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THE RISE OF ORACULAR



PHILOSOPHY



CHAPTER 11: ARISTOTLE.



THE ROOTS OF



HEGELIANISM In some of Plato's latest writings,



we can



find an echo of the



political events in Athens, of the consolidation of democracy. It seems that even Plato began to doubt whether some form of



democracy had not come to stay. In Aristotle, we find indications that he did not doubt any longer. Although he is nc friend of democracy, he accepts it as unavoidable, and is ready compromise with the enemy. Readiness to compromise is one of the outstanding characteristics ot Ansfolle^ encyclogaed^c_jvmtingsr They show no



to



trace ot the"~tragic~lind stirring conflict that is the motive of Plato's work. Instead of penetrating insight and bold thought,



we



find dry systematization and the love, shared by so many mediocre writers of later times, for settling any question whatever by issuing a sound and balanced judgement which does '



*



that is to say, by elaborately and solemnly ; This exasperating tendency which is systemais one of tized in Aristotle's famous doctrine of the mean the sources of his so often quite pointless criticism of Plato *. An example of Aristotle's lack of intuition, in this case of historical intuition (he also was a historian), is the fact that he



justice to



everybody



missing the point.



'



c



acquiesced in the apparent democratic consolidation just when had been superseded by the imperial monarchy of Macedon a historical event which happened to escape rjis notice. Aristotle, who whs, as his father had been, a courtier at the Macedonian



it



;
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chosen by Philip to be the teacher of Alexander the Great, seems to have underrated these men and their plans ; Aristotle was perhaps he thought he knew them too well. having dinner with Monarchy without being aware of it ', is 2 Gomperz's appropriate comment. He Aristotle's thought, js entirely (iomijiated by Plato's. followed his great teacher a,s glosely as his inartistic temperament permitted, not .only in his general political outlook but practically everywhere. So he endorsed, and systematized,, Plato's naturalis3 Some men are by nature free, and tic theory of slavery court,



*



,



'



:



and



opportune as well own, but another's, Hellenes do not like to call themis by nature a slave. The slave selves slaves, but confine this term to barbarians. free women is totally devoid of any faculty of reasoning (while In of some minor a Aristotle little have just very it). points others slaves as just



...



;



for the latter, slavery is is by nature not his



A man who .



.



.



.



'



slightly mitigates Plato's theory of slavery, and duly censures his teacher for being too harsh : he just cannot resist the opportunity for a compromise, not even if it is a compromise with the



liberal tendencies of his time,



provided they are moderate and



balanced.



But the theory of slavery is only one of Plato's many political by Aristotle. Especially his theory of the we know it, is modelled upon the. theories and his version throws considerable of the Republic and the Laws on Best State is a compromise between Plato's. Aristotle's light a sound and balanced Platonic thjcee things, aristocracy, a and some democratic ideas but feudalism has the feudalism ideas to be adopted Best State, as far as



;



e



'



;



;



best of



With



the democrats, Aristotle holds that all citizens should have the right to participate in the government. But this,



it.



of course,



is



not meant to be as radical as



it



sounds, for



once that not only slaves but all members of the producing classes are excluded from citizenship. Thus he teaches with Plato that the working classes must not rule



Aristotle explains at



and the ruling



classes must not work, nor earn any money. Only hunting, war, (But they are supposed to have plenty.) and similar hobbies are considered worthy of the feudal rulers



;



they possess land, but fear



of any form of



must not work



money



it



earning,



themselves. i.e.



of



all



Aristotle's



professional



than Plato's. Plato had used the term banausic 4 Jo describe a plebeian, abject, or depraved state of mind. Aristotle extends the disparaging use of tfie term activities, goes eveot further '



'
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3



which are not pure hobbies. In fact, very near to our use of the term profes-



so as to cover



all interests



his use of the



term



'



is



in the sense in which it disqualifies in ', more especially an amateur competition, but also in the sense in which it applies For Aristotle, to any specialized expert, such as a physician. every form of professionalism means a loss of caste. A feudal 5 must never take too much interest in gentleman, he insists or art science. There are also some liberal any occupation, a to arts which that is arts, say, gentleman may acquire, but a For if he takes too much to certain degree. always only sional



,



'



.



.



interest in them, then these evil effects will follow ', namely, he will become proficient, like a professional, and lose caste, This is Aristotle's idea of a liberal education, the idea, unfortunately not yet obsolete 6 of a gentleman's education, as opposed tc the education of a slave, or of a professional man. It is in the same vein when he repeatedly insists that {hj^filSJL principle Aristotle's admiration and deference o $11_ action is leisure 7 for the leisured classes seems to be the expression of a curious It seems that the son of the Macedonian feeling of uneasiness. court physician was troubled by the question of his own social position, and especially by the possibility that he might lose caste because of his own scholarly interests, which might be ,



'



'



.



Gomperz



One is tempted to believe ', says that he feared to hear such denunciations from '



considered



professional. '



8 ,



It is indeed strange to see that one his aristocratic friends of the greatest scholars of all times, if not the greatest, does not wish to be a professional scholar. He would rather be a .' Aristotle's feelings of dilettante, and a man of the world .



.



.



inferiority have, c



still



perhaps,



'



another



and besides the



basis,



besides his



own



he was, unorigin, professional a even doubtedly, (he taught rhetoric). professional sophist For with Aristotle, Platonic philosophy gives up her great From this moment, it could aspirations, her claims to power. continue only as a teaching profession. And since hardly anybody but the feudal aristocrats had the money and the leisure for studying philosophy, all that philosophy could aspire to was to become an annex to the traditional education of a gentleman. With this more modest aspiration in view, Aristotle finds it very c



fact that



'



necessary to persuade the feudal gentleman that philosophical speculation and contemplation may become a most important '



part of. their good and the 'most refined



life



',



since



it



is



the happiest and noblest one's time, if one



method of whiling away
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not occupied with political intrigues or by war. It is the best way of spending one's leisure, since, as Aristotle puts it, 9 ., would arrange a war for that purpose nobody is



'



c



.



.



plausible to assume that such a courtier's philosophy will tend to be optimistic, since it will hardly be a pleasant It



is



pastime otherwise. And indeed, in its optimism lies the one important adjustment made by Aristotle in his systematization and vulgarization 10 of Platonism. Plato's sense of drift had expressed itself in his theory that all change, at least in certain all change is degeneration. cosmic periods, must be for the worse Aristotle's theory admits of changes which are improvements thus change may be progress. Plato had taught that all develop;



;



ment



starts



from the



its



Form



or Idea, so that in the degree in perfection



original, the perfect



the developing thing must lose



changes and in which its similarity to the original This theory was given up by his nephew and But Aristotle successor, Speusippus, as well as by Aristotle. as too censured Speusippus' arguments far, since they going a towards evolution general biological higher forms. implied was to the much-discussed evoluAristotle, it seems, opposed n But the peculiar tionary biological theories of his time optimistic twist which he gave Platonism was an outcome of It was based upon the idea of a biological speculation also.



which



it



decreases.



.



final cause.



According to



Aristotle,



one of the causes of any movement



or change is the final cause, or the end towards which the movement aims. In so far as it is an aim or a desired end, the final It follows from this that some good may not is also good. the be starting point of a movement (as Plato had taught, only and as Aristotle admitted 12 ) but that some good must also stand



cause



And this is particularly important for anything that at its end. has a beginning in time, or, as Aristotle puts it, for anything The Form or essence of anything developing that comes into being. is identical with the purpose or end or final state towards which it we obtain after in Thus of disAristotle's all, develops. spite claimer, something very closely resembling Speusippus' adjustment of Platonism. The Form or Idea, which is still, with Plato, considered to be good, stands at the end, instead of the beginning. This characterizes Aristotle's substitution of optimism for pessimism. Aristotle's teleology,



change



as



its



i.e.



final cause,



is



his stress



upon the end or^im



an expression of



his



of



predominantly



CHAPTER biological
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It influenced by Plato's biological is by Plato's extension of his theory of justice For Plato did not confine himself to teaching



interests.



theories 1S ,



and



also



to the universe.



that each of the different classes of citizens has



its



natural place



in society, a place to which it belongs and for which it is naturally fitted ; he also tried to interpret the world of physical bodies



He



their different classes or kinds on similar principles. tried to explain the weight of heavyjbodies, like stones, or earth, and their tendency to fall, as well as the tendency of air and to fire to rise, by the assumption that thw^strive to retain, or



and



by theuJBjd.^ Stones and earth because they strive to be and earth are, wher^jj^BjTstories and where they belong, in the JB^^^^B f nature ; air and fire rise because they strive to b^wOT^^Kand fire (the heavenly 14 bodies) are, and where they belongJBM^ust order of nature This theory of motion appealed -to^the zoologist Aristotle ; it combines easily with the theory of final causes, and it allows an explanation of all motion as being analogous with the canter of horses keen to return to their stables. He deyeloped^it, as regain, the place inhabitated fall



.



Everything if removed |rorn " *-< has a tendency to return to it. Apart from these alterations, Aristotle's version of Plato's essentialism shows only unimportant differences. Aristotle of Plato he the does not that unlike conceive insists, course, Forms or Ideas as existing apart from sensible things. But in his



its



famous theory



of^nqtural^laces.



own naturaT place



so far as this difference



is



important,



it is



closely connected with



the adjustment in the theory of change. For one of the main points in Plato's theory is that he must consider the Forms or essences or originals (or fathers) as existing prior to, and therefore apart from, sensible things, since these move further and further



away from them.



>Aristotle



makes



sensible things



move towards



their final causes or ends, 'and these he identifies 15 with their Forms or essences. And as a biologist, he assumes that sensible



things carry potentially within themselves the seeds, as it were, of their final states, or of their essences. This is one of the reasons why he can say that the Form or essence is in the thing, not,



Plato said, prior and external to it. Thus for Aristotle, c the realization (or actualization ') of some of the potentialities inherent in the essence of a thing 16 as



movement or change means



,



for example, an essential potentiality of a piece of timber, can float on water, or that it can burn$ these potentialities remain* inherent in its essence even if it should never float 01 It



is,



that



it
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if it does, then it realizes a potentiality, and thereby moves. Accordingly, the essence, which embraces or changes all the potentialities of a thing, is something like its internal source of change or motion. This Aristotelian essence or Form,



But



burn.



this



*



formal



'



or



*



'



final



therefore practically identical



is



cause, c



'



*



'



and this identification is or soul nature with Plato's Nature ', he writes 17 in corroborated by Aristotle himself. the Metaphysics, belongs also to the same class as potentiality for it is a principle of movement inherent in the thing itself.' On the other hand, he defines the soul as the first entelechy of a living body ', and since entelechy ', in turn, is explained as the Form, or the formal cause, considered as a motive force 18 we arrive, with the help of this somewhat complicated terminothat logical apparatus, back at Plato's original point of view the soul or nature is something akin to the Form or Idea, but inherent in the thing, and its principle of motion. (When Zeller ;



*



'



;



e



*



'



c



,



:



c



praised Aristotle for his definite use and comprehensive development of a scientific terminology 19 , I think he must have felt '



'



'



but the comprehena bit uneasy in using the word definite siveness is to be admitted, as well as the most deplorable fact that Aristotle, by using this pretentious jargon, fascinated only ' so that, as Zeller puts it, for thousands too many philosophers ;



;



of years he showed philosophy her way '.) Aristotle, who was a historian of the more encyclopaedic He adhered type, made no direct contribution to historicism. to a more restricted version of Plato's theory that floods and other recurring catastrophes destroy the human race from time to time, leaving only a few survivors. 20 But he does not seem, apart from



this,



historical trends.



to



have interested himself in the problem of this fact, it may be shown here



In spite of



how his



theory of change lends itself to historicist interpretations, and that it contains all the elements needed for elaborating a



grandiose historicist



philosophy.



(This



opportunity was



not



Three historicist doctrines which fully exploited before Hegel.) directly follow from Aristotle's essentialism may be distinguished. a person or a state develops, and only by way of to know anything about its hidden, 21 a of essence' use This Hegel's undeveloped (to phrase ). doctrine leads later, first of all, to the adoption of a historicist method ; that is to say, of the principle that we can obtain any knowledge of social entities or essences only by applying the (i)



its



Only



if



history,



historical



'



can we get



method, by studying



social changes.



But the tioctrine



CHAPTER leads further



(especially



II



ARISTOTLE



I



7



when connected with



Hegel's moral



positivism which identifies the known as well as the real with the good) to the worship of History and its exaltation as the



Grand Theatre of Reality



as well as the World's Court of Justice. Change, by revealing what is hidden in the undeveloped essence, can only make apparent the essence, the potentialities, the seeds, which from the beginning have inhered in the changing (2)



object. fate or



This doctrine leads to the



historicist idea



of a historical



an inescapable essential destiny for, as Hegel 22 showed what we call principle, aim, destiny is nothing but the later, hidden undeveloped essence '. This means that whatever may befall a man, a nation, or a state, must be considered to emanate from, and to be understandable through, the essence, the real ;



'



c



*



thing, the real this nation,



'



'



personality



or this state.



nected with his



own



'



that manifests itself in this



A



man's



man,



immediately consomething which, indeed, he fate



is



it is being which is really a but may fight against, part of his own life.' 23 This formulation (due to Caird ) of Hegel's theory of fate is clearly the historical and romantic counterpart of Aristotle's ;



'



theory that all bodies seek their own natural places '. It is, of course, no more than a bombastic expression of the platitude, that what befalls a man depends not only on his external circumstances, but also on himself, on the way he reacts to them. But the naive reader is extremely pleased with his ability to understand, and to feel the truth of this depth of wisdom that needs to be formulated with the help of such thrilling words as and especially his own being '. (3) In order to become fate real or actual, the essence must unfold itself in change. This doctrine assumes later, witfr Hegel, the following form 24 That a mere potentiality which exists for itself only, is it has '



6



c



'



:



.



:



.



It is only by activity that not yet emerged into Existence. Thus if I wish to emerge into Existthe Idea is actualized.' ence assert my (surely a most natural wish), then I must This still rather popular theory leads, as Hegel personality '. For sees clearly, to a new justification of the theory of slavery. self-assertion means^, in so far as one's relations to others are .



.



'



*



'



concerned,



the



attempt to dominate



them.



Indeed,



Hegel



points out that all personal relations can thus be reduced to the fundamental relation of master and slave, of domination and



submission. Each must strive to assert and prove himself, and he who. has not the nature, the courage, and the general capacity for preserving his independence, must be reduced to servitude.
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This charming theory of personal relations has, of course, its counterpart in Hegel's theory of international relations. Nations it is their duty must assert themselves on the Stage of History to attempt the domination of the World. ;



All these far-reaching historicist consequences, which will be approached from a different angle in the next chapter, were c



slumbering for more than twenty centuries, hidden and undeveloped ', in Aristotle's essentialism. Aristotelianism was more fertile and promising than most of its many admirers know. ii



The



chief danger to our philosophy, apart from which and wooliness, is scholasticism, treating what is vague as if it were precise



laziness is



.



.



.



F. P.



.



RAMSAY.



We



have reached a point from which we could without delay proceed to an analysis of the historicist philosophy of Hegel,



any rate, to the brief comments upon the developments between Aristotle and Hegel and upon the rise of Christianity As a kind that conclude, as section in, the present chapter.



or, at



of digression, however, I shall next discuss a more technical problem, Aristotle's essentialist method of Definitions. The problem of definitions and of the meaning of terms does not directly bear upon historicism. But it has been an inexhaustible source of confusion and of that particular kind of verbiage which, when combined with historicism in Hegel's mind, has bred that poisonous intellectual disease of our own time which I call oracular philosophy. And it is the most important source of Aristotle's devastating intellectual influence, of all that verbal and empty scholasticism that haunts not only the middle for even a ages, but our own contemporary philosophy ; 26 suffers from as as that of recent L. Wittgenstein philosophy this influence. The development of thought since Aristotle could, I think, be summed up by saying that every discipline which still uses the Aristotelian method of definition has remained arrested in a state of empty verbiage and barren scholasticism, and that the degree to which the various sciences have been *



'



able to make any progress depends on the degree to which they have been able to get rid of this essentialist method. (This is why so much of our social sciences still belongs to the middle The discussion of this method will have to be a little ages.) abstract, owing to the fact that the problem has been so thoroughly c



'



CHAPTER



muddled by



II



ARISTOTLE



I



Q



and



Plato, especially by Aristotle, whose influence has given rise to such deep-rooted prejudices that the prospect of dispelling them does not seem very bright. In spite of all that, it is perhaps not without interest to analyse the source of so much confusion and verbiage.



between knowledge Knowledge, he taught, was unerring, absolutely true, while opinion was unreliable and sometimes



Aristotle followed Plato in distinguishing 27



and opinion and finally false.



.



according to Aristotle, consists either of statements which have been demonstrated or proved,



Knowledge,



scientific '



'



which cannot be proved. Undoubtedly, insisted that we must not attempt right to prove all our knowledge. Every proof must proceed from the as that is to say, the derivation from such, premises proof the premises, can therefore never finally settle the truth of any conclusion, but only show that the conclusion must be true If we were to demand that the provided the premises are true. or



of



principles



when he



was



Aristotle



;



premises should be proved in their turn, the question of truth would only be shifted back by another step to a new set of In order to avoid such an premises, and so on, to infinity. (



infinite regression (or



an



Aristotle taught that



we must assume



infinite



', as the logicians say), that there are premises



regress



which are indubitably true, and which do not need any proof and these he called principles '. If we take for granted the methods by which we derive conclusions from these principles, then we could say that, according to Aristotle, the whole of scientific knowledge is contained in the principles, and that it would all be ours if only we could obtain an encyclopaedic list of the principles. But how to obtain these principles ? Like ;



'



Plato, Aristotle believed that we obtain all knowledge ultimately can know a thing only by grasping the essence of things. * its essence ', Aristotle writes 28 and to know a by knowing c



We



,



know



to



essence



A/ principle



'



is, according to him, nothing but a statement describing the essence of a thirjgBut such a statement is just what he calls 29 a definition. Thus



thing



is



its



'.



c



all



basic premises



of proofs', i.e. all 'principles', are definitions. does a definition look like ? An example of a definition * would be puppy is a young dog.' The subject of such a



What



A



:



definition-sentence, the



the words



'



term '



c



puppy ',



is



called the defined term



;



young dog are called the defining formula. As a rule, the defining formula is longer and rnqre complicated than the defined term, and sometimes very much so. Aristotle
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the defined term as a



name



of the essence of a thing, and the defining formula as the description of that essence. And he insists that the defining formula must give an exhaustive considers



description of the essence or the essential properties of the thing e in question ; thus a statement like puppy has four legs ',



A



although true, is not a satisfactory definition, since it does not exhaust what may be called the essence of puppiness, but holds true of a horse also ; and similarly the statement A puppy is *



brown



',



it



although



may



be true of some,



is



not true of



all



puppies, and therefore describes what is not an essential but merely an accidental property of the defined term. But we have not yet answered the question how we can get hold of definitions or principles, and make sure that they are 31 correct. Although Aristotle is not very clear on this point there can be little doubt that, in the main, he again follows ,



Plato taught 32 that we can grasp the Ideas with the help of some kind of intellectual intuition ; that is to say, we visualize or look at them with our mental eye ', a process which Plato.



c



he conceived as analogous to seeing, but dependent purely upon our intellect, and excluding any element that depends upon our Aristotle's view is less radical and inspired than Plato's, senses. For although he but in the end it amounts to the same 33 teaches that we arrive at the definition only after we have made any observations, he admits that experience can never fully and eventually he assumes that we determine a definition an intellectual intuition, a mental or intellectual faculty possess which enables us to grasp the essences of things, and to know them. And he further assumes that if we know an essence intuitively, we must be capable of describing, and therefore of .



;



defining,



it.



Summing up



this brief analysis,



we can



give,



I



believe, a



of the Aristotelian ideal of perfect and complete we say that he saw the ultimate aim of knowledge



fair description



knowledge



if



in the compilation of an encyclopaedia containing the definitions of all essences, that is to say, their names together with their



defining formulae



;



and that he considered the progress of



as consisting in the gradual accumulation of such an encyclopaedia, in expanding it as well as in filling up the gaps



knowledge in



it.



Now



there can be



little



doubt that



all



these essentialist views



stand in the strongest possible contrast to the methods of science.



First, although in science



we do our



modern



best to find the



CHAPTER



II



ARISTOTLE



:



II



we are conscious of the fact that we can never be sure whether we have got it. We have learned in the past, from many disappointments, that we must not expect finality. And we have learned not to be disappointed any longer if our scientific for we can, in many cases, determine theories are overthrown truth,



;



with great confidence which of the two theories is the better one. We can therefore know that we are making progress ; and it is this knowledge that to most of us atones for the loss of the illusion of finality and certainty. In other words, we know that our scientific theories must always remain hypotheses, but that, in many important cases, we can find out whether or not a new



For if they are different, is superior to an old one. then they will lead to different predictions, which can often be and on the basis of such a crucial tested experimentally ; can find out that the new theory sometimes we experiment, leads to satisfactory results where the old one breaks down. Thus we can say that in our search for truth, we have replaced And this view of scientific certainty by scientific progress. scientific method is corroborated by the development of science For science does not develop by a gradual enclyclopaedic accumulation of information, as Aristotle thought, but by a much more it revolutionary method progresses by bold ideas, by the advancement of new and very strange theories (such as the metrical space is theory that the earth is not flat, or that not flat), and by the overthrow of the old ones. But this view of scientific method means 34 that in science



hypothesis



;



*



there



is



no



c



knowledge



',



in the sense in



'



which Plato and



Aristotle



understood the word, in the sense which implies finality ; in science, we never have sufficient reason for the belief that we scientific have attained the truth. What we usually call in as a not this but rather rule, sense, knowledge is, knowledge information regarding the various competing hypotheses and the '



'



it is, using which they have stood up to various tests and of Plato the language Aristotle, information concerning the latest scientific opinion '. This view means, furthermore, that we have no proofs in science (excepting, of course, pure mathematics and logic). In the empirical sciences, which alone can furnish us with information about the world we live in, proofs do not occur, if we mean by proof an argument which establishes once and for ever the truth of a theory. (What may



way



in



;



c



'



'



On the occur, fyowever, are refutations of scientific ^theories.) other hand, pure mathematics and logic, which permit of proofs,
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give us no information about the world, but only develop the means of describing it. Thus we could say (as I have pointed



In so far as scientific sentences refer to the out elsewhere 35 ) world of experience, they must be refutable ; and, in so far as they are irrefutable, they do not refer to the world of exBut although proof does not play any part in the perience.' 36 indeed, its part sciences, argument still does empirical is at least as important as that played by observation and *



:



;



experiment.



The different



role of definitions in science, especially, is also very from what Aristotle had in mind. Aristotle taught



that in a definition we first point to the essence, by naming it and then we describe it just as in an ordinary sentence like This puppy is brown ', we first point to a certain thing by saying brown '. And he taught this puppy ', and then describe it as that by thus describing the essence to which the defined term ;



;



*



c



c



we determine



37



of the term also. one time answer two very The one is What is it ? ', for example, closely related questions. it asks what the essence is which is denoted What is a puppy ? points,



or explain the meaning



Accordingly, the definition



at



may



c



'



'



;



The



the defined term.



by



'



for



What



does



other



"



What mean ? *



is



"



do'es '



it



these



two questions and



common



;



;



I



?



',



essence).



not necessary to distinguish between rather, it is important to see what they have



In the present context, in



mean



asks for the



puppy example, meaning of a term (namely, of the term that denotes the it



;



it is



wish, especially, to



draw



attention to the



both questions are raised by the term that stands, in the definition, on the left side and answered by the defining formula which stands on the right side. This fact characterizes fact that



method of definition



the essentialist view, from which the scientific radically differs.



While we may say that the '



essentialist interpretation reads



to say, from the left to the right, we can say that the scientific definition must be read back to front, or from the right to the left ; for it starts with the defining



a definition



normally



',



that



is



formula, and asks for a short label to it. Thus the scientific view of the definition puppy is a young dog would be that it is an answer to the question What shall we call a young '



A



'



'



rather than an answer to the question What is life ? or What (Questions like



dog



?



',



'



'



*



What is a puppy ?



c



'



is



gravity



?



'.



do not



play any role in science.) The scientific view of the definition, characterized by the approach from the right to the left \ may *



CHAPTER be called



its
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as



13



opposed



to



Aris-



its



In science, only 39 or essentialist interpretation 38 nominalist definitions occur, that is to say, shorthand symbols or labels are introduced in order to cut a long story short. And totelian



.



we can at once see from this that definitions do not play any very important part in science. For shorthand symbols can always, of course, be replaced by the longer expressions, the In some cases this defining formula, for which they stand. would make our scientific language very cumbersome we would waste time and paper. But we would never lose the slightest Our scientific knowledge ', in piece of factual information. the sense in which this term may be properly used, remains ;



*



unaffected



entirely



if



we



eliminate



definitions



all



;



the only



40 upon our language which would lose, not precision , in mean not be taken to that but merely brevity. must (This an need for science there cannot be urgent practical introducing There could hardly be a greater definitions, for brevity's sake.) contrast than that between this view of the part played by For Aristotle's essentialist definitions, and Aristotle's view. definitions are the principles from which all our knowledge is and they serve derived they thus contain all our knowledge to substitue a long formula for a short one. As opposed to this,



effect



is



;



;



the scientific or nominalist definitions c



do not contain any know'



they do nothing but ledge whatever, not even any opinion introduce new arbitrary shorthand labels they cut a long ;



;



story short.



In practice, these labels are of the greatest usefulness. In order to see this, we only need to consider the extreme difficulties that would arise if a bacteriologist, whenever he spoke of a certain strain of bacteria, had to repeat its whole description (including the methods of dyeing, etc., by which it is distinguished



from a number of similar



species).



by a similar consideration, why even by scientists, that scientific



And we may also



understand, has so often been forgotten, definitions must be read from it



e



For most people, left ', as explained above. studying a science, say bacteriology, must try to find out the meanings of all these new technical terms with which they are faced. In this way, they really learn the definition from the left to the right ', substituting, as if it were an essentialist definition, a very long story for a very short one. But this is merely a psychological accident, and a teacher or the right to the



when



first



c



writer bf a textbook



may



indeed proceed quite differently



;



that
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to say, he may introduce a technical / for it has arisen 41 . is



So



have



far I



triea to



term only



show that the



after the



scientific or



need



nominalist



use of definitions is entirely different from Aristotle's essentialist method of definitions. But it can also be shown that the



view of definitions is simply untenable in itself. In order not to prolong this digression unduly 42 I shall criticize two only of the essentialist doctrines ; two doctrines which are of significance because some influential modern schools are still based upon them. One is the esoteric doctrine of intellectual intuition, and the other the very popular doctrine that we must essentialist



,



c



define our terms



',



we wish



if



to



intuition, definition



by which we can



we



and many modern



the correct one,



is



be



precise. possess a faculty, intellectual visualize essences and find out which



Aristotle held with Plato that



essentialists



have repeated this doctrine. Other philosophers, following Kant, maintain that we do not possess anything of the sort. My opinion is that we can readily admit that we possess something which or more precisely, may be described as intellectual intuition that certain of our intellectual experiences may be thus described. Everybody who understands an idea, or a point of view, or an arithmetical method, for instance, multiplication, in the sense that he has got the feel of it ', might be said to understand that thing intuitively and there are countless intellectual of that kind. But I would insist, on the other hand, experiences that these experiences, important as they may be for our scientific endeavours, can never serve to establish the truth of any idea or theory, however strongly somebody may feel, intuitively, that it must be true, or that it is self-evident 43 Such intuitions cannot even serve as an argument, although they may encourage us to look for arguments. For somebody else may have just as strong an intuition that the same theory is false. The way of science is paved with discarded theories which were once declared '



*



;



c



'



'



;



'



'



.



Francis Bacon, for example, sneered at those who denied the self-evident truth that the sun and the stars rotated self-evident



;



round the earth, which was obviously at rest. Intuition undoubtedly plays a great part in the life of a scientist, just as it does in the life of a poet. It leads him to his discoveries. But it may also lead him to his failures. And it always remains his private affair, as it were. Science does not ask how he has got his ideas, it is^only interested in arguments that can be tested



by everybody.



The



great mathematician,



Gautis,



des-
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cribed this situation very neatly once when he exclaimed have got my result ; but I do not know yet how to get it.



' :



5



applies, of course, to Aristotle's doctrine intuition of so-called essences 44 , which was this



own



Hegel, and in our pupils ; essences



and '



or



it



I



All



of intellectual



propagated by time by E. Husserl and his numerous



indicates



'



the



that



intellectual



intuition



of



'



pure phenomenology ', as Husserl calls it, is a method of neither science nor philosophy. (The much debated question whether it is a new invention, as the pure phenomenologists think, or perhaps a version of Cartesianism or Hegelianism, it is a version of Aristotelianism.) can be easily decided The second doctrine to be criticized has even more important and it bears especially upon connections with modern views ;



;



problem of verbalism. Since Aristotle, it has become widely known that one cannot prove all statements, and that an attempt to do so would break down because it would lead 45 nor, only to an infinite regression of proofs.' But neither he a modern seem to realize that writers, great many apparently, to define the all of our terms the analogous attempt meaning must, in the same way, lead to an infinite regression of definitions. The following passage from Grossman's Plato To-Day is characteristic of a view which by implication is held by many the



,



contemporary philosophers of great repute, for example, by 46 if we do not know precisely the meanings Wittgenstein of the words we use, we cannot discuss anything profitably. Most of the futile arguments on which we all waste time are largely due to the fact that we each have our own vague meanings for the words we use and assume that our opponents are using them in the same senses. If we defined our terms to start with, we could have far more profitable discussions. Again, we have c



:



.



.



only to read the daily papers to observe that propaganda (the modern counterpart of rhetoric) depends largely for its success on confusing the meaning of the terms. If politicians were



compelled by law to define any term they wished to use, they would lose most of their popular appeal, their speeches would be shorter, and many of their disagreements would be found to be purely verbal.' This passage is very characteristic of one of the prejudices which



we owe



to Aristotle, of the prejudice that



language can be made more precise by the use of the definitions. Let us consider whether this can really be done. First, we can see clearly that if (or anybody politicians ^ere compelled by law to define any term they wished to else) *



c



'



1
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use ', their speeches would not be shorter, but infinitely long. For a definition cannot establish the meaning of a term any more than a proof or derivation 47 can establish the truth of a statement ; both can only shift this problem back. The derivation shifts the problem of truth back to the premises, the definition shifts the problem of meaning back to the defining terms (i.e., the terms that make up the defining formula). But these, for 48 are likely to be just as vague and confusing many reasons and in any case, we would have as the terms we started with which leads to new terms to go on to define them in turn so And One sees defined. too must be which on, to infinity. all terms be our should defined is just as that the demand that all that our statements should be untenable as the demand ,



;



;



proved. It may be sight this criticism may seem unfair. in mind, if they demand definitions, the elimination of the ambiguities so often connected with



At



first



what people have



said that is



words such



49



as



'democracy', 'liberty', 'duty', 'religion', clearly impossible to define all our terms, but possible to define some of these more dangerous terms and to leave it at that ; and that the defining terms have just to be etc.



that



;



accepted, to avoid able.



it



is



we must



that



i.e.,



an



infinite regression.



the



Admittedly,



stop after a step or



two in order



This defence, however,



terms mentioned



much



are



is



unten-



misused.



But I deny that the attempt to define them can improve matters. That by defining their terms It can only make matters worse. even once, and leaving the defining terms undefined, the politicians would not be able to make their speeches shorter, is defines our for any essentialist definition, i.e. one that clear one the nominalist which to introduces new terms (as opposed technical terms), means the substitution of a long story for a short one, as we have seen. Besides, the attempt to define terms would only increase the vagueness and confusion. For since we cannot demand that all the defining terms should be '



'



'



;



'



defined in their turn, a clever politician or philosopher could If asked what he r^eans easily satisfy the demand for definitions. c



'



by



democracy



general will



'



',



or



*



the rule of the for example, he could say ' the rule of the spirit of the people ; and



now



given a definition, and so satisfied the highest standards of precision, nobody will dare to criticize him any And, indeed, how could he be criticized, since the longer. demand that rule or people or will or spirit '* should



since he has



*



'



'



'



*



'



c
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be defined in their turn, puts us well on the way to an infinite but regression, so that everybody would hesitate to raise it should it be raised in spite of all that, then it can be equally On the other hand, a quarrel about the question easily satisfied. whether the definition was correct, or true, can only lead to an empty controversy about words. Thus the essentialist view of definition breaks down, even if it does not, with Aristotle, attempt to establish the principles of our knowledge, but only makes the apparently more modest demand that we should define the meaning of our terms '. But undoubtedly, the demand that we speak clearly and without ambiguity is very important, and must be satisfied. Can the nominalist view satisfy it ? And can nominalism ;



*



'



*



escape the infinite regression ? It can. For the nominalist position there is no difficulty which corresponds to the infinite regression. As we have seen, science does not use definitions in order to determine the meaning of



its



terms, but only in order to introduce



And



handy shorthand



does not depend on definitions ; all definitionscan be omitted without loss to the information imparted. It labels.



follows



from



it



this that in science, all the terms that are really needed



must be undefined terms. How then do the sciences make sure of the meanings of their terms ? Various replies to this question



have been suggested



The



satisfactory.



50 ,



but



I



do not think that any of them are to be this.- Aristotelianism



situation seems



and related philosophies have important terms that



it is



we



told us for such a long time



how



knowledge of the meaning of our inclined to believe it. And we continue



to get a precise



are



all



to cling to this creed in spite of the unquestionable fact that philosophy, which for twenty centuries has worried about the



not only full of verbalism but also a science like physics which worries appallingly vague, while at all about terms and their meaning, but about facts hardly This fact, surely, should instead, has achieved great precision. be taken as indicating that, under Aristotelian influence, the



meaning of



its



terms,



is



importance of the meaning of terms has been grossly exaggerated* But I think that it indicates even more. For not only does this concentration on the problem of meaning fail to establish precision, but it is itself the main source of vagueness and confusion.



In science, we take care that the statements we make should never depend upon the meaning of our terms. Even where the



1
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terms are defined, we never try to derive any information from the definition, or to base any argument upon it. This is why do not overburden them. our terms make so little trouble.



We



We



We



do try to attach to them as little weight as possible. ' * are always conscious not take their meaning too seriously.



We



that our terms are a



little



vague



(since



we have



learned to use



them only in practical applications) and we reach precision not by reducing their penumbra of vagueness, but rather by keeping well within it, by carefully phrasing our sentences in such a way that the possible shades of meaning of our terms do not



how we



avoid quarrelling about words. precision of science and of scientific language depends upon the precision of its terms is certainly very plausible, but it is none the less a mere prejudice. Rather, the precision of a language depends just upon the fact that it takes care not to burden its terms with the task of being precise. matter.



This



is



The view



A



term



that



'



like



(How many



the



sand-dune



'



'



or



wind



inches high must a



'



is



little



certainly very vague. sand-hill be in order to



be called a sand-dune ? How quickly must the air move in order to be called a wind ?) However, for many of the geologist's are these terms and for quite sufficiently precise purposes, other purposes, when a higher degree of differentiation is needed, ;



'



he can always say dunes between 4 and 30 feet high of a velocity of between 20 and 40 miles an hour '. position in the



more exact



sciences



is



analogous.



'



or



c



wind



And



the



In physical



measurements, for instance, we always take care to consider and precision the range within which there may be an error does not consist in trying to reduce this range to nothing, or in pretending that there is no such range, but rather in its explicit ;



recognition.



Even where a term has made trouble, as for instance the term simultaneity in physics, it was not because its meaning was unprecise or ambiguous, but rather because of some intuitive prejudice which induced us to burden the term with too much 4



'



meaning, or with too



'



'



precise



a meaning, rather than with too of simultaneity



What Einstein found in his criticism was that, when speaking of simultaneous events, little.



physicists



made



a tacit assumption (th,at of a signal of infinite velocity) which turned out to be fictitious. The fault was not that they did not



mean



anything, or that their meaning was ambiguous, or the what Einstein found was, rather, ; that the elimination of a theoretical assumption, unnoticed so



term not precise enough



CHAPTER far because of difficulty



its
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9



intuitive self-evidence, was able to remove a in science. Accordingly, he was not



which had arisen



concerned with a question of the meaning of a term, but It is very unlikely that it rather with the truth of a theory. would have led to much if someone had started, apart from a really



problem, to improve the concept of simultaneity essential meaning ', or even by analysing what by analysing when they speak of simultaneity. really mean physicists I think we can learn from this example that we should not attempt to cross our bridges before we come to them. And I also think that the preoccupation with questions concerning the meaning of terms, such as their vagueness or their ambiguity, can certainly not be justified by an appeal to Einstein's example. definite physical



*



its



'



c



Such a preoccupation rests, rather, on the assumption that much depends upon the meaning of our terms, and that we operate and therefore it must lead to verbalism and with this meaning ;



scholasticism.



doctrine



like



From that



this



we may criticize a who holds that, while



point of view,



of Wittgenstein



51



science investigates matters of fact, it is the business of philosophy to clarify the meaning of terms, thereby purging our language,



and eliminating linguistic puzzles. It is characteristic for the views of this school that they do not lead to any chain of argument that could be rationally criticized, and that it therefore addresses 52 its subtle analyses exclusively to the small esoteric circle of This seems to suggest that any preoccupation the initiated. with meaning tejids to lead to that result which is so typical scholasticism and mysticism. of Aristotelianism Let us consider briefly how these two typical results of :



Aristotle insisted that proof and two fundamental methods of obtaining knowConsidering the doctrine of proof first, it cannot be ledge. denied that it has led to countless attempts to prove more than medieval philosophy is full of this scholasticism can be proved and the same tendency can be observed, on the Continent, down to Kant. It was Kant's criticism of all attempts to prove the existence of God which led to the romantic reaction of Fichte, The new tendency is to discard proofs, Schelling, and Hegel. and with them, any kind of rational argument. With the romantics, a new kind of dogmatism becomes fashionable, in



Aristotelianism have arisen. definition are the



;



philosophy as well as in the social sciences. It confronts us with And we can take it or leave it. This romantic period its dictum. of an oracular philosophy, called by Schopenhauer the age of e
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53 The character dishonesty ', is described by him as follows of honesty, that spirit of undertaking an inquiry together with '



:



the reader, which permeates the works of all previous philosoEvery page witnesses that phers, disappears here completely. these so-called philosophers do not attempt to teach, but to bewitch the reader.'



A



was produced by Aristotle's doctrine of good deal of hairsplitting. But later, philosophers began to feel that one cannot argue about In this way, essentialism not only encouraged verdefinitions. balism, but it also led to the disillusionment with argument, that is, with reason. Scholasticism and mysticism and despair similar result



definition.



First



it



led to a



in reason, these are the unavoidable results of the essentialism of Plato and Aristotle. And Plato's open revolt against freedom ,



becomes, with Aristotle, a secret revolt against reason.



As we know from Aristotle himself, when first proffered, and the theory of definition met with a strong opposition, especially from Socrates' old companion Antisthenes, whose criticism seems to have been most sensible 54 But this defeated. The was unfortunately consequences of opposition this defeat for the intellectual development of mankind can hardly be overrated. Some of them will be discussed in the next chapter. With this I conclude my digression, the criticism essentialism



.



of the Platonic-Aristotelian theory of definition.



m hardly be necessary to stress the fact that my treatis even more cursory than my treatment of Plato. The main purpose of what has been said about both of them is to show the role they have played in the rise of It will



ment of



Aristotle



historicism



show



and



open society, and to on problems of our own time on the rise



in the fight against the



their influence



modern hisand totalitarianism. The developments between Aristotle and Hegel cannot be treated here at all. In order to do like to at least another would be volume them, anything justice of the oracular philosophy of Hegel, the father of toricism



In the remaining few pages of this chapter, I shall give, however, an indication of how this period might be interpreted in terms of the conflict between the open and the closed needed.



society.



The and the



between the Platonic-Aristotelian speculation of the Great Generation, of Pericles, of Socrates,



conflict spirit
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and of Democritus, can be traced throughout the ages. This spirit was preserved, more or less purely, in the movement of the Cynics who, like the early Christians, preached the brotherhood of man, which they connected with a monotheistic belief in the fatherhood of God. Alexander's empire as well as that of Augustus was influenced by these ideas which had first taken shape in the imperialist Athens of Pericles, and which had always been stimulated by the contact between West and East. It is very likely that these Ideas, and perhaps the Cynic movement itself, influenced the rise of Christianity also. In its beginning, Christianity, like the Cynic movement, was opposed to the highbrow Platonizing Idealism and intellectualThou hast hid these ism of the scribes ', the learned men. ( and hast from the and revealed them unto wise prudent things I do not doubt that it was, in part, a protest the babes.') against what may be described as Jewish Platonism in the wider And it sense 5S the abstract worship of God and His Word. was certainly a protest against Jewish tribalism, against its rigid and empty tribal taboos, and against its tribal exclusiveness which expressed itself, for example in the doctrine of the chosen people, i.e. in an interpretation of the deity as a tribal god. Such an emphasis upon tribal laws and tribal unity appears to c



c



,



be characteristic not so much of a primitive tribal society as of a desperate attempt to restore and arrest the old forms of tribal life and in the case of Jewry, it seems to have originated as a reaction to the impact of the Babylonian empire on Jewish But side by side with this movement towards greater tribal life. we find another movement which apparently originated rigidity at the same time, and which produced humanitarian ideas that resembled the response of the Great Generation to the dissoluThis process, it appears, repeated itself tion of Greek tribalism. ;



when Jewish independence was ultimately destroyed by Rome. It led to a new and deeper schism between these two possible solutions, the return to the tribe, as represented by orthodox Jewry, and the humanitarianism of the new sect of Christians, which embraced Barbarians (or gentiles) as well as slaves. The urgency of these problems, of the social problem as well as of the national problem, can be gauged from the Acts ^ 8 But it can be gauged from the development of Jewry as well ; for its conservative part reacted to the same challenge by another movement towards arresting and petrifying their tribal form of life, and by clinging to their laws with a tenacity which would .
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have won the approval of Plato. It can hardly be doubted that this development was, like that of Plato's ideas, inspired by a in strong antagonism to the new creed of the open society ;



this case,



of Christianity.



But the parallelism between the creed of the Great Generation, especially of Socrates, and that of early Christianity goes deeper. There is little doubt that the strength of the early It lay in the fact that Christians lay in their moral courage. to claim that Rome's it was entitled to refused accept they c



its



compel



subjects



to



57 The against their conscience claims of the to set the rejected might '



act



.



Christian martyrs who standards of right suffered for the



had



same cause



for



which Socrates



died.



It



clear that these matters



is



changed very considerably when



in the Roman empire. recognition of the Christian Church (and its later organization after the model of Julian the Apostate's Neo-Platonic Anti-Church 58 ) was not an ingenious



the Christian faith



The



itself



became powerful



question arises whether this



official



political move on the part of the ruling powers, and designed to break the tremendous moral force of an equalitarian religion, a movement which they had in vain attempted to combat by In. other force as well as by accusations of atheism and impiety. words, the question arises whether (especially after Julian) Rome



did not find



*



to take necessary to apply Pareto's advice, not in of one's futile sentiments, advantage wasting energies it



them '. This question is hard to answer but be dismissed by appealing (as Toynbee does 59 ) cannot certainly to our historical sense that warns us against attributing ', to the period of Constantine and his followers, motives that are anachronistically cynical ', that is to say, motives that are more in keeping with our own modern Western attitude to life '. For we have seen that such motives are openly and efforts to destroy



;



it



'



'



,



.



c



cynically expressed as early as in the fifth century B.C., by and they have been Critias, the leader of the Thirty Tyrants ;



repeated again and again during the history of Greek philo60 However this may be, it can hardly be doubted that sophy with Justinian's persecution of non-Christians, heretics, and philosophers (A.D. 529), the dark ages began. The Church followed in the wake of Platonic-Aristotelian totalitarianism, a .



development that culminated in the Inquisition. The theory of the Inquisition, iribre especially, can be described as purely
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the duty of the shepherd rulers to protect by preserving the rigidity of the laws



their sheep at all costs



and especially of religious practice and theory, even if they have to kill the wolf, who may admittedly be an honest and honour-



man whose diseased permit him to bow to the able



It



is



conscience



unfortunately does not



threats of the mighty. one of the characteristic reactions to the strain of civil-



ization in our



own



time that the allegedly



e



Christian



'



authori-



tarianism of the middle ages has, in certain intellectualist circles, become one of the latest fashions of the day 61 Yet we can read .



in the Gospels that the founder of Christianity was questioned ' by a certain doctor of the law about a criterion by .which to '



distinguish



words.



To



between a true and a this



and- the Levite



He who



interpretation of His the parable of the priest replied by telling a wounded man in great disboth, seeing false



'



passed by on the other side ', while the Samaritan bound This parable, his wounds, and looked after his material needs.



tress,



up



(



'



Christians who long think, should be remembered by those not only for a time when the Church suppressed freedom and I



conscience, but also for a time in which, under the eye and with the authority of the Church, untold oppression drove the people



As a moving comment upon the suffering of the to despair. c in those Christidays and, at the same time, upon the people of the now so fashionable romantic medievalism which wants to bring these days back, a passage may be quoted here from H. Zinsser's book, Rats, Lice, and History^ where he comments 62 upon the epidemics of dancing mania in the middle St. John's dance ', St. Vitus' dance ', etc.) ages (known as These strange seizures, though not unheard of in earlier times, became common during and immediately after the dreadful miseries of the Black Death. For the most part, the dancing manias present none of the characteristics which we associate with epidemic infectious diseases of the nervous system. They seem, rather, like mass hysterias, brought on by terror and despair, in populations oppressed, famished, and wretched to a degree almost un'



anity



c



'



:



'



imaginable to-day.



To



the miseries of constant war, political and was added the dreadful affliction of



social disintegration, there



Mankind stood mysterious, and deadly disease. though trapped in a world of terror and peril against which there was no defence. God and the devil were living conceptions to the men of those days who cowered under the affliction^ which they believed imposed by supernatural forces. inescapable,



helpless as



ORACULAR PHILOSOPHY



24



For those who broke down under the strain there was no road of escape except to the inward refuge of mental derangement which, under the circumstances of the times, took the direction of religious fanaticism.' Zinsser then goes on to draw some parallels between these events and certain reactions of our time in which, he says, economic and political hysterias are substiand after this, tuted for the religious ones of the earlier times he sums up his characterization of the people who lived in those days of authoritarianism as / a terror-stricken and wretched population, which had broken down under the stress of almost It is hardly necessary to ask incredible hardship and danger '. which attitude is more Christian, one that longs to return to the unbroken harmony and unity of the middle ages, or one that wishes to use our reason for freeing mankind from pestilence '



'



;



c



'



and oppression. But the authoritarian Church of the middle ages succeeded '



branding such practical humanitarianism as worldly ', as c characteristic of Epicureanism ', and of men who desire only The terms Epicureanism ', to fill their bellies like the beasts '. materialism ', and empiricism ', that is to say, the philosophy of Democritus, one of the greatest of the Great Generation, in



*



{



'



6



became



in this way the synonyms of wickedness, and the tribal Idealism of Plato and Aristotle was exalted as a kind of ChristiIndeed, this is the source of the immense anity before Christ. of Plato and Aristotle even in our own day, that their authority in fitted with the interests of medieval authoritarianphilosophy But it must not be forgotten that, outside the totalitarian ism. camp, their fame has outlived their practical influence upon



our



lives.



And



remembered,



although the



name



his science as well as his



of Democritus is seldom morals still live with u?
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of Hegel, then, was ... a scrutiny of thought so profound that it was for the most part unintelligible. J. H. STIRLING. .



Hegel, the source of



.



contemporary historicism, is a direct and Aristotle. Hegel achieved the A master logician, it was child's play



all



follower of Heraclitus, Plato,



most miraculous



him with



things.



powerful dialectical method to draw real physical rabbits out of purely metaphysical silk-hats. Thus, starting from Plato's Timaeus and its number-mysticism, Hegel succeeded in by purely philosophical methods (114 years after proving Newton's Principia) that the planets must move according to He even accomplished 1 the deduction of the Kepler's laws. actual position of the planets, thereby proving that no planet could be situated between Mars and Jupiter (unfortunately, it had escaped his notice that such a planet had been discovered a few months earlier). Similarly, he proved that magnetizing iron means increasing its weight, that Newton's theories of inertia and of gravity contradict each other (of course, he could not foresee that Einstein would show the identity of inert and That gravitating mass), and many other things of that sort. such a surprisingly powerful philosophical method was taken seriously can be only partially explained by the backwardness of German natural science in those days. For the truth is, I think, that it was not at first taken really seriously by serious men (such as Schopenhauer, or J. F. Fries), not at any rate by those scientists who, like Democritus 2 would rather find a of causal law than be the Persia '. single Hegel's fame king for



*



his



'



'



,



was made by those who prefer quick



initiation into the deeper world to the laborious technicalities of a science which, after all, will only disappoint by its lack of power to unveil all mysteries for they soon found out that nothing could be applied with such ease to any problem whatsoever, and at the same time with such impressive though only apparent difficulty, and with such quick and sure but imposing success, nothing could be used as cheaply and with so little scientific training* and knowledge, and nothing would give such a specsecrets of this



;



25
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scientific



air,



as



did



Hegelian



the mystery



dialectics,



*



method that replaced barren formal logic '. Hegel's success was the beginning of the age of dishonesty (as Schopenhauer 3 described the period of German Idealism) and of the age of (as K. Heiden characterizes the age of modern irresponsibility first of intellectual, and later, as one of its totalitarianism) '



'



*



'



;



of a new age controlled consequences, of moral irresponsibility by the magic of high-sounding words, by the power of jargon. In order to discourage the reader beforehand from taking ;



Hegel's bombastic and mystifying cant too seriously, I shall quote some of the amazing details which he discovered about sound, and especially about the relations between sound and heat. I have tried hard to translate this gibberish from Hegel's Philo-



Sound



is



'



4



as faithfully as possible ; he writes 302. the change in the specific condition of segregation of



sophy of Nature



:



the material parts, and in the negation of this condition merely an abstract or an ideal ideality, as it were, of that speci;



But this change, accordingly, is itself immediately the of which is, therefore, the material specific subsistence negation heat. The real ideality of specific gravity and cohesion, i.e. or as of beaten of rubbed ones, sounding bodies, just heating up is the appearance of heat, originating conceptually together with fication.



;



There are some who still believe in Hegel's sincerity, still doubt whether his secret might not be profundity,



3



sound. or who



fullness of thought, rather



than emptiness.



I



should like them



to read carefully the last sentence (which is the only intelligible one) of this quotation, because in this sentence Hegel gives



himself away. For clearly, ing up of sounding bodies



means nothing but



it



* :



The



heat-



heat together with sound.' The question arises whether Hegel deceived himself, hypnotized by his own inspiring jargon, or whether he boldly set out to deceive and bewitch others. I am satisfied that the latter was the case, especially in view of what Hegel wrote in one of his .



.



is



.



.



5



In this letter, dated two years before the publication of his Philosophy of Nature, Hegel referred to another Philosophy I have had of Nature, written by his good friend Schelling too much to do with mathematics differential calculus, letters



.



'



:



.



.



.



.



chemistry ', Hegel boasts in this letter (but this is just bluff), * to let myself be taken in by the^ humbug of the Philosophy of



Nature, by this philosophizing without knowledge of fact by the treatment' of mere fancies, even imbecile fancies, as



.



This



is



a verv



fair



.



and 9



ideas.



characterization of Schelline's method, that
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is to say, of that impudent and audacious way of bluffing which Hegel himself copied, or rather exploited and aggravated, as soon as he realized that if it reached its proper audience it



meant



success.



In spite of all this it seems improbable that Hegel would ever have become the most influential figure in German philosophy without the authority of the Prussian state behind him. As it happened, he became the first official philosopher of Prusc



'



restoration after sianism, appointed in the period of feudal histhe state backed the Napoleonic wars. Later, pupils too state-controlled and has Universities), only (Germany they in



backed one another. And although Hegelianism was renounced by most of them, Hegelianizing philosophers officially have dominated philosophical teaching and thereby indirectly even the secondary schools of Germany ever since. (Of Germanspeaking Universities, those of Roman Catholic Austria remained their turn



fairly



unmolested,



like islands in



a flood.)



Having thus become



a tremendous success on the continent, Hegelianism could hardly fail to obtain support in Britain from those who, feeling that such a powerful movement must after all have something to offer,



began



They were and by his somewhat



to search for what Stirling called The Secret of Hegel. c ' attracted, of course, by Hegel's higher idealism ' ' claims to higher morality, and they were also



afraid of being



branded



as



immoral by the chorus of



for even the more modest Hegelians claimed 6 the disciples of their doctrines that they are acquisitions which must ever be reconquered in the face of assault from the powers ;



'



.



eternally hostile to spiritual



and moral values



'.



Some



.



really



am



men



thinking mainly of McTaggart) made great (I efforts in constructive idealistic thought, well above the level of Hegel ; but they did not get very far beyond providing targets brilliant



And one can



say that outside the continent of Europe, especially in the last twenty years, the interest of philosophers in Hegel is slowly vanishing. for equally brilliant critics.



But answer



if



that



is



so,



why worry any more about Hegel



?



The



that Hegel's influence has remained a most powerful force, in spite of the fact that scientists never took him seriously, and that (apart from the c evolutionists 7 ) many philosophers are is



'



lose interest in him. HegePs influence, and especially that of his cant, is still very powerful in moral and social philosophy and in the social and political sciences (with the sole



about to



exceptidh of economics)



.



Especially the philosophers of history,
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and of education, are



politics,



under



sway. In politics, this the fact that the Marxist extreme its



still is



to



a very large extent



shown most



drastically



by



wing, as well as the conextreme right, all base their left



and the fascist the left wing replaces the war political philosophies on Hegel of nations which appears in Hegel's historicist scheme by the war of classes, the extreme right replaces it by the war of races but both follow him more or less consciously. (The conservative servative centre,



;



;



centre



is



How



as a rule less conscious of



can



this



immense



its



indebtedness to Hegel.)



influence be explained ?



My



main



much phenomenon, combat it. But I may make a few explanatory suggestions. For some reason, philosophers have kept around themselves, intention



is



not so



to explain



as to



this



even in our day, something of the atmosphere of the magician. Philosophy is considered as a strange and abstruse kind of thing, dealing with those mysteries with which religion deals, but not in a way which can be or to common revealed unto babes is considered to be too for it that, and to people profound be the religion and theology of the intellectuals, of the learned and wise. Hegelianism fits these views admirably it is exactly what this kind of popular superstition supposes philosophy to It has a ready answer to be. It knows all about everything. And can who be sure that the answer indeed, every question. is not true ? But this is not the main reason for Hegel's success. His influence, and the need to combat it, can perhaps be better understood if we briefly consider the general historical situation. Medieval authoritarianism began to dissolve with the RenaisBut on the continent, its political counterpart, medieval sance. feudalism, was not seriously threatened before the French Revolution. (The Reformation had only strengthened it.) The fight for the open society began again only with the ideas of 1789 ; and the feudal monarchies soon experienced the seriousness of c



'



;



;



-



.



this



danger.



resume



its



When



power



in



1815 the reactionary party began to it found itself in dire need of an



in Prussia,



ideology. Hegel was appointed to meet this demand, and he did so by reviving the ideas of the first antagonists of the open society, Heraclitus, Plato, and Aristotle. Just as the French Revolution rediscovered the perennial ideas of the Great Gener-



and of Christianity, freedom, equality, and the brotherhood of all men, so Hegel rediscovered the Platonic ideas which lie behind the perennial revolt against freedom and reason. ation
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the renaissance of tribalism.



is



The



historical sig-



nificance of Hegel may be seen in the fact that he represents the missing link ', as it were, between Plato and the modern '



form of totalitarianism. Most of the modern totalitarians are quite unaware that their ideas can be traced back to Plato. But many know of their indebtedness to Hegel, and all of them have been brought up in the close atmosphere of Hegelianism. They have been taught to worship the state, history, and the nation.



In order to give the reader an immediate glimpse of Hegel's Platonizing worship of the state, I shall quote a few passages, even before I begin the analysis of his historicist philosophy. These passages show that Hegel's radical collectivism depends as much on Plato as it depends on Frederick William III, king of Prussia in the critical period during and after the French Revolution. Their doctrine is that the state is everything, and the individual nothing



;



for



it



owes everything to the



state, its



This is the message physical as well as its spiritual existence. of Plato, of Frederick William's Prussianism, and of Hegel. '



*



The Universal is to be found The State is the Divine Idea



in the State as



it



exists



',



Hegel writes



on earth.



.



We



.



.



8



must therefore worship the State as the manifestation of the Divine on earth, and consider that, if it is difficult to comprehend Nature, it is infinitely harder to grasp the Essence of the State. .



.



The



.



.



The



State



State



is



the



march of God through the world.



must be comprehended



as



an organism.



.



.



To



the complete State belongs, essentially, consciousness and thought. The State is real ; and . The State knows what it wills. .



true reality The State



is .



necessary. .



exists



for



What is its own



actually existing, realized moral



.



.



real



is



sake. life.'



eternally necessary. The State is the .



.



.



.



This selection of utter-



ances may suffice to show HegePs Platonism and his insistence upon the absolute moral authority of the state, which overrules all personal morality, all conscience. It is, of course, a bombastic and hysterical Platonism, but this only makes more obvious the fact that it links Platonism with modern totalitarianism. One could ask whether by these services and by his influence upon history, Hegel has not proved his genius. I do not think this question very important, since it is only part of our romanand apart ticism that we think so much in terms of genius from that, I do not believe that success proves anything, or that c



'



;



history



is



our judge



9 ;



these tenets are rather part of Hegelian-
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Hegel is concerned, I do not even think that He is an indigestible writer. As even his most ardent apologists must admit 10 his style is unquestionably



But as far he was talented. ism.



as



'



,



scandalous



'.



cerned, he



is



And



as far as the content of his writing is conin his outstanding lack of originality.



supreme only



nothing in Hegel's writing that has not been said better There is nothing in his apologetic method that is But he devoted not borrowed from his apologetic forerunners n these borrowed thoughts and methods with singleness of purpose, to fight against though without a trace of brilliancy, to one aim the open society, and thus to serve his employer, Frederick Wil}iam of Prussia. Hegel's confusion and debasement of reason



There



is



before him.



.



:



partly necessary as a means to this end, partly a more accidental but very natural expression of his own state of mind. And the whole story of Hegel would indeed not be worth relatis



consequences, which show how easily a clown may be a maker of history '. The tragicomedy of the rise of German Idealism ', in spite of the hideous crimes to which it has led, resembles a comic opera much more ing,



were



it



not for



its



more



sinister '



and it fits well with these beginnings that than anything else so hard to solve the problem whether its later heroes have escaped from the stage of Wagner's Grand Operas or from Offenbach's farces. ;



it is



assertion that Hegel's philosophy was inspired by ulterior motives, namely, by his interest in the restoration of the Prussian



My



government of Frederick William



III,



and that



it



cannot there-



fore be taken seriously, is not new. The story was well known to all who knew the political situation, and it was freely told by the few who were independent enough to do so. The best



Schopenhauer, himself a Platonic idealist and a connot a reactionary 12 but a man of supreme integrity servative who cherished truth beyond anything else. There can be no doubt that he was as competent a judge in philosophical matters as could be found at the time. Schopenhauer, who had the witness



is



if



,



13 the use pleasure of knowing Hegel personally and who suggested of Shakespeare's words, such stuff as madmen tongue and brain '



not



',



as the



motto of Hegel's philosophy, drew the following '



excellent picture of the master Hegel, installed from above, the as the that certified Great Philosopher, was a be, by powers :



flat-headed, insipid, nauseating, illiterate charlatan, who reached the pinnacle of audacity in scribbling together and dishing up



the craziest mystifying nonsense.



This nonsense has been noisily
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proclaimed as immortal wisdom by mercenary followers and readily accepted as such by all fools, who thus joined into as perfect a chorus of admiration as had ever been heard before. The extensive field of spiritual influence with which Hegel was furnished by those in power has enabled him to achieve the And in another intellectual corruption of a whole generation.' the describes political game of Hegelianism place, Schopenhauer as follows



had soon



c :



to



Philosophy, brought afresh to repute by Kant tool of interests ; of state interests from .



.



become a



The driving forces above, of personal interests from below. of this movement are, contrary to all these solemn airs and assertions, not ideal they are very real purposes indeed, namely .



.



;



personal, official, clerical, political, in short, material interests. Party interests are vehemently agitating the pens of so many .



.



Truth is certainly the last thing they pure lovers of wisdom. have in mind. Philosophy is misused, from the side of the Who state as a tool, from the other side as a means of gain. can really believe that truth also will thereby come to light, just as a by-product ? Governments make of philosophy a means .' of serving their state interests, and scholars make of it a trade. as the of status of view paid agent Hegel's Schopenhauer's the Prussian government is, to mention only one example, corroborated by Schwegler, an admiring disciple 14 of Hegel. The fullness of his fame and activity, Schwegler says of Hegel dates however, properly only from his call to Berlin in 1818. Here there rose up around him a numerous, widely extended, here too, he acquired, from and exceedingly active school his connections with the Prussian bureaucracy, political influence .



.



.



.



.



.



.



.



.



.



e



:



.



.



;



for himself as well as the recognition of his system as the official philosophy ; not always to the advantage of the inner freedom



of his philosophy, or of J.



H.



Stirling



its



moral worth.'



Schwegler's editor, British apostle of Hegelianism, of course against Schwegler by warning his readers not to



15



,



the



defends Hegel take too literally



first



'



the the little hint of Schwegler's against philosophy of Hegel as a state-philosophy '. But a few pages later, Stirling quite unintentionally confirms Schwegler's representation of the facts as well as the view that Hegel himself was aware of the party-political and apologetic function of his 16 (The evidence quoted by Stirling shows that philosophy. himself rather Hegel expressed cynically on this function of his And a little later, Stirling unwittingly gives away philosophy.) c the secnet of Hegel when he proceeds to the following poetic .



'



.
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well as prophetic revelations 17 , alluding to the lightning attack made by Prussia on Austria in 1866, the year before he



as



Is it not indeed to Hegel, and especially his philosophy wrote of ethics and politics, that Prussia owes that mighty life and organization she is now rapidly developing? Is it not indeed the grim Hegel that is the centre of that organization which, :



maturing counsel in an invisible brain, strikes, lightning-like, with a hand that is weighted from the mass ? But as regards the value of this organization, it will be more palpable to many, should I say, that, while in constitutional England, Preferenceholders and Debenture-holders are ruined by the prevailing commercial immorality, the ordinary owners of Stock in Prussian Railways can depend on a safe average of 8-33 per cent. This, '



surely, *



is



The



saying something for Hegel at last fundamental outlines of Hegel must now, I think, be !



I have gained much from Hegel .' evident to every reader. I too hope that Hegel's outlines Stirling continues his eulogy. are now evident, and I trust that what Stirling had gained was .



.



saved from the menace of the commercial immorality prevailing an un-Hegelian and constitutional England. (Who could resist mentioning in this context the fact that Marxist philosophers, always ready to point out how an oppo-



in



nent's theory



apply



this



is



by his class interest, habitually fail to Hegel ? Instead of denouncing him as an



affected



method



to



apologist for Prussian absolutism, they regret



18



that the originator



of dialectics, and especially his works on logic, are not more widely read in Britain, in contrast to Russia, where the merits of Hegel's philosophy in general, and of his logic in particular, are officially recognized.) Returning to the problem of Hegel's political motives, we have, I think, more than sufficient reason to suspect that his



philosophy was influenced by the interests of the Prussian government by which he was employed. But under the absolutism of Frederick William III, such an influence implied more than Schopenhauer or Schwegler could know ; for only in the last decades have the documents been published that show the clarity and consistency with which this king insisted upon the comAbstract plete subordination of all learning to state interest. sciences ', we read in his educational programme 19 , that touch c



e



only the academic world, and serve only to enlighten this group, are of course without value to the welfare of the State it would be foolish to restrict them entirely, but it is healthy to limit ;
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1818 came during



the high tide them.' of reaction, during the period which began with the king's purge of his government from the reformers and national liberals who



Hegel's call to Berlin in



had contributed tion



so



much



Considering this appointment was not a '.



to his success in the fact,



move



we may *



ask



'



War



of Libera-



whether Hegel's



'



philosophy, so as to enable her to serve the welfare of the State ', that is to say, of Frederick William and his absolute rule. The same question is 20 of suggested to us when we read what a great admirer says to



limit



c



And in Berlin he remained till his death in 1831, the Hegel acknowledged dictator of one of the most powerful philosophic (



:



schools in the history of thought.' (I think we should substitute lack of thought for thought ', because I cannot see what a '



'



'



dictator could possibly have to do with the history of thought, even if he were a dictator of philosophy. But otherwise, this For example, the concerted revealing passage is only too true. efforts



of



powerful school succeeded, by a conspiracy of concealing from the world for forty years the very



this



silence, in



of Schopenhauer's existence.) We see that Hegel may indeed have had the power to limit philosophy, so that our question may be quite to the point. In what follows, I shall try to show that Hegel's whole philosophy can be interpreted as an emphatic answer to this an answer in the affirmative, of course. And I shall question fact



'



'



;



try to



show how much



we



interpret Prussianism.



in this



it



light



thrown upon Hegelianism if is to say, as an apology for be divided into three parts, to be is



way, that



My



analysis will treated in sections n, in, and iv of this chapter. Section n deals with Hegel's historicism and moral positivism, together with the



rather abstruse theoretical background of these doctrines, his method and his so-called philosophy of identity. Sec-



dialectic



m



And section iv deals tion deals with the rise of nationalism. with the dependence of modern totalitarianism upon the doctrines of Hegel. n I



begin



my



analysis of Hegel's philosophy with a general



comparison between Hegel's historicism and that of Plato. Plato believed that the Ideas or essences exist prior to the things in flux, and that the trend of all developments can be



explained as a



and



movement away from the perfection of the Ideas, movement towards decay. The'



therefore as a descent, as a
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history of states, especially, this



mately



is



degeneration



and ultione of degeneration due to the racial degeneration of



is



;



the ruling class. (We must here remember the between the Platonic notions of race ', soul c



close relationship



c



c



nature ', and with Aristotle, that the Ideas or or more precisely (as far as essences are in the things in flux we can treat a Hegel with precision), Hegel teaches that they are identical with the things in flux Everything actual is an But this does not mean that the gulf opened Idea ', he says 22 up by Plato between the essence of a thing and its sensible for Hegel writes Any mention of appearance is closed *



essence



21



'



.)



Hegel



',



believes,



;



'



:



.



'



:



;



Essence implies that *



thing)



.



;



.



upon



'



we



distinguish it from the Being (of the the latter, as compared with Essence, we



rather look as mere appearance or semblance. Everything that is, things are not what they has an Essence, we have said immediately show themselves to be.' Also like Plato and Aris.



.



;



Hegel conceives the essences, at least those of organisms (and therefore also those of states), as souls, or Spirits '. But unlike Plato, Hegel does not teach that the trend of the development of the world of flux is a descent, away from the Like Speusippus and Aristotle, Hegel Idea, towards decay. it is teaches that the general trend is rather towards the Idea 23 he with the that Plato, Although says perishable progress. thing has its basis in Essence, and originates from it ', Hegel insists, in opposition to Plato, that even the essences develop. and In Hegel's world, as in Heraclitus', everything is in flux the essences, originally introduced by Plato in order to obtain something stable, are not exempted. But this flux is not decay. His essences and Spirits are, Hegel's historicism is optimistic. totle,



c



'



;



c



,



;



they are self-developing, or, using fashionable are more terms, they emerging and self-creating '. And they propel themselves in the direction of an Aristotelian like Plato's souls, self-moving



;



c



'



final



cause



',



or, as



Hegel puts



it



self-realized final cause in itself.



c



'



24



'



towards a self-realizing and This final cause or end of the ,



development of the essences is what Hegel calls The absolute Idea or The Idea '. (This Idea is, Hegel tells us, rather complex it is, all in one, the Beautiful Cognition and Practical and the Scienthe Highest Good Activity Comprehension not worry Universe. need But we tifically Contemplated really about minor difficulties such as these.) We can say that Hegel's world of flux is in a state of emergent or creative evolution 25 each of its stages contains the preceding ones, from which it '



'



'



:



;



;



;



;



e



'



'



'



;
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and each stage supersedes previous stages, approaching nearer and nearer to perfection. The general law of development is thus one of progress but, as we shall see, not of a simple, straightforward, but of a dialectic progress. As previous quotations have shown, the collectivist Hegel, and following like Plato, visualizes the state as an organism Rousseau who had furnished it with a collective general will ', Hegel furnishes it with a conscious and thinking essence, its reason or Spirit '. This Spirit, whose very essence is activity (which shows its dependence on Rousseau), is at the same time the collective Spirit of the Nation that forms the state.. To an essentialist, knowledge or understanding of the state originates



all



;



;



'



'



;



e



e



c



'



'



'



must clearly mean knowledge of its essence or Spirit. And as we have seen 26 in the last chapter, we can know the essence and actual Thus we its history. only from its potentialities of historicist arrive at the fundamental position method, that the '



'



'



'



of obtaining knowledge of social institutions such as the And state is to study its history, or the history of its Spirit '. the other two historicist consequences developed in the last chapter follow also. The Spirit of the nation determines its



way



'



hidden



historical destiny '



emerge into existence entering the other nations



can see from



'



;



and every nation that wishes



;



must



assert



its



individuality or soul



c



to



by



Stage of History ', that is to say, by fighting the the object of the fight is world domination. We Hegel, like Heraclitus, believes that war



this that



the father and king of believes that war is just



World's court of justice



all



things. c



:



',



The



And



like



History of the World



writes Hegel.



And



is



Heraclitus, he is



the



like Heraclitus,



doctrine by extending it to the world of nature ; interpreting the contrasts and oppositions of things, the polarity of opposites, etc., as a kind of war, and as a moving force of natural development. And like Heraclitus, Hegel believes in



Hegel generalizes



this



the unity or identity of opposites ; indeed, the unity of opposites * plays such an important part in the evolution, in the dialectical progress, that we can describe these two Heraclitean ideas, the '



war of opposites, and Hegel's



their unity or identity, as the



main



ideas of



dialectics.



philosophy appears as a tolerably decent and although one that is perhaps a little 27 and seems to be no reason to describe it, there unoriginal with Schopenhauer, as charlatanism. But this appearance begins to changfe if we now turn to an analysis of Hegel's dialectics.



So



honest



far,



this



historicism, ;
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For he



proffers this



method with an eye



Kant, who, in his



to



upon metaphysics (the violence of these attacks may be gauged from the motto to my Introduction '), had tried to show that all speculations of this kind are untenable. Hegel never attack



c



attempted to refute Kant. He bowed, and twisted Kant's view This is how Kant's dialectics ', the attack into its opposite. was into converted Hegelian dialectics ', the upon metaphysics, c



c



main



tool of metaphysics. Kant, in his Critique of Pure Reason, asserted



under the



influ-



ence of Hume that pure speculation or reason, whenever it ventures into a field in which it cannot possibly be checked by experience, is liable to get involved in contradictions or antinomies and to produce what he unambiguously described as 6 'a sterile dognonsense ; illusions mere fancies and a superficial pretension to the knowledge of matism *



'



'



'



'



'



'



;



'



;



'



;



'



28



He



tried to show that to every metaphysical concerning for example the beginning of the world in time, or the existence of God, there can be contrasted and both, he held, may proceed a counter-assertion or antithesis from the same assumptions, and can be proved with an equal degree of evidence '. In other words, when leaving the field of experience, our speculation can have no scientific status, since



everything assertion or



.



thesis,



;



'



argument there must be an equally valid counter-arguKant's intention was to stop once and for ever the 4 of the scribblers on metaphysics. But accursed fertility the effect was very different. What Kant stopped unfortunately, was only the attempts of the scribblers to use rational argument ; they only gave up the attempt to teach, but not the attempt For this to bewitch the public (as Schopenhauer puts it 29 ). Kant bears a himself undoubtedly very condevelopment, for share of blame the the obscure style of his siderable ; work (which he wrote in a great hurry, although only after long years of meditation) contributed considerably to a further lowering of the low standard of clarity in German theoretical to every



ment.



'



writing



30 .



None of the metaphysical scribblers who came after Kant made any attempt to refute him 31 and Hegel, more particularly, even had the audacity to patronize Kant for reviving ;



c



name of Dialectics, which he



restored to their post of honour '. that Kant was taught quite right in pointing out the antinomies, but that he was wrong to worry about them. It just



the



He



lies



in the nature of reason that



it



must contradict



itself,



Hegel



CHAPTER asserted



;



and



it is
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human



not a weakness of our



faculties,



but



the very essence of all rationality that it must work with contradictions and antinomies ; for this is just the way in which



it



is



Hegel asserted that Kant had analysed reason that he forgot that mankind something static and social But what we are with our it, heritage. develops, is to call our reason but the own nothing product of this pleased social heritage, of the historical development of the social group This development proceeds in which we live, the nation. in a that is to three-beat rhythm. First a thesis say, dialectically, it will is but proffered produce criticism, it will be contradicted reason develops. as if it were



;



;



by opponents who



assert



its



opposite,



an



antithesis



;



and



in the



attained, that is to say, a kind of unity of the opposites, a compromise or a reconciliation on a higher level. The synthesis absorbs, as it were, the two original conflict of these views, a synthesis



is



opposite positions, by superseding them ; it reduces them to components of itself, thereby negating, elevating, and preserving them. And once the synthesis has been established, the whole process can repeat itself on the higher level that has now been reached. This is, in brief, the three-beat rhythm of progress



which Hegel called the



'



dialectic triad



'.



am quite



prepared to admit that this is not a bad description of the way in which a critical discussion, and therefore also scientific thought, may sometimes progress. For all criticism consists in pointing out some contradictions or discrepancies, I



and scientific progress consists largely in the elimination of contradictions wherever we find them. This means, however, that science proceeds on the assumption that contradictions are impermissible and avoidable, so that the discovery of a contradiction



and make every attempt to eliminate it is all cola must once contradiction science indeed, admitted, 32 But Hegel derives a very different lesson from his lapse



forces the scientist to



;



.



dialectic triad.



Since contradictions are the means by which



science progresses, he concludes that contradictions are not only This permissible and unavoidable but also highly desirable. is



a Hegelian doctrine which must destroy



all



argument and



all



For if contradictions are unavoidable and desirable, progress. there is no need to eliminate them, and so all progress must come to an end. But



this



doctrine



is



just



one of the main



tenets of Hegelianism.



Hegel's intention is to operate freely with * All things are contradictory in themselves



all ',



contradictions.



he



insists 33 ,



in
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order to defend a position which means the end not only of all And the reason why he science, but of all rational argument. wishes to admit contradictions is that he wants to stop rational argument, and with it, scientific and intellectual progress. By



making argument and



own



his



criticism impossible,



philosophy proof against



all



he intends



to



criticism, so that



establish itself as a reinforced dogmatism, secure



make



it



may



from every attack,



and the unsurmountable summit of all philosophical develop(We have here a first example of a typical dialectical twist the idea of progress, popular in a period which leads to Darwin,



ment.



;



but not in keeping with conservative interests, is twisted into its an opposite, that of a development which has arrived at an end arrested development.)



So much for Hegel's dialectic triad, the one of the two pillars on which his philosophy rests. The significance of the theory be seen when



will



The



I



proceed to



its



application.



other of the two pillars of Hegelianism



is



his so-called



It is, in its turn, an application of dialectics. philosophy of identity. I do not intend to waste the reader's time by attempting to



of it, especially since I have tried to do so elsewhere 34 for in the main, the philosophy of identity is nothing but shameless equivocation, and, to use Hegel's own words, it consists of nothing



make sense



but



;



*



fancies,



even imbecile fancies



It is



'.



a



maze



in



which are



caught the shadows and echoes of past philosophies, of Heraclitus, Plato, and Aristotle, as well as of Rousseau and Kant, and in



which they now celebrate a kind of witches' sabbath, madly tryThe leading idea, ing to confuse and beguile the na'ive onlooker. and at the same time the link between Hegel's dialectics and his philosophy of identity, is Heraclitus' doctrine of the unity of The path that leads up and the path that leads opposites. c



down are identical Heraclitus had The way west and when he says



said,



',



'



the



:



and Hegel repeats



way



this



east are the same.'



This Heraclitean doctrine of the identity of opposites is applied to a host of reminiscences from the old philosophies which are of Hegel's own system. reduced to components thereby Essence and Idea, the one and the many, substance and accident, '



'



form and content, subject and object, being and becoming, everything and nothing, change and rest, actuality and potentiality, reality and appearance, matter and spirit, all these ghosts from the past seem to haunt the brain of the Great Dictator while he performs his dance with his balloon, with his puffed-up and fictitious problems of God and the World. But' there is J
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method



in this madness,
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and even Prussian method.



For behind



the apparent confusion, there lurk the interests of the absolute monarchy of Frederick William. The philosophy of identity Its main upshot is an ethical serves to justify the existing order.



and juridical positivism, the doctrine that what is, is good, since it is the there can be no standards but existing standards ;



doctrine that might is right. How is this doctrine derived



?



Merely by a



series



of equi-



Plato, whose Forms or Ideas, as we have seen, are from ' ideas in our mind ', had said that the different entirely Ideas alone are real, and that perishable things are unreal.



vocations.



Hegel adopts from



this



doctrine



the



equation Ideal



=



Real.



'



Kant



talked, in his dialectics, about the Ideas of pure Reason ', ' * Idea in the sense of ideas in our mind '. using the term Hegel adopts from this the doctrine that the Ideas are something '



mental or



spiritual or rational, which can be expressed in the Idea Reason. Combined, these two equations, or -



equation



=



rather equivocations, yield Real Reason ; and this allows Hegel to maintain that everything that is reasonable must be real,



and everything that is real must be reasonable, and that the development of reality is the same as that of reason And since there can be no higher standard in existence than the latest development of Reason and of the Idea, everything that is now real or actual exists by necessity, and must be reasonable as well



And particularly good is, as we shall see, the actually Prussian state. existing This is the philosophy of identity. Apart from ethical as



good



35



.



positivism a theory of truth also comes to light, just as a byproduct (to use Schopenhauer's words). And a very convenient



theory



it is.



All that



is



means, of course, that



reasonable all



that



is



is real, we have seen. This reasonable must conform to



and therefore must be true. Truth develops in the same reason develops, and everything that appeals to reason in its latest stage of development must also be true for that stage. In other words, everything that seems certain to those whose reason is up to date, must be true. Self-evidence is the same as



reality, way as



all you need is to believe makes it, by definition, true. In this way, the opposition between what Hegel calls the Subjective ', i.e. the Objective ', i.e. truth, is turned into an identity belief, and and this unity of opposites explains scientific knowledge also. The Idea is the union of Subjective and Objective Science



truth.



Provided you are up to date,



in a doctrine



;



this



'



'



;



*



.



.
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presupposes that the separation between itself and Truth is 36 already cancelled.' So much on Hegel's philosophy of identity, the second pillar



of wisdom on which his historicism is built. With its erection, the somewhat tiresome work of analysing Hegel's more abstract The rest of the chapter will be doctrines comes to an end. confined to the practical political applications made by Hegel of



And these practical applications will the clearly apologetic purpose of all his labours. I are very largely designed to pervert dialectics, assert, Hegel's was the ideas of 1 789. Hegel perfectly conscious of the fact that these abstract theories.



show



us



more



the dialectic '



opposite.



osophy.



method can be used



Socrates



.



for twisting 37



an idea into



its



c



are no novelty in phil', used to simulate the wish for some clearer



he writes



Dialectics .



,



knowledge about the subject under discussion, and after putting all sorts of questions with that intention, he brought those with whom he conversed round to the opposite of what their first impression had pronounced correct.' As a description of Socrates'



intentions,



statement of Hegel's



this



perhaps not



is



very fair (considering that Socrates' main aim was the exposure of cocksureness rather than the conversion of people to the oppobut as a statement of Hegel's site of what they believed before) own intention, it is excellent, even though in practice Hegel's method turns out to be more clumsy than his programme indicates. As a first example of this use of dialectics, I shall select the problem offreedom of thought, of the independence of science, and of the standards of objective truth, as treated by Hegel in the He begins with what can only be Philosophy of Law (270). ;



interpreted as a demand for freedom of thought, ( The state ', he writes, * has protection by the state :



as



its



and .



.



for



its



thought



Thus freedom of thought, and science, it was the church that burnt the state



essential principle.



can originate only in Giordano Bruno, and forced Galileo to recant therefore, must seek protection from the state, since ;



.



.



.



.



.



Science, the aim



After this promising is knowledge of objective truth.' which we may take as representing the first impressions



of science



c



start



'



'



of his opponents, Hegel proceeds to bring them to the opposite of what their first impressions pronounced correct ', covering But his change of front by another sham attack on the church such knowledge does, of course, not always conform with the standards of science, it may degenerate into mere opinion ; *



:



.



and



for these opinions



c



' .



.



it



(i.e.



science)



may



raise the



.



same
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demand
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church



as the



41



demand



the



to



be



free in



its



Thus the demand for freedom of opinions and convictions.' thought, and of the claim of science to judge for itself, is described as pretentious ; but this is merely the first step in Hegel's '



c



twist. '



We



next hear that,



mental question



:



.



to



make up



who



to



is



Hegel



its



'



;



is, and what is not, state has, in general, what is to be considered



judge what '



objective truth ? .



faced with subversive opinions, which raises the funda-



if



the state must protect objective truth :



replies



The



own mind concerning



With this reply, freedom of thought, and the as objective truth.' claims of science to set its own standards, give way, finally, to their opposites.



As a second example of this use of dialectics, I select Hegel's treatment of the demand for a political constitution, which he comIn order to bines with his treatment of equality and liberty. appreciate the problem of the constitution, it must be remembered that Prussian absolutism knew no constitutional law (apart from such principles as the full sovereignty of the king) and that the slogan of the campaign for democratic reform in the various German principalities was that the prince should grant the country a constitution '. But Frederick William agreed with his councillor Ancillon in the conviction that he must never give way to the hotheads, that very active and loud-voiced group of persons who for some years have set themselves up as the nation and have cried for a constitution 38 And although, under great a the constitution, he never fulfilled his king promised pressure, word. (There is a story that an innocent comment on the king's constitution led to the dismissal of his unfortunate courtNow how does Hegel treat this ticklish problem ? physician.) As a living mind ', he writes, the state is an organized whole, '



'



'



.



6



'



*



'



articulated into various agencies articulation or organization of state .



.



.



The



power



constitution .



.



.



The



is



this



consti-



the * Liberty and equality are final aims and results of the constitution.' This, of course, is



tution



is



existent justice



.



.



.



.



only the introduction. But before proceeding to the dialectical transformation of the demand for a constitution into one for an absolute monarchy, we must first show how Hegel transforms the two aims and results ', liberty and equality, into their opposites. Let us first see how Hegel twists equality into inequality c



:



c



That the



citizens are equal before the law ', 'contains a great truth. But expressed in this



a tautology



;



it



39 Hegel admits , way, it is only



only states in general that a legal status



exists,
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are But to be more concrete, the citizens that the laws rule. equal before the law only in the points in which they are equal outside the law also. Only that equality which they possess in property, The laws etc., can deserve equal treatment before the law age, themselves presuppose unequal conditions ... It should be said that it is just the great development and maturity of form .



.



.



.



.



.



.



.



modern states which produces the supreme concrete inequality of individuals in actuality.' In this outline of Hegel's twist of the great truth of equalitarianism into its opposite, I have radically abbreviated his and I must warn the reader that I shall have to do argument in



'



'



;



the



same throughout the chapter



;



for only in this



way



is it



at all



possible to present, in a readable manner, his verbosity and the 40 ). flight of his thoughts (which, I do not doubt, is pathological



We may



c



As regards liberty ', Hegel consider liberty next. in defined former the times, writes, rights, the private as legally " called its a liberties ". well as public rights of city, etc., were '



Really, every genuine law is a liberty ; for it contains a reasonable principle which means, in other words, that it embodies ; .



c



.



'



liberty '



law



is



.



Now this argument which tries to show that same as a liberty and therefore the same as from which it follows that the more laws, the more liberty,



a liberty ',



is



.



.'



*



the



clearly nothing but a



'



clumsy statement (clumsy because



it



relies



on a kind of pun) of the paradox of freedom, first discovered by 41 a paradox that can be Plato, and briefly discussed above freedom unlimited leads to its opposite, that expressed by saying since without its protection and restriction by law, freedom must ;



This paradox, lead to a tyranny of the strong over the weak. who restated was solved demanded by Kant, by Rousseau, vaguely that the freedom of each



what



man



should be restricted, but not beyond an equal degree of freedom for all.



necessary to safeguard



is



Hegel of course knows Kant's solution, but he does not like it, and he presents it, without mentioning its author, in the following To-day, nothing is more familiar than the disparaging way idea that each must restrict his liberty in relation to the liberty of c



:



others tions



that the state



;



is



a condition of such reciprocal restric-



and that the laws are



;



criticize



Kant's theory,



*



restrictions.



this expresses the



But



',



he goes on



to



kind of outlook that



views freedom as casual good-pleasure and self-will.' With this cryptic remark, Kant's equalitarian theory of justice is dismissed. But Hegel himself feels that the little jest by which he equates liberty



and law



is



not quite sufficient for his purpose



;



and some-
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hesitatingly he turns back to his original problem, that of ' The term political liberty ', he says 42 , * is often the constitution.



what



mean



a formal participation in the public affairs of the those who otherwise find their chief function in the state by particular aims and business of civil society (in other words, by And it has become a custom to the ordinary citizen) " " to that of the state which constitution side the title only give and to regard a state in which establishes such participation Inthis is not formally done as a state without a constitution.'



used to



.



.



'



c



.



.



.



.



.



,



deed, this has become a custom. But how to get out of it ? By About this use of the a merely verbal trick by a definition to a is that the constitution we must term, say by only thing '



:



understand the determination of laws in general, that is to say, of But again, Hegel himself feels the appalling poverty .' of the argument, and in despair he dives into a collectivist 43 The mysticism (of Rousseau's making) and into historicism " the of a constiTo whom belongs making power question " " Who has to make the Spirit of a is the same as tution ? Nation ? ". Separate your idea of a constitution ', Hegel exclaims, from that of a collective Spirit, as if the latter exists, or has existed, without a constitution, and your fancy proves how (namely, that superficially you have apprehended the nexus It is the indwelling between the Spirit and the constitution). which only is that Spirit's Spirit and the history of the Nation But history by which constitutions have been and are made.' liberties



.



c



:



.



.



'



'



'



.



.



One must this mysticism is still too vague to justify absolutism. and Hegel now hastens to be so The really be more specific living totality ', he writes, that which preserves, and continually c



:



;



'



produces, the State and its constitution, is the Government In the Government, regarded as an organic totality, the Sovereign the all-sustaining, all-decreeing Will Power or Principate is .



.



.



.'



.



In the highest Peak and all-pervasive Unity. in which of the each element form State and every perfect of the State,



its



.



has reached



.



that of one actual decreeing a in which the unity of the Individual (not merely of majority its



free existence, this will



is



The it is monarchy. decreeing will has no actual existence) monarchical constitution is therefore the constitution of developed reason ; and all other constitutions belong to lower grades of the development and the self-realization of reason.' And to be still more specific, Hegel explains in a parallel passage of his Philosophy ;



Law



the foregoing quotations are all taken from his Ency* ultimate decision absolute self-determination clop 436, 399> 47> 26 7 f 70 Cp. Selections, 435 f. For the problem of inferiority, cp. also notes 57 and 6 1 to this chapter, and text. For the other passage on England, see notes 61-63, and text to this chapter. A very interesting passage (Phil, of Law, 2goL) containing a classical formulation of holism shows that Hegel not only thought in terms of holism or collectivism and power, but also that he saw the applicability of these principles towards the organization of the The lower classes ', Hegel writes, have been left more or less proletariat. unorganized. And yet, it is of the utmost importance that they should be Without organorganized, for only in this way can they become powerful. ization, they are nothing but a heap, an aggregate of atoms.' Hegel comes 69



-



*



'



Marx in this passage. The passage is from H. Freyer, Pallas Athene (1935), quoted by A. Kolnai, The War against the West (1938), p. 417. I am greatly indebted to Kolnai's book, which has made it possible for me to quote in the remaining part of this chapter a considerable number of authors who would otherwise have



pretty close to 71



been inaccessible to me. (I have, however, not always followed the'wos& ig of Kolnai's translations.) For the characterization of Freyer as one of the leading sociologists of contemporary Germany, cp. F. A. von Hayek, Freedom and the Economic System :



(Public Policy Pamphlet No. 29, 2nd impression, 1940), p. 30. For the four passages in this paragraph from Hegel's Philosophy of Law, 33 !> 34> 342L (cp. also 331 f.) and 340, sec Selections, 466, 467, 465, 468. For the passages from the Encyclopedia, cp. Selections, 260 f. (The last sentence quoted is a different version of the first sentence of 546.) For the passage from H. von Treitschke, cp. Thus Spake Germany (1941), p. 60. 72 For the next three 257, i.e. Selections, 443. Cp. Philosophy of Law, quotations, see Philosophy of Law, 334 and 339L, i.e. Selections, 467. For the last quotation in this paragraph, cp. Hegel's Philosophy of Law, 33oL and 333. 73 Cp. Selections, 365 ; italics partly mine. For the next quotation, cp. Selections, 468, i.e. Philosophy of Law, 340. 74 Quo ted by Kolnai, op. cit., 418. For Heraclitus, cp. text to note 10 to chapter 2. For Haiser, see Kolnai, loc. cit. ; cp. also Hegel's theory of slavery, mentioned in note 25 to chapter n. For the concluding quotation of this For the * war of cp. Selections, 467, i.e. Philosophy of Law, 334. paragraph, * ' defence that turns into a war of conquest ', see op. cit., 326. 76 For all the passages from Hegel in this paragraph, cp. Selections, 426 f. For another passage expressing the postulate that world(Italics mine.) For E. Meyer, history must overrule morals, see the Philosophy of Law, 345. cp. end of note 15 (2) to chapter 10. 76 See Philosophy of Law, 317 f. ; cp. Selections, 461 ;* for similar passages, J see 316:' Public opinion as it exists is a continuous self-contradiction ; see also i.e. and further views of Selections, 456, 301, 3i8L. (For Hegel on
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For Raiser's remark, public opinion, cp. also text to note 84 to this chapter.) cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 234. 77 Cp. Selections 9 464, 465, for the passages from the Philosophy of Law, 324 and 324L. For the next passages from the Philosophy of History, cp. Selections, 436 f. (The passage last quoted continues characteristically ' naturally dead in itself, as e.g. the German Imperial Cities, the German Imperial Constitution.' With this, cp. note 61 to this chapter, and text.) :



.



.



78



327!, and 328, i.e. Selections, 465 f. Cp. Philosophy of Law, For the remark on gunpowder, cp. Hegel's Philosophy of



mine.)



(Italics



History,



p. 419. 79



For the quotations from Kaufmann, Banse, Ludendorff, Scheler, Freyer, Lenz, and Jung, cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 41 1, 41 1 f., 412, 41 1, 417, 41 1, and 420. For the quotation from J. G. Fichte's Addresses to the German Nation (1808), see also cp. the German edition of 1871 (edited by J. H. Fichte), pp. 49 f. A. Zimmern, Modern Political Doctrines, 170 f. For Rosenberg's repetition, ;



Myth of the Twentieth Century (1935), p. 143 ; see also Raeder, No Compromise (1939), 116. 80 Cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 412. 81 Cp,,Caird, Hegel (1883), p. 26. 82 Kolnai, op. cit., 438. For the passages from Hegel, cp. Selections, 365 f., For E. Krieck, cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 65 f., and E. Krieck, italics partly mine. National-Political Education (in German, 1932, p. i ; quoted in Thus Spake Germany, p. 53). For Hegel's emphasis upon passion, cp. also text to note 84 to this chapter. 83 Cp. Selections, 268 ; for Stapel, cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 292 f. 84 For Rosenberg, cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 295. For Hegel's views on public opinion, cp. also text to note 76 to this chapter ; for the passages quoted in 3i8L, i.e. Selections, pp. 461 tfR^resent paragraph, see Philosophy of Law, (italics mine), 375, 377, 377, 378, 367/368, 380, 368, 364, 388, 380. (Italics For Hegel's eulogy of emotion and passion and self-interest, partly mine.) cp. also text to note 82 to this chapter. 85 For For the quotations from Hegel, Best, cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 414 f. cp. Selections, 464 f., 464, 465, 437 (note the similarity to Bergson !), 372. For the 324, 324!,, 327!,.) (The passages from Phil, of Law are from remark on Aristotle, cp. Pol., VII, 15, 3 (i334a). 86 For Stapel, cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 255-257. 87 If I neglect all the determinations of an object, Cp. Selections, p. 100 then nothing remains.' For Heidegger's What is Metaphysics, cp. Carnap, For Heidegger's relation to Husserl and Scheler, cp. Erkenntnis, 2, 229. cp. his



>



'



:



It is perhaps interestJ. Kraft, From Husserl to Heidegger* (German ed., 1932). ing to remark that Heidegger recognizes, like Wittgenstein, that his sentences '



are meaningless Question and answer concerning nothingness are in themWhat selves equally nonsensical ', Heidegger writes (cp. Erkenntnis, 2, 231). could be said, from the point of view of Wittgenstein's Tractatus, against this kind of philosophy which admits that it talks nonsense but deeply significant nonsense? (Cp. note 51 (i) to chapter 10.) :



88 For these quotations from Heidegger, cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 221, 313. For Schopenhauer's advice to the guardian, cp. Works, vol. V, p. 25 (note). 89 For Jaspers, cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 270 f. Kolnai (p. 282) calls Jaspers Heidegger's lesser brother '. I cannot agree with that. For, as opposed to Heidegger, Jaspers has undoubtedly written books which contain much of interest, even books which contain much that is based on experience, for instance his General Psycho-Pathology. But I may quote here a few passages from an early work, his Psychology of World-Views (first published in 1919 ; I quote from the third German ed., 1925), which show that Jaspers' worldviews were far advanced, at anv rate, before Heidegger took to writing. To *



'
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3 /NOTE



I



man, one would have to see how he lives in the Moment. The Moment is the sole reality, it is reality in itself, in the life of the soul. The Moment that has been lived is the Last, the Warm-Blooded, the Immedi-



visualize the life of



ate, the Living, the Bodily- Present, the Totality



Thing.



.



Man



(p.



112.)



.



alone.'



of the Real, the only Concrete



and the Absolute ultimately in the Moment (From the chapter on the Enthusiastic Attitude, p. 112)



finds Existence



:



*



Wherever Enthusiasm is the absolute leading motive, i.e. wherever one lives in Reality and for Reality, and still dares and risks all, thrre one may of heroic Love, heroic Strife, heroic Work, etc. well speak of Heroism 5. :



The Enthusiastic



'



Attitude is Love



Compassion is and why it ; 127) III. is believed in, by the genuine Lover, only if it is so.' (pp. 256 fT.) Strife is a fundamental form of (A) Strife. Single Marginal Situations. The reactions to the Marginal Situations of Strife are the all Existence. not Love



.'



.



:



(p.



why Love



is



128) : cruel, ruthless



(Subsection



.'



.



"This



is



2, p.



'



:



.



.



.



.



Man's



of understanding of the fact that Strife is Ultimate A hysterical always find the same picture romanticism, combined with a brutal barbarism and the professorial pedantry of sub-sections and sub-sub-sections. following He skulks



:



.



.



.



2.



.



And



.'



lack



:



We



so on.



:



90



, Cp. Kolnai, op. cit. 208. For my remark on the philosophy of the gambler ', cp. O. Spongier (The Hour of Decision. Germany and World- Historical Evolution. German ed., He whose sword compels 1933, p. 230 quoted in Thus Spake Germany, 28) The dice are there, ready for this victory here will be lord of the world. stupendous game. Who dares to throw them ? Of the gangster philosophy, a book by the very talented author, E. von Salomon, is perhaps even more characteristic. I quote a few passages from this book, The Outlaws (1930 ; the passages quoted are from pp. 105^ 73, 63, *? lie Am I not one with my gun ? Satanic lust 307, 73, 367) 9



*



*



:



;



'



'



:



first



of



lust



because



it



system.



.



not want. (Cp. also



.



!



man



is



was good



destruction. fun.



.



.



We



What we wanted we



.



.



.



My



greatest lust



Hegemann,



op. cit.,



.



shot quite indiscriminately, just are free of the burden of plan, method or .



.



They



did not know, and what we knew we did was always for destruction.' And so on.
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Cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 313. 92 For Ziegler, cp. Kolnai, op. cit., 398. 93 This quotation is from Schopenhauer, Grundprobleme (4th ed., 1890), Introduction to the first edition (1840), p. xix. the Hegel's remark on most lofty depth (or the most elevated depth ') is from the Jahrbuecher d. wiss. L&, 1827, No. 7 it is quoted by Schopenhauer, op. cit. The concluding quotation is from Schopenhauer, op. cit., xviii. 4
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NOTES TO CHAPTER General Note to the Chapters on Marx. notes to Capital or to H.o.M. or to both.
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Wherever



possible, I refer in these use Capital as abbreviation for the Everyman Double Volume Edition of K. Marx, Capital, translated by E. and C. Paul. H.o.M. stands for A Handbook of Marxism, edited by E. Burns, 1 The later volumes of Capital are quoted as Das Kapital (of which vol. I 935was first published in 1867) ; the references are to vol. II, 1885, or to vol. Ill i sn I part i, and vol. Ill, part 2 (quoted as III/i and HI/2), both 1894. to make it quite clear that although I refer where possible to the translations mentioned above, I do not always adopt their wording. I



w



1



Cp. V. Pareto, Treatise on General Sociology, 1843. (English transl. The Mind and Society, 1935, vol. Ill, p. 1281 ; cp. also text to note 65 to chapter Pareto writes (pp. 1281 f.) The art of government lies in finding ways 10.) :
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to take advantage of such sentiments, not wasting one's energy in futile efforts to destroy them ; very frequently the sole effect of the latter course is to



strengthen them. The person capable of freeing himself from the blind domination of his own sentiments will be able to utilize the sentiments of This may be said in general of the relation other people for his own ends. between ruler and ruled. The statesman who is of greatest service to himself and to his party is the man without prejudice who knows how to profit by .



.



the prejudices of others.' The prejudices Pareto has in mind are of diverse character nationalism, love of freedom, humanitariariism. And it may be just as well to remark that Pareto, though he has freed himself from many prejudices, has certainly not succeeded in freeing himself from all of them. This can be seen in nearly every page he writes, especially, of course, where he speaks of what he describes not inappropriately as the humanitarian religion '. His own prejudice is the anti-humanitarian religion. Had he seen that his choice was not between prejudice and freedom of prejudice, but only between the humanitarian prejudice and the anti-humanitarian prejudice, he might perhaps have felt a little less confident of his superiority. (For the problem of prejudices, cp. note 8 (i) to chapter 24, and text.) ' are very old Pareto's ideas concerning the art of government they go back at least to Plato's uncle Critias, and have played their part in the Platonic school tradition (as pointed out in note 18 to chapter 8). 2 (i) Ficlite's and Hegel's ideas led to the principle of the national state and of national self-determination, a reactionary principle in which, however, a fighter for the open society such as Masaryk sincerely believed, and which th& democrat Wilson adopted. (For Wilson, cp. for instance Modern Political This principle is obviously Doctrines, ed. by A. Zimmern, 1939, pp. 223 ff.) inapplicable on this earth, and especially in Europe, where the nations (i.e. linguistic groups) are so densely packed that it is quite impossible to disentangle them. The terrible effect of Wilson's attempt to apply this romantic principle to European politics should be clear by now to everybody. That the Verthat Wilson's principles were not sailles settlement was harsh, is a myth adhered to, is another myth. The fact is that such principles could not be and Versailles failed mainly because of the more consistently applied attempt to apply Wilson's inapplicable principles. (For all this, cp. note 7 '



*



;



;



;



and text to notes 51 to 64 to chapter 12.) In connection with the Hegelian character of Marxism mentioned in the text in this paragraph, I give here a list of important views which Marxism takes over from Hegelianism. My treatment of Marx is not based on this list, since I do not intend to treat him just as another Hegelian, but rather as a serious investigator who can, and must, answer for himself. This is the list, ordered approximately according to the importance of the various views to chapter 9, (2)



for



Marxism.



The method of a science of society is the study of hisHistoricism and especially of the tendencies inherent in the historical development of mankind. :



(a)



tory,



What is a law in one historical period need not (b) Historical relativism be a law in another historical period. (Hegel maintained that what is true in one period need not be true in another.) (c) There is an inherent law of progress in historical development. (d) The development is one towards more freedom and reason, although the instrumentality of bringing this about is not our reasonable planning but rather such irrational forces as our passions and our self interests. (Hegel :



'



the cunning of reason '.) futurism '. positivism, or in Marx's case, moral (This term explained in chapter 22.) ( f ) Class consciousness is one of the instruments by which the development



calls this (e)



is



Moral



'



CHAPTER



304



1



3 /NOTES
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of the nation, the (Hegel' operates with the consciousness propels itself. ' ' national Spirit or national Genius '.) Methodological essentialism. Dialectics. in Marx's writings but have following Hegelian ideas play a part become more important with later Marxists. between merely formal freedom or merely formal (hi) The distinction democracy and real or economic freedom or economic democracy, towards etc. ; in connection with this, there is a certain ambivalent attitude liberalism, i.e. a mixture of love and hate. (g) (h)



The



'



c



'



'



'



'



*



'



'



'



*



'



(h t ) Collectivism.



In the following chapters, (a) is again the main theme. In connection with (a) and (b), see also note 13 to this chapter. For (b), cp. chapters For (d), cp. chapter 22 (and regard22-24. For (c), cp. chapters 22 and 25. For (/), text to note 84 to chapter 12). ing Hegel's cunning of reason ', cp. and 19. For (g) cp. notes 4 to the present chapter, 6 to cp. chapters 16 and notes 20 to 24 to chapter 20, chapter 17, 13 to chapter 15, 15 to chapter 19, and text. For (A x ), cp. note 19 to chapter 7. (h 2 ) has its influence on Marx's it is under the influto chapter 14) (cp. text to note 16 *



9



1



; anti-psychologism ence of the Platonic-Hegelian doctrine of the superiority of the Jjtate over the individual that Marx develops his theory that even the consciousness of the individual is determined by social conditions. Yet, fundamentally, Marx was an individualist ; his main interest was to help suffering human individuals. JThus collectivism as such certainly does not play an important from his emphasis upon a collective part in Marx's own writings^ (Apart Class consciousness, mentioned under (/) ; cp., for example, note 4 to chapter But it plays its part in Marxist practice. 1 8.) '



'



8 In remarks both on Plato's Capital (387-9), Marx makes some interesting and text) 'an4* h theory of the division of labour (cp. note 29 to chapter 5 the caste character of Plato's state. (Marx refers, however, only to Egypt and not to Sparta ; cp. note 27 to chapter 4.) In this connection, Marx Isocrates' Busiris, 8, where Isocrates quotes also an interesting passage from to those of first proffers arguments for the division of labour very similar ' The most Plato (text to note 29 to chapter 5) ; Isocrates then continues celebrated philosophers who discuss this subject extol the constitution of that Isocrates refers here Egypt above all others.' I think it most probable to Plato ; and he may in turn be referred to by Grantor, when he spoke of those who accuse Plato of becoming a disciple of the Egyptians, as mentioned :



in note 27 (3) to chapter 4. ' ' 4 ror 12. Or, intelligence destroying ; cp. text to note 68 to chapter dialectics in general, and Hegelian dialectics in particular, cp. chapter 12, With Marx's dialectics, I do not intend to especially text to notes 28-33. deal in this book, since I have dealt with it elsewhere. (Cp. What is Dialectic ?, vol. 50, Mind, N.S., vol. 49, 1940, pp. 403 ff. ; see also the correction in Mind, I consider Marx's dialectics, like Hegel's, a rather dangerous 1941, pp. 31 1 f.) muddle ; but its analysis can be avoided here, especially since the criticism of his historicism covers all that may be taken seriously in his dialectics. 1 1 to this chapter. Cp., for instance, the quotation in the text to note is first attacked by Marx and Engels in the Communist Mani' For Marx's attacks upon the bourgeois (Cp. H.o.M., 55 ff.) festo, III, 3. * ' the claims with reconcile to who economists political economy try of the proletariat ', attacks directed especially against Mill and other members of the Comtist school, cp. especially Capital, 868 (against Mill ; see also note 14 to this chapter), and 870 (against the Comtist Revue Positiviste ; see For the whole problem*of social technology als o text to note 2 1 to chapter 1 8) versus historicism, and of piecemeal social engineering versus Utopian social the notes 9 to chapter 3 ; engineering, cp. especially chapter 9, above. (See also
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Utopianism
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M.



with references to



;



Eastman's



Science ?)



The two quotations from Lenin are taken from Sidney and Beatrice Webb's Soviet Communism (and ed., 1937), pp. 650 f. The second of the quotaIt is most interesting tions is from a speech made by Lenin in May, 1918. 7



how quickly Lenin grasped the situation. On the eve of his party's power, in August, 1917, when he published his book State and Revolution, he was stiU| a pure historicist. Not only was he as yet unaware of the most difficult problems involved in the task of constructing a new society ; he even believed, with most Marxists, that the problems were non-existent, or that they would be solved by the process of history. Cp. especially the passages from State and Revolution in H.o.M., pp. 757 f., where Lenin emphasizes the simplicity of the problems of organization and administration in the various All that is required ', he writes, phases of the evolving Communist society. is that they should work equally, should regularly do their share of work, and should receive equal pay. The accounting and control necessary for this have been simplified (italics in the original) by capitalism to the utmost.' They can thus be simply taken over by the workers, since these methods of control are within reach of anybody who can read and write, and knows the first four rules of arithmetic.' These amazingly naive statements must be contrasted with Lenin's speeches made a few months later. They show how free the prophetic scientific socialist was from any foreboding of the problems and disasters ahead. (I mean the disaster of the period of war-communism, that period which was the outcome of this prophetic and anti-technological Marxism.) But they show also Lenin's capability of finding, and of admitting to note



rise to
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