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· Chara!ders des Gegenstande~f' therns!ls.'m und dem lnhalt des Wissens als MaB­
slllb gegenilbergesteUt werden Jean.'!.• · · · .. 

The questio" "Why H~gel? Why Now?" hu bMI posed In a quite controve..Sial · 
way by P.AYA DUNh\'E\'!:XAYA, the Russl.an·bom !v'.andsl and former secretary to LooN 

TRotSKY. Her s!"~d!' ol LEm>rs Phi//)$(!pl:iall Nolillooks and r.iwl'$ 1844 Manuscripts in 
the 1940's, l>~th of which she was !he first to trsnslste Into Eng!ish, as well a5 her 
·own analysis at thal time ofSrAUN'S Rnss!a.!lll "lotalitwn stnte capitalism" became. 
the jumping off point for her serious grappling with' !lege! In the 19SO's.t Her' 
experien<es since then in the U.S. labor, Black, antlw~r ond women's Ubemlion 
rimvements; aiu! her dll'Cct contnct with Tllird Worid revoiutions in Airicit and., ... , .. ,,., ... ,.'""' 
Asia have formed Ll,e political humus for her very Original "Mandst humanist" · 
synthesis of Hegel, MAR.' and LENt~ on dialedic. This humaillst and Hegelian Mar· 
xism ~comes in tum a vantage point f:om which to assess aiticaUy the new social 
movements since the 1950's and l%0's. 

' Natilrlich stellt sich 1\lr den heutigen 1..-.or die Frage, "'ie Hegelslch die Strukr.1r kogni· 
ti'o·er Beziehungen genauer vorgesteiH hat. Eine Reihe von !nt~ressanten Oberlegungen fin· 

· dell sich bel K. Cromtr: BemtJtungm zu Htgtls Btgrilf wm Btwufltstin in dt:" Einftitung zur PhA· 
nom,.olog!< dts GristlS. In: S.minor. Dialekllk l~ der i'hllo:opbie Hegels (oben, Anm. l) 
300 ff. Sicher bedarf der Sachverhdt wellerer Kl!rung. - Btl vfflehle<lonen Autoren flndel 
sich Jie Tcndenz, Hegeloche Untmcheidungen [oder Unterscheldungsvmuche) mltteb 
anaioger Vorstellungen bei Husser! (namentlich In den :Inn/ und In !l•n l..agisd:tn U•tmu· 
chung'" II. I) zu ertiurem. - I~ Ermonge!ung b<ssertr Er'.luterungen wire es wcl\1 zu lwt, 
von einer Erkiarung nach dem Prinzip ,obscurum per obscurlus' zuoprechen. lnaoiiBt ;tch 
nicht iibenehon, daR bestinunt< Probleme bei llu55erl Hlblt olfenbtribon. (Wenn Theur.b­
'''" (334) Jen Begrilf ole> vcllen Notlila ~nter !!ekurs •uf die l.Dt!hdlm IJntnwdoungm 1/, i, 
(400) nicht bloB a!s .Gegenstand, welcher lntendlert lsi", rondrm .oo wlr tr lntend!ert lsi" 

·in E."'inn.::!"un; brln;~, :o wAre e:.g!e!chenr~n W!chtig, ~-=-r: tu efi-"-~ ... ~ Hn~ h·~ 
den l.ogischrn U11tmuchungn• den Tran.....,ndel!ten GtgO'flltand und den lntonlloNion Ge­
genstand idenlifaziert (425), diese Auflassung In den Idmr IS 891edoch revit!lorteo dtr trans­
"""dente llaum kann abhrennen, das Nocma itlngege:1 nkhl. - Oft Rokurs ani Huuerls 
Horizont·lkgriff SL"eint hingegen glilddlch. 1-'Jer Win! auct. elne Analop!.e zur.modemen 
Unterscheidung zwis<.+e:t Faklen-Kenntnts und Hlntersmndswtuen gr.,-~>en. h•·~ 
scheint die A~nahr.te e!nes Erldlrunll"wertes ~er H...,.rbche~ llnterschcldungtn f!lr diO . 
tlege!-lnterpret•tion aber auch einen Entscllekl be.tQg!!ch d.r Noema·!Contrr.vcrse bel 0. 
Follesdal, G. KQng und R. S<lkoillwolcl voraussctzen zu mQ,..n. - FOr tl..,. Dil!<uso!Dn wa­
terer Aspekte dieser Fragest.Uung d•rt lch aui melnen Kom...,t<r zur ,Eir.ltitung' tltr Flrli!O­

.mcmlogit dts GtisttS ve~iset\, di'r 1987 bei Redam e:l'!':hcl.nen wlrd. 
' For the full background see her <-ollected papeni: Tht /!JI'i" Du""Y<"'-!rr)v Coll«<ion (mJao. 

film). Delroit I!Jil<l. · 
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des Wissens a1s Mal>' 

K. Anderson: Wriilngs of R. oUI1llyevsloija 

T:~ b~ sure, she see5 Hegel's central conl.ribution to be his dialectk of ~.fteetiolll" 
or of "nega.:ivity". But where other Marxists such as her friend and rolleaglie M,u. 
CUSE, or LUXAcs,held ihal Hegel gives up fteedom and negativi!y at lite stage of hi!l 
"absolutes•, and thus grotmded their "Hegelian~ Marxism on earlier stages of his .. 
dialectic, DlmA'I'EVSr.AYA plunges directly into Hegel's ab5olutl!5. :- whether_ir• the 
Plrerwnrenology of Spirit, the Scitna of f..cgic or the Philosophy of Spirit- as. the source. 
of her own •rev~lutlonary dialectics". She grounds her Marxist humanism in what 
:;!':: !:::r.s ".:!:r..cl:.:t~ nc~tivit"'j :;:; new· ~gfr~"t!.tig". !n !t:r !97~ p~p~ ~:en~~ t.c 
the Hegel Sociely of America, she begins by quoting Hegel's Science of Logic on the 
absol:.t!e idea containing "the highest opposition in itself".' · 

·As early as 1958, she had elaborated this view in relationship to political ferment 
in Easrem E=pe. when she wrote: "Until the development of the tO'.alitarion 
state the. philosophic foundation of Matxism was not fully unde:stood" because 
"we live in an age of absolutes - on the threshold of absolute freedom out of the 
struggie again~! absolute tyranny."' · 

llut the full development of her concept of "Hegel's absolutes as new begin-. 
.,.; .. .,_.." ,.,._....,. :,.. \. ... ~,_..:-.; __ ., :- t.l.o..,. 1il'7tv ... At._., ...1: ... - ... _...: __ H-1..--1.,._ ---..: • ..: .... --
40&o~tr" -··· ..... , ...... n••··~'b"' .......... "''' ...... ,. • .,. .• wlo70. ... .,, .... 6 · a"""":'""""'" u,.;&"u•nr ~ 
new beginning" in both the Phenomenology of Spirit and the Scicnct of Logic, her 
PhilOSDphy and P.e!>'llution (1973) then turns to the conclusion of the Encyclopedia, on 
absolute spirit, paragraph 577: "Finally, we are at 'the ultimate', the final syllo­
gism. 'Suddenly' the sequence is broken ... not only does Lcgic not be,ome th'~ 
mediating·:gent; Logic is replaced by the self-thinking Idea ... the self-movem~nt 
is cea>'!less." (41 '742)4 She writes further that: "The revolt that erupted in East 
~rnlilil)'_ ir, 1953 cind Came lu a -:Hmax iii ihe I limgatian RoevoluHun ·w~:; ii'iicula· 
ted also in new pvint> of departure in theory ... It was as if the • Absolute Univer· 
sal', .instead of b-eing a beyond, an abstraction, was concret~ and everywher~." 
(45) It is this part of Hegel that she finds the most "actual": "In Hegel's Absolutes 
there is embedded, though in abstract form, the fully developed 'social individu­
al', to use MARX'S phrase, and what Hegel called individuality 'purified of aU that 
interfen!d with its universalism, i. e., freedom itself.' Freedom, to Hegel, ,was not 
only his point of departure; it was also his point of return. This was the bridge not· 
only to MARX and LEN,,, but to th2 freedom struggles of our day." (43) 

DuNAYEVSt:AYA is well aware that even MAP.X "did not think" that it was "possible 
for anoth~r age to make a new beginning upon Hegel's Absolutes"-(45). But MARX 
did not, she argues, live in an age of tot•litarianism el!'.erging out of post·revolu­
tionarJ societies, specificall)' Sti.linis! Russia. Th•t is our problematic today how-

2 See R.· D:ll..,yrnlll'p: Htgtl's Absoluft /dt11 as Ntw Btxinning. ln. Art and l.ogir in Htgd's 
Phil..-Aphy. Ed by W. SteinkraU!I•nd 1(. Schmitz. New jersey •nd SaS<x 1980 •. 163-175. . 

' ll. Du~,.., Mamsm lmd Frmlom. From 1776 Until Today. New jersey and Sussex 
1982 (1958). 21, 23. Tn:o preface to lhi-5 wurk was written by H. Marcu..-.e. 

' R. Du,.~!USI.rya: Philtm;hy and Rtvolution. From liegeltc Sartre •nd from ~1;,;x to Mao. 
N•w je""y and Sus;ex 1982 (!973). See aloo the German transbHon: Algtbta dtr Rtvo/utian. 
Wicn 198i. Pigir.dtio:t in paren~es.es is to the 1982 Engllr.h edlf!on. -
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ever, wliich necessitates a new look at Hegel: "What Hegel ~d shown were the '· 
dangers i'lht'~i"'t [nth~ Fren~h revoluti~n~ Whith did nnt·end in the-lr.illeaJ~m.-,~--. 
TI1c diaiectic disclo~ that lite counter-revolution b wit/ii;; the --···-
greatest d1ollenge that man has ever had to face. • (287) Her most ttcent books, 

·Rosa Luxtmlmf8,· Women's Ub<ra:i<m •nd Marx's Philowphy of.Rtvolulion_ (19.82)_and .c 
W:m::::'s Lik.,.Uon G;;d tht Diszla:iiii uj ReVolUrioii (1985j ri&vi! further COnci'etizEdthe 
concept of "ab-.clute negativity as new beginning" for areas of.colllem;>oiT.ty con· 
cern in Mancist and feminist thro'Y. · , . 

How is all <~f this tc.bc as5essed? Several U. S; Hegel scholars such as touzs 
Ou!'P.£ and GEORCE ARMS!RONG Y..w.v have argued that DuNAYEVSKAYA is very 11early 

"subve:ting";Hegel by substituting for Hegel's dialectic •en unchained dialectic"· 
(KEU.Y). KatY"S comments and her spirited rejoinder on both Hegel and rontempo. 
rary politics are exce:pted in DuN.\YE\"SKAYA'S 1982 introduction to the second Eng· 
!ish ediiiQn of Philosophy •nd Revolution. 

Kevin Ande1110n (Chicago) 


