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§ 79

In terns of form, the logical domain has three sides: (o)
the abstract side or that of the understanding, (p) the dialectical
or negatively rational side (p) the speculative or positively
rational side.
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These three sides do not constitute three parts of logic,
had are moments of every properly logical content [Moments
jades logisch — Reellen], that is to say, of every concepts or
everything true in general.

§ 80

(0)Thinking as understanding does not budge beyond the
firm determinateness [of what is entertained] and distinctness
over against others. A limited abstraction of this sort counts for
it as self-standing and [as having] being [as fiir sich bestehend
and seined]

§ 81

(B)The dialectical movment is the self-sublation of such
finite determination by themselves and their transition into their
opposite

§ 82

(n) The speculative or positively rational grasps the
unity of the determinations in their oppositions, the affirmative
that is contained in their dissolution and their passing over into
something else. (Hegel 1975, 125-132)
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1. Bg» addw (the Abstract stage, or that of the
understanding)

2. coecEBn Bedlm®ws ¢ddws (the dialectical, or
that of negative reason)

3. w@edmsen 803 (the speculative, or that of positive
rason)
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@200 wBmd6 (being). @imd ¢y @8 @205 @EIWE
0w DEns’ ©. B8ed O a5 DB 8y HOB ENOD EEIWES
gm0 YRDedide RBOD ¢dIw OB wdIcs RE D€ l. o®
8HDICE DO YIS O gmd OB53 O BB 82535
emel. 2530e¢ Critique of Pure Reason zaSBedd ‘The Pure
Concept of the Understanding of Catagories’ »® om0
gdeaided ©elbd e O 8w OB, e®n 530
&w Prolegomena to any Futre Metaphysics &¢ ‘Trurscendental
Table of the Concepts of the Understanding’ eces »® =06 ai.
@® ¢8O @E w1ecS3es’ P BB g ©ebd wra (3x4)
O Je®s . 8 (Tatality) ©208 (Unity) e (Plurality)
©BDNCHS eC®O ©om ar. 8 (Limitation) 9208
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@GO (Reality) o Sedma (Negation) @m0 e$icos
eRHO e0v® aw. BOE e®wn &8s »J 83ed »I1sVed
e®® o1 MR BEed ¢t edms 8o OOL®m@ =0
exBaen P ¢. Ve®s © Bdeded Buwhn e ¢rw
eBoE yd» meg ¢. 0BG BEedevs’ edmed O e
D508 yBewedc O (Unity of opposites) ece ofes .
BEeded 8In@u cueemBm o0 (non-dialectical) =3
38 e, 9153008 0wl BEeded yBBedim dBemy®
ORTESes’ . 0® B eB¥oE Bded od digws, gBoicwm
€32 83HDICB BB HBSD oS @wigd OB . DHESS &g
&30 @RNeWIBWIS @5 EVOEDIZ) (BEREDE EEE @G
otesl e®® HP3D @Be ©. (BeESHmed e®® JSwo
202083 e»®OE D85 DedDm$ WOBIEsS wD eIcEO .

Of course, the tradic form must not be regarded as
scientific when it is reduced to a lifeless schema, a mere shadow,
and when scienctific organization is degraded into a table of
terms. (Hegel 1977, 29)

BeCRBBDed Hi3D gumaBn Bexisi@n O @Rl OB
@R B. (BECRBRDeE Fi3d 110wl EDW . eBOEO
820 cBeCEBRme 8§50 ¢1aBeBs3 9mie e @00, 0O
e®»doces (Synthesis) w3 990855 @0@® @O 8o e@Be®S.
eBoE0 50 BB adessd 3wdIceO S B&6 emwSa.
Den® ew»dices pe DED @dled wowdm asvion O»
80 ® WEB wod WO We® @eHIOE FTHEOD .
CBERSBDE @Lnld mEE WOBIes’ YRBDedim ®»o®I ;
e8ebmwns’ (Surplus) ®0®r ¢. @® amd wvdices a8 »>®
CBeCBBDE 8t ki, ceeCEEB®BEO Dicw, BDICE €3t L3DIED
B I8» wpes R 88 cueEEBm 8edid @. ¢BeRESR™B
B3m@w®0 (method) e®3 e OxwwmO (formal structure)
@m0y B3O ¢ecB® Jedid ¢. creCEBmed (@ 01w
BedLms B0 §iid 5:8m D59es 000D, ¢BeREEHme (@
B0 ® @b e¢sies’ ged®rlears’iDed ©. sBuben §0 SrowmO
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£38.

e»®EwIE) so@30w (Absolute) 5:8m aimiBon S
@000, 800G @B53 ® MOBO 1w R ©cl. CBeRFED
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OBN D® D@ eSS Sedide. ©ieBO@O
e . Oa g deens’ 8 . On D o
CREREED® 3D mUmeS 850 9ODE 5:8m Oz emned.
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SBNBo DOB;  ©hedicensS. (EeRBB®E ©t0RcH® BDE
IRNEO DB DS YT G ©IRNICH® pE BI®D &S
BNBO@ exned. exvcE Phenomenology of Spirit maSed
230000¢»e® e8I ®1 ¢BeCEB® demdwr: »IE.

The bud disappears in the bursting forth of the blossom,
and one might say that the former is refuted by the latter:
simillary, when the fruit appears, the blossom is shown up in
its turn as a false manifestation of the plant, and the fruit now
emerges as the truth of is instead. (Hegel 1977, 02)
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T O ©F, 000909 ED B 0B Bt
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D0 @008, & 0DRNDO eBOE B WOBes 35w
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gm0 @0ewi090 @O @S ¢ eed. 838 wrwiey ©soI®
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e300z DB @ B3O @20ed.  (BeRBRWE BoEB@
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@R EIRWBO uB3de S Yot ¥ BuEE si@si®ed v
C15053 @Rt e®B8 w(EBe gr ©. 0® 3D creCEER®E g’
D305 D5 ® ecw B@® N @B ©10enIBD, DT
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5. eode BEAL ¢® @(8eds’ (weCEBDw

evoced Science of Logic miBed d» wode 8gac
¢»® (The Doctrine of Essence) e»oGwizy coecmBme
8Dei) WS OB a8 wum geig «. Science of Logic
B OB ©@EmHEE Daews Do OSSO
(Being), esoces (Essence). eomGeses (Concept) o coecmSm
BRTIDD B, BD BT COE B e B¢ »BEiow (givennes
of things). e®® e¢» ¢ PFFOw B V8. wdd ES
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¢ BB endO evgey. ©@®G HVOWIBG CarB®IBIE I €0
(0OBOB) e eRE® Oy Otes’ ©. o® BEIQeEDS IO
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@@ ey ePOE w@eumsens (Speculation) ewdszn »O&.
‘Specualtion’ sslem8 £“6®x3 Do  Spekulation . 853
DO O53es’d speculum ©. 98 o3c© ‘BEIQ B3®’ (mirror)
BB ¢ GBS © 08 ewke® ®1dn ol ecdvs’ dnsie O
8E3q BB w» gbderd. D eRHSs YIe DEWIS
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Dme e Ode B 0edc® QWO 0® 3¢
©sOedmsens ©nrg) OO0 8ged. ©wo@udmens’ el
O et D TInuilbads Btmmens’ Oo1ede wewo
e®w ©wulssn »OA. wOedent e (BERHSD
B8l eldE D anwItd g Bewedigs e3o® .

ePBOE caan@Imne D8 ey 06 De®mId
Boewusdn ecs @0e0B8. @88 crn@imae we@uned
OO ©30@BDeE eBDwe-gelinme e ©B8. B0 esy®
©0OEmed ® 00088 eEE eBI® v g AL e@BE Bwed.
BOEDG 1Y @0t aYBEH0D Drens’ BRIBW & Bedm
0008 eBOE ©»cd. ©wOsme (Whole) 50 eBdodE o
@5 OG 0005302 (essential) ws¥s . @0 eI
053053 0® wOEHE emd «©. e ¢ (appearance)
OB3es ©w@EmG WOW @ @0 s OB RGO
(unityin principle) ©@@me @08, ccovden oG anss, ar@BE
B ¢aRn®1 @0t TDRCL WOesd @Soe »® @
OBs ©. @80u elm wHODE HOB. wide gdrd8m e
230 050853, O3 gOrd8m eRL eBem @¢wd 3OS S
0OEHES. & emdnned ewecsies’ ‘mediacy’ @z DOmE .
0® e 30N O OISO DB @¢wE ®IVBG S OB
@G B O® DOBB @0y Bed. ©1EE @dcl »@®sied Hegel
(1975) »maBed e®edd ¢F308.

We come to Essence by rellecting on Being. (Taylor
1975, 258)
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3500 ®0BE DO 0D BHBEO Hed® DG GE.
@88 8edies’ wiimd OB ¢c®® 0 I8 @D ¢ O
@O83 @18 83006 20000 053 BT . BB dDaews’ BEIR)
O ecw (reflection) w® gouEnd wovem B8EIYDS. DG
@0cl »d 00 e®et Bud.

We must also understand this external observable reality
as emanating from essence. (Taylor 1975, 258)

Oews’ Cdedr BOmsencs gnBEIm0 300053 B’
0% CR8. 00D mDEsOs e®etd ¢Da.

Underlying necessity posits (setzt) this observed as
something external...external reality as posited by the substrate.
(Taylor 1975, 259)

e®8s BoedslerS =nEOPB? @BS  sCobmme
BBYOOB WO PINED GBIHO DE®B 0. Ogews’
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2800w D @, OB YRGB OB WOBIES FDED
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eRe SBnmn 0. 38 BowE e3o® EEewmen’ sl .

I® gOrd8n OnBORs »Hd @2B0e e¥vBwin
CBECTBDeE B NEOS. @dsd8nm Reds ReIB
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mediated knowledge ege @58, csecEBne Suienm
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2008 R 0®53 ® EDHE ©cw: BINBG IO CTOD
OB D ©. ©® @B abdwd ‘reflect’ wlm eved. ©®®
BBBEe®53 w0 cugwens SCO0 OxSusiz S3@0 ‘postulate’,
‘posited’, ‘inferred’ s 0 ex¥wE positing reflection, external
reflection, determining reflection daews’ ¢Bed» §30ewss
80D ded PO @rNDoeHE eeb.

6. @DDBNDG, EDHE B IBOJIDG

eNOE IO Bt Bw® 63:® DHBHED © @
Dnens’ ©F. F10 B8O 0@ 5080w arD. P01 a@m0 Daewss
2003 BBe® OO . EFHBBHOE BERT DEG
GG 95000 colbnBm 0w @¢lns’ e aCtdedioCed
53> Bu® npe ©dd I . @ ed»EDR winScs
e 0O 200 ® eds D»D O OB FBIBIBOEES S
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DN Be®c HsdOm D DedpnedS. mim @iednas
@B e abdgmBsn . ©&hma E A=A o3 g
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@¢OC OB 0d»Ede® ¢. 0@83xs Bwedesd @ d&End®
BB 37 OB ed&D® Drewds 8 @ikl eOD
gm0 85 ecOE DEO (B BT @D BIBDBOE IBO®
RO @ B08wided gm0 35 O¢ BH®IDE &SOm
BTG @. Dol HBHO BHHIDE @0Pe® RCHDE
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@ X » Y 90 6@530 05350 Y ouim X 98z 0dmed
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a5 00853 edmed Be® FJwidBwS ©. o® 50 sl BN
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difference). ®mws @ amBDOG BEL ©BC emdes »o
dned 880 umiBousied dwnpeds’ 38 & . gmsa,
BB, B, O @8 00080 Bds Oeds’ ©BBBBI
eI EOBOS D(D. OmBue ¢z Jr gd BRACDE .
BDDHBOBO ¢ee GERUOG 0BoE wmn wos3ess Sicence of
Logic maBed ‘Essence’ em0ee8 ©. 0®88 edocE Sx3mm
Bu®c e mbmmtned Bow 9 ammumn Hoe®c
D000 @ »08. @88ediOE cBemidnm mime dnewns’
HENOBILN BEBHE DE BB BBOG as3mbom .
N Bu®ewrs’ eoc O Bwieewm A=A enf A=~ ~ A «.
eBoOcE 0® a0 B®n A0 @08, DBOens @50
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8880008 Bu®ewsd Bwigees A w» ~A O B0 wons Do
@S O 6. ePoE ®Ls BEIC Bu®ws © ¢ 0 I3
(something is either A or not A, there is no third) (Hegel 1969,
438). @ @ 96 02005350 amd O S 20 @8z
Bwe1ed. e¥oEed dedbmn d5ies’ 0® Bdmm Be® @f)esd)
(defective) @8» 000 O D . @RS @DERIVED
B @D . 0® amd A=A ¥ bl wones s©8s.
eBOCE @88 O WIB3es’ BE1® BB®BDET B35 g0
(other) ¢80 e3@emDG S BEO@Iers O D .

eNOGE g Bu®ws y&E» OB evm 0
&0 53053 Besen §eb®w (low of contradiction) . e0®gco&m
Gebes 250 X om0 Y »® 88» cwsens @y Y ©0»
C8eedld Beddmws O 80 8edn @0, &1BE evBGO
Oz DO EIE B0 BY @I IO @D IO @D ERCS.
028 e@1eni eIE 0 DO ges e®iewIer On) 00
Be @y @. Ve®r ® "w®briy Dadtmae oEim DwIcnXs
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Everything is inherently contradictory...there is nothing
is contradictory ... (Hegel 1969, 439)

Be3oDocs B3® @O redhn Creenc:s 0SS
Be30D08 @200 B @0@(B DS e@B53 Bued.

Be30d0cs  eBOEWIT CeRESmed Rbe®w w;
Bfmmeds «dilbdeds GeAbes ©. 0008xs wHym
BDDEOBEE Cowd 8. 0®8 Beodocs @zm Bedme
@ 93 edbded Diwma @. womed (Being) Sedwmeo
(Nothing) aes3® (Non-Being) eces erfoE of. ©®®
BesonE  GRrIbOw et B e®d g dULm®
e08. 5@ @ddw ©19® (conflict) yBBediies (opposition)
&8 BedLms ©®0wI e ¢ddus edn 05 o8, d5®
2oEBwS $O ed&hm eRe D 0d. Ben® acwe:s O8
alds @R ostes’ 98 gBBGIERL acwe DES 6. Berdme
0w gBdedice B® ecum dELmess UG ed. edmes
e avmumde Science of Logic ¢ e®edd ¢80 g, 0®®
B3 EHOE@IZT) CBECHRE @B30® O(BO0 B @Ig®
B3 @G OB HBG. O3 g CBOE.

Father is the other of son, and son the other of father,
and each only is as this other of the other; and at the same time,
the one determination only is, in relation to the other; their
being is a single subsistence. The father also has an existence
of his own apart from the son-relationship; but then he is not
father but simply man; just as above and beow, right and left,
are each also a reflection-into-self and re something apart from
their relationship, but then only places in general, Opposites,
therefore, contain contradiction in so far they are, in the same
respect negatively related to one another to one another or
sublate each other and are indifferent to one another. (Hegel
1969, 441)
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