinated them to the
object, or subject-matter of analysis, (¥or this reason,
disleetical theory was,sccording to Adorao, even mere
positivistic thaa positivism.l2) The positivist comsception
of selence repregented "scientisxy” .. 1,0, "seience's belief
in 1tself; that is the coanviction that we can no longer
understand sclence as gng form of possible knowl edge, but
rather must ideatify knowledge with scuaco"f.u Dialestical
ll. ¢.f. H;btrm, '‘The Analytical Theory of Gcience and

Dialecties’' and 'A Positivistically Bisected
Rationalism' in G, Adey & D, Frisdby, op.cit,

12, Adorno op.61i%,, pP.141,
13. Habermas quo n Olyn Adey & David'rristy,
op.eit, latro, p.xidl.(OuiAoys emphasia)
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theory providedanother set of wethodological principdes on

the basis of which a eritical end scientific theory of soeciety
could be formed, Critical, as it emphasised the negative aspect,
the logic of disintegration and a aritical reflestion of the
context, While the scientific analysis involved a study of

the totality in vhich individual objects derive their

maning along with a study of relationships between objects,

Knouledge was a process of continmuous interastion between
subjest and object, nature and conseiousnsss, and theory and
praxis, 1t involved a particular relationship between
appearance and reality, between essential and inessential,
Scienge, agcording to Harx ™,,.would be superfluous if the
outwvard appearante and the easence of things directly
colneided 14 in fact, scientifie truth, quite oftcn, has a
paradoxical relation to everyday experiense as it seeks to
uneover those rolnt.iom and conmctions that are not
apparent, Similarly, dialectics as a science of society moves
from the apparent to the essential core; appesrance
manifests the reality, it is the fora ian which that reality
exists; hence, it 1s not an illusion, Yet, ome must move
from the given, apparent form,to the resl, essential reality,
that one can arrive at through an analysis of the former; and
which provides a more penetrating insight into the working

14. \uoted in B, Ollmann, Allenation, Caubridge University
Press, New York, 1970, p.6H.




106

of the sosisty and enables one to answer questions that could
aot be solved or even raised oaruor.m

Dalectical theory begins with the assumption that
individual action eatalled subjectivity, that value
orieatation could not be overcome. Consequently, objeotivity
for a dialectician did not luply the absence of values,
iastead it could be achieved through the study of hermensutic
relationships and s coasciousness of the values through which
the individuals operate, An object must, therefore, be studied
in relation to the wvhole (1.,e, other co-existing objeets) and
ia reference to the specific historical coatext of which it
was a product, For a scientific analysis one must also study
the cbjeet in the process of its development over time,

Structuralism, listoricisam, Hermensutics and
Phenomenology are schools of thought that are inextricably
1inked to dialectic;l® in fact, each of them focus on an
aspect of dialectic theory, Historicity (i.e, the conception
of historical relativity) undoudbtedly, constitutes an
important co.ordinate of dialectical thinking, with the
difference that Historicisml” and even Hermensuticsl® as o

15, c.f. A 5chmidt 'The Concept of Anowl edge in Marx's
Political Beonomy' in harl Marx 1818.1968, lanter Nations,
Godesbesg, Germany, 1968.

16, c.f, John 'hex (06.3. Apprasches ta Goclology, Routledge
& kegan Paul, London, 1975,

8 , Routledge &

17. c.‘. u. st.l'k’
Ksgan Paul, Londoa, 1871.

18, Also, Paul Conusrton (e4,), t I , Penguin
Books, Harmondsworth, 1976: especially Part 11,
'The Herwsneulile Traaition!,
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school of thought are conoerned primarily with the method of
understanding, particularly, with the elarification of the
tconditions in wvhich understanding takes place’, Similaerly
'Pbono-nlou'” concerns itself with a systematis andlysis
of the prooesses of understanding .. the puttoril of
intersubjectivity and the manmer in which an individial
understands his own actions and interprets those of others,
Disglestics, too, upholds the necessity of undertaking such
an atelysis, however, 1t does not regerd it as an end in
itsels, It, too, attempts to understand individual action,
but more so, the mamer in vhich individuals understand, or
misunderstand that which is relative to a specific historical
context for a permsnsnt characteristic of existence Z0 Hence,
dialectical theory does mot deny the existenve of absolute
truth, but it emphasises that the mannsr in vhich that
absolute truth is grasped snd pregented is to a coasidsrable
extent determined by the specific histarical situationy at
least, 1t can be understood betler, when 1t is studied in
reference to that speeific historical conjuncture.2l

The South.West German School of meo-kKantians sttempted
to differomtiate betwen the natural and the cultural scienoces.

19, gf, idmos, Jeu fulge of Soslolapical MaSied,
Hutchinlon& Co. L o Gorman ed

ehuts - an exposition and eritique’ in Britiah
W Vol ,XXV1 , Londoll, 1978,

20. ©.f, Righard J, Bernstein, The Re.strudtaring of
, Blackwetl » Oxford , (A76.

21. c.f. mer, y Fordhem
Uninroﬂ! Prou 1971.
Also Althusser & annm-, W Now Left

Bm [ ] Lomn’ 19700
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windelband drew a distinetion between nomothetic and
ideographic sciences ... 1,0, a science of general law and
a science of individual events, Kiciert shifted the basis of
such a separation to the *,, ,level of scientifie codeept
formatioo*Z® and the use of generalising of individualising
sethods, The study of soolety (1.0, sociology) and history
wés & "valuing and 1nd1v1mmdu¢“23 snterprise, The
dialectical eoncept of history, oa the other hand, stated
that it was possible to form a generalising scieace even in
these disciplimes, History, for example, was econcermvd wvith
individual, unique eveants, but its essential task was the
study of the process of development vhere it could generalise
about the relations betwsen various units, between the
gederal and the partiaular,

Dialectics as a form of logic and a set of methodological
principles came un;hr severe attack both from within the
Narxisn circles and from philosophers, who in spite of their
differences, could be grouped together as Positivists,
Dialecties, according to harl Popper, was a non-scieantific
and lacorrect fora of reasoning, it wvas, at°best a way of
getting cut of an argumeat -. by stating that this 1is true
and it 15 also false .. or confusing people; and it sought
to perpstuate contradictions at the logical plane, ln fect,
22, glinnhdey & U, Frigdby (treans.), op.cit, latro,

23, Conxnzvood} Iha 1den of llatory, Oxford University
Press, Moy York, 1978, p.161.
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in his analysis of each of the three laws postulated by
Zongels, Popper was quiek to point cut the mathematical error
in the exposition given by Engels, Using the example cited by
Gogels, Popper argued, that negation of negation would not
lead to a higher staege; 1.0, 1f 'A' was negated by '.At, then
the nsgation of the latter would imply a return to *A' and
not a transition to 'A%t (uhich incorrectly mssumed the
negation of '~A' by t.A1) 24

Notwuithstanding the logical Tigour of Karl Popperts
arguasat, one finds that he rejects the most popular, and
theredby, simple and naive, form of dislecties, Juite often,
he rejects the dialestic for those charasteristics whieh are
attributed to the dialectic by him, liegel, for exsmple, aid
not in his ‘Logic' attenmpt to perpetuate comtradictions (at
the logical plane), If anything, he attempted to define more
rigourcusly by tracing relstions of 'identity sven in
aifference’ .28 in other words, dialectics as a vay of
thioking, maintained that contradictions exist in reality,
consequently, they manifest themselves in our understanding
of that reslity; however, it did not attemp} to coatradict
the basic canons of reasoning and dedustion, 1t is equally
strange to find that Popper who explains ‘synthesis' (in
oms section of *what is uialestic') in reference to the

24. ©.f, K. Poprr. Wﬂ&b&m. op.cit,
especially the section on 'what is alectie’,

250 c.f. MIONIO, mm' °90dt0
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OJernan term 'aufhebsn', later rejacts it for being a sinple
mathematical formulation, iLyanthesis, he argues, is not a
'product! of thesis and antithesis, tut a consequence of
critical thinking, forgetting that 'aufheben' referred not
to aggregation mut to preservation and (::auwol.l.atkm.86

A wore gystemntic eritique of dialectical theory was
provided by Hans Albert in his debate with ﬂaborm.” He
argued that an 1inability to give a detailed account of
conoepts such as, socistal totality, along with the rejection
of analytical oxperimgental methods (1.,e¢, systematic
observation and experimentation), immunised these coacepts
fromn any kind of criticisa, 1t also implied a failure to
logically analyss the conespt -. a limitation that spoks of
the non.scientific and arbitrary nature of these oconcepts
wiich were crucial for dialectical theory, Moreover, in his
opinion, Habermas was looking for an objective justification
of a practical intersst (of a spocific meaning derived
from history) which ocould not actually be substantiated
with empirical evidence, A coatimuous attempt to emphasise
the 'essential', which 1s not apparent or given through
systemeatic ;burvation, oot only mystified reality, but 1t
also provided a basis for 'irrational’ aad arbitrery

268, c.f. K. Popper, op.cit,
27. c¢.f. @A yn Kdey' n‘ngy (tranl.). op.cit,
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dacisions, The 'uyth of total reason' ultimately leads to a
totalistic society which speaks with the vaice of a prophet
and curbs individuality, The plea for total ehange linked
with the inabllity to decide the sclentificity of such a
claia vas, agccording to him, beset with dangerous
implications, After a eomplete transformation in the struoture
of the society it left on® atl a point of no returny 1,0, even
if tho regults do mot accord with the expsctations, giwven

the duration of time, it would not be possible to return to

the present stages of civilisation or the existing form of
'OciOtyo

The fesrs of this group of Positivists are, of eourse,
historically well-founded, However, it would be necessary to
nake one important differemtiation, Both Karl Popper and
H, Albert, reduce dialectical theory to Marxisu, such that
their rejection of the latter is co-termimus vith a
condemnation of the former, They do not want their methodology
to be criticised froa any sociological perspective, yet,
they are critical of dialectical theory because of ite
association with Marx .. 1.6, for the noctoiogieﬂ.
perspective that it, sometimes, upholds. Consequently, they
fall to suggest inadequaecies in the dislectical method of
anslysis -- an aspect vhich is debated upon within
Hermensutics and Phenomenology.
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Quite often, Hans Albert is critical of dlslectics
because 1t has its roots ia Hegel*s philosophy, which, in his
opinion, used eoncepts ",,,like magic words before which
opponents are supposed to lay down their weapous -.
uafortunately too early in wost cuu'"."a Such form of
reasoning would, to students of Hegel, seen tooinadequate a
basis for the rejection of Hegel's system; and the
association of dialectics with hig works would in no way be
sel fevideat of the weakness of such a method,

it is equally unfeir to suppose that dizleetical theory

rejects expsrimentation and empirical validation, ln fact,
Habermas contimially argued that such methods of analysis
may be of some importance for the social scisnosy; however,
in and by themselves they were imsufficiest, Verifiadbility
or even falsifiability was, therefore, not ruled out but he
merely attemplted to highlight the problems associated wvith
such ventures in the social sciences,

ln the Marxian circles, Bernstein, in the early
twntieth osutury, had advocated the rejection of the
dialectic as it vas a carryover frou the Hegelian system and
an impediment in the dewelopment of Marxism as a science,
Much later, Colletti argued that the method of dalectic had

28, Hans Albert, *The MNyth of Total Keason' in 1bid,
P.177.
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been used by Hegel to amaihilate matter, It vas, therefore,
an iategral part of his idealism, Marxism and any other
scientifie theory, which upheld the existence of matter,
eould not, thersfore, use that device,

Sartre, in his eritical sppraisal of Dislectical Reason,
pointed towards the proliem that ocsntred arcund the Msrxisn
conception of She dislectie.2? The superiority of the
Hegelian dialestic, in his opinion, was its ideslisa -- an
aspect for which it was rejected earlier, For Hegel, the
Movement of Being and the process of knowvledge were
imseparable, therefore, the dialectic had no need %o prowe
iteelf, Marx, on the other hand, demonstrated the
Arreducibil ity of Being to knowledge and preserved the
dialectical movement both "in Being and in Klloulﬂlc-".ao The
problea that emerged was, that if thought yas governed by
dislectical process (intsrastion between man and nature)
then one eculd mot know whether the object was modelled on
the movement of thought or vice.versa, in other words, if
the seareh for truth was to be dialectical in its methods,
hov could it be known, without resorting to.t.duu-, that
it corresponded to the movemsnt of Being. 1t was inadequate

to suggest that thought was dlalectical ‘by virtue of the

29. ¢.f, Gartre,
Moy Left Books, London, 1976,
30. ibld.’ P.23.
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objeet!, or else, that history was intelligible odly when 1t
vas understood dialectically because the crucial question
was -- 'hov is this truth to be established ?' 1f it is
suggested that we observe the actual movement and
development of the object, without prejudging the typs of
rationality that we uay encounter, we would find that it
develops in accordance wvith the principies of dialestical
theory, then there is another problem that presents itself,
1t 1s not possitle to study reality in this objective mamner
because ocur collection of facts in such an analysis would
be conditioned by our theory,

Knowliedge, for a dlalectician, is a relation between
man and nature, I1f we, then, allow the world or the object
to simply unfold itself to no one in particular, we would
coatradict the earlier assuaption, Besides, dialectics as
e basic lav of nature cannot be asoertainsd through any
verificastion, becsuse if it was deduced from any particul ar
imstance, then it would only represent a probabllity and
ant s neeessity, Engels, according %o bartrs, had reduced
the dialectic to a basic fact, a countingen? law, not
Tealising that it vas sonething that 'man prodiced by
producing himself*,
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The main thrust of Sartre's analysis is to highlight
the problems involved in deriving dialectics as s sciemtifie
forn of reasoning through the use of empiricist techniques,
1,0, from experimentating, observation, abstrastion, ete,
However, the proilem 1s that, conceptualised in this nmanner,
the dialectic becomes even more wvulnersble to the
positivist oritique, Historically, the dlalectical way of
thinking has been linked inextricably with Marxism and on
several occaslons it has bean used by them to predict the
transition to a soscialist state, and in several instances,
to defend an existing socialist state, Lukacs on several
oGcasions dismissed the empirical facts and maintained that.
'superficially* things may appsar to be so, but
' dlalectically' they were the exact opposite, 3l

1t would be necesgsary, at this juncturs, to emphasise
that the dialectic attempted to provide an al ternative to
the empirieist and positivist econception of the universe
and method of analysis, This was the form in which Hegel had
conceived the dialectic, As such, it emphasised the study
of certain aspescts that had been ovorloohd.prtvio\uly. The
need then is not to reason the absolute basis of its
scientificity (bscause the latter is partially apparent
fromr its incisive oriticism of existing methodologies) nor

31, c.f. Kolakowski, Main Current of Marxism, Yol.All,
op.ait, p.306.
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is it %o justify the extent to vhich prediction caa bs
predicated on it (for nothing could be more fareign to the
mothod of dialestiss than an attempt te provide 'law like
gomeralisaticns? ); but to be avare of the specific yet,
1limited purpose that the dialectic seeks to serve,
Dialectics provides a sest of cautionary guidelines which
ought to bs fallowed in any analysis of the sccial reality,
(In this respect, the development of dislectic is far from
comnlete, ) It does not, however, provide ready nnde ansvers
or simple sclutions, but, trus ¢o ite spirit, it emphasises
the negative aspect, 1t inculoites crivicel reflection of
the context and of sil foras of existing ratiomality aad
sclentificity, Diolectics, tharefore, represecnts *,,,both

¢ Uype of rationulity and the Wanscsudence of all types of
retiouality , B

2. Sertre, oy.cit., p.0L.
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