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ID'l'RODUOa.?IOB 

.!he philoaoph1oal appzi~ach of Spon Kierkegaard haa 

ffll! man:y 7oara been i-eo~gni~ed as ~e ot the o:utatand1ng 

attempts v1th1n the Luthei,an Church to 00D11truoi; and 1"onmi• 

latE> a Clu-1at1an ph1].oaoph7. Poi- this naaon al.one. then 

is autf1oient -merit in alm.ost OJ'Q' o:am111,atJon or h1a VOl'ka. 

'lh1s atud.J', however, proposes to ezam1ne not •~ol~1vel.J' 

the wol'lt ot Kierkegaard. but also tho background of rad1oa1 

rationalism. against which .he and his the1ot1c ox1stcm'ti1al 

view 'K&S aet. 

~t 1s obvious f'l'om ev~ a oui-a017 nacUng of Itleza­

kegaawd•s vorka thc.t h1s philosophic fomul.at1on was 4ea1gae4 

to aounter-balanoo tha tremendous intluenoe of HegeJ.iim 

Idealism. on the th1nld,ng of the Qbr1at1an Church, 811d 1n 

part1csule, the L'.llther~ Ohuroh of DemarJc dv1ng his 

ls.t'et:lme. It is thei-0tore quite J)l"Oper that th1a at'Ud1' 

s.Jiouid be devoted to an evini nation, of tbs 4ootr1nea ot 

both philosoph1o- aoboola 1n· an attempt to olarUJ' the maJoi­

areaa of conten~ion. 

We have mt attempted w1tb1n.the bi-1e1' oampaaa of this 

at~ to g1ve a aumn.&17 01' the ent11'e ph11oaoph1oal poalt1on 

~f either Bagel oi- lt1akegaud.. Ra~r. ,re have attempted 

to ezplS.oate several r6atvea of both vien !n an emeaYol' 

to polnt up the immediate c11aapeamat; eziating behaen lhe 

punl7 ratlcmal1at1o and 14eal18t1c pblloaophJ' of Hegel, anc1 

one vld.ah up1N4 to i-epreaent Blblloal bu.th. 

111 



We have not ahauate4 the VOl'b of either phlloaopher 

'bJ' &DJ' :iaeana. Inaamuoh u the maj01" vork ot lt1erkegaud• 

Conolud1g5 Vmlo1ent1t1o Paataor1pt, vaa 41Note4 esaent1all7 

at Hegelian phUO.sop!q,, we have aontinecl the ev14enoe 

ac!duoecl in ~1t1o18111 ot I4ea11am to that work• al.thougb the 

q-qaa1f to• a Pl'OP•r underat,md.1Qg must lead on.e to fJ'fieJTS 

other work or ltiekagaard. 'Rm aouroe of evldem,e tO'IJ tJie 
~1gn1t!cant features of Hegel•a view has been a aeleotion · 

of ~egel• a ·works ill · aclditl~ to aeoond.U7 aovoea on which 

we bave found it necessary to Nly heavily. 

!fhG orit1ciam to be tound. 1n tbe aiate~t1al. ~oaophJ 

ot s. x •• aa ·he 11!1 somet:lmoa gratify1ngl1" oa.J.;Lec1., of Hegelian 

1~0.t1onallsm bas been considered bJ l1l8IQ' to be one of three 
. . 1 

impol'tant examinations of that BJ'&tom. !hough there are 

acme, for- example R&UGJ"o 2 who have attemptecl to minSmze 

tbs divc,rgence ot the two sohoola ot thought. 1t '1a the 

burc1eD of ~hia stuq to Ul.uoldate those &al.lent teatUNa 

of oach which oannot be :zieoono11ed bJ erq a1m1le1t7 m 
tenn1:nol.os, or at7le of ezpoa1t1on. 

It mu.at be remembere~ whGD the reader notes the appannt 

pi-oxlm1t7 ~ the two, that Eierkega.Ud vaa tra111e4 undei' 

the 1nfluenofJ or the HegelS.U 8J8tem at the VD1vera1t1, ~ 

Copepbagen. 3 anc1 that it Vfl:II au U'duou8 tuk ror the Dane 

,.. - . .. .. .. .. 
1aush Bosa Haoldnt•• Z7Pe■ !:£ Modern !heolog (Bpglan4t 

Sorlbner••• 1939), P• 226. 
2Pau1 llam88J' baa clone tbla 1D ■e'l'el'al a1't1ole■ pzteparecl 

ror ph1loaopb1oal publloat1ou. 

l»avl4 •• sven,oa, btW!SrS ~ lifffl'ert. (M1mea-
po11a1 Aup'buq Pub11abSng Bou■e; l~r, P• • 
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mwh at home. Bia toNJ.no4,ora and much ot hia approach 

.at1U beal' the stamp or~ em;-~ tra1ri1Dg. 

Some mention :muat bo ~• or one a1gn1f1o~t aapaot 

of this stu~. We have en~avored to an.pluµSiae tboae charac-
' I 

I • 
tei-iat1oa of each phUoao~o ·91ew vhioh aeam t~ 1)1'0Ve a.a 

: 

exlatins opposition b,twee11t tbo two. Jfo attempt haa been 
I 

made further to develop thope vien. !hen.tm-e11 we bave 
' been 4el1bei-ate in the a.uiaalon -of an ezpoa1t1011 ~ the 
f: 

Hegelian state or SooletJ• ~ the ez1atent1al 41aleot1o 

proQess of s. 1t. whiah was an ant1tihetioal na7at••• 



DB D.!URB OF BBlLlff 

Geol'g Wilhelm Frledl'ioh Hegel waa an abao1ute 1deal1at 

1n the fullest aeDBe8 ancl to undes-atand ■uah an absolute 

14eallsm 1s to unclaratand Hegel. Abaolute ldeall• emia• 

lone4 the UDivorae p~ll.J' aa an ~gan1oal17 united anc1 

related vozalc1 ot i4eaa, the Idea ltaelf, :reveallng 1taelt 

1n clumglns man1testat1ona of leaser ldeaa. IJ!hla world• 

view, thereiore, presents two aeparate• :,et integral un1ta 

o~ whioh OBl'eful explloatlon 1a neoeaaa17. fi18 tirat un1t 

ot th1a world-view 1a the Hegelian oonoept ~ the Idea and. 

ite c0111ponenta. The aeoond unit is the method bJ' vh1oh 

this Idea or Beason ls maniteated. 

Hegel 1a pr1Do1pallJ' concemecl with the nature and 

man1f'eatat1ons of ultimate Reallt7. The 'llhole ot Real:lt7 

ho tema the .Abaolute., and apeaka ot thia Abao1ute varioual.7 

as Reason, Idea., Spblt1 and Hlild.1 !his Healif;J" or Idea 

la campoae4 ot the world or 1dea8 1n an Ol'gaDlo and 1nter­

relatec1 whole, oaob ot Wbioh 1a 1n it■elt a part, an 

entltJ' ot thll ultimate Xdea, yet a omaplete i-efteotlon 

ot that Idea. n:,or the 14eallat, the whole world. ot lc!eaa 

111 eaaentlal.l.7 one world, one all lnolwslve ezperlenoe ot 

lll'ldD BdmaD and Herbert V-. Solmelcler (e4.), ~ka 
rOP Be51tmera 1D Phllo•oJ!9: (1'ev Yorks Bem-;r Bolt7.. 
fflil),, P• 648. -
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an absolute mlm. Bao.b f1n1to th1ns· 1a aooOl'dlngl.J' Ngur4ecl 

as a ·t'Z'agment or tl3a •baolute ezpe1cmoe, and each f'~te 
2 

m1nd as part ot the absolute mind. n. lt ia apparoat then•. 

that ftm.te m1Dda• the minds ot lncl1v14uala. &N ocmpcm:ent■ 

ot the man1teatat:tona ~ Absolute Mlmi Ol' Bea11t7 u well 

as 1deu. The multitude ot 1cleaa wich 00111pzi1ae the ultimate 

Reality are the d1scover1em of 1ndiv1d.ual mental :lnveatiga-
~ . 

tion. disoov81'1ea of tl'Utha vh1Qh are 1n themaelvea nal.1t1ea. 

'fhe7 are realities, however• :1-ml.ch ~o IUD hu oreated, but 

merely discovered. !heae ideaa or truths W8l'8 valid 1~ 

before azq human mind diacoveNd- tbem.3 1Dd1v1dual lcle~ 

must not be oont1ned aolel'y -to Sllbstanti-1 tacta 1D the 

oenae that they have no qual.:lt7 of mattc,p.. !ime and apaoe . 
are included. among the ideas which cx,mpr1ae Real1tJ' because . 
1'1.nite minds reneot Real1t7. -As tbe 1D41v1dua1 minors 

the whole of Real1t7 eaoh moment ot the 1nc11v1dua11 a ex1a• 

tenae m1wol'a all t• and .et81'Jlit7. Baoh moment baa an 

etem1tJ' ot experience emboc11ed 1n :lt; beoauae each mnt 

renecta eternitJ• Alfi pat. ot apaoe and time baa, like 

,t1n1te mind, the eilaentlal qual1t1ea o,t all apaoe and. tSiae. 

Thwl, we mq deduce tiiom the•• premi■•• ot Hegel ~t 1n a 
' 

aenae the m10J1000• :la a ml'n-• ot the maoro~o•• 

81noe the Idea 1IJ BO OQIDPOIIH ot rlnlte mllldill aDl 

14ea■, we oan .uuibe oerta!D at;:tl'1b111i•• to the l4ea 1t■e11'. 
•' 



3 
BeaaUBe t1n1te id.au are etel'll&ll7 vallcl» the Abaolute vhioh 

ls mirroreti b7 these 1cleaa :la also t Smel .. aa, a ocmpNhenalTe 

etemal. truth. '!h18 absolute Real:lt7 1a the organlo• 

md.tled world. It Iii i-ational. and knowable t:ln :I.ta. organ1o 

Nlationa. It 1a what ma7 be ·r1gunt1ve~ oalled Ood. Above 

all• it 1a oonorote, as 41at1Dgu1ahecl .f.ttom the PlatODS.o 

Ideas• th& V&r'J nature o'f vblah was abat:raot. In Begel •• . · 

:tor.nml.at1on, oonoretenesa is a matter of depee. !he' more 

the i4eas are :,:-elated with othut 1deam., the more aonoitete 

the7 become• mtU ultimate aonoretene11a is i-eaohed 111. the 

voi-ld•soul of the Abaoliite Reali tJ. 4 "lhua al.1100 tba 

expei-ienoes of t1D1 ta• ·mlnd• aa the7 an mul.t1p11e41 became 

111019& oonaoioua. of the nature of the whole ·atruotve of the 

Absolute Idea or Reality ~d. ao moN oonoziete.. ln ita. leut 

cons.oioua, leaat aubstant-ial ,tom, 'Hegel oalla the ftriite 

mind aubjeot1ve m1nd. Bve~- au'b3eot1ve Di1nd1 hoVevel', baa 

content and tom, and 1a to aame extent aetual and oanoi-ete 

slnoe 1t, too• mll'l'ors the whole ot Absolute )Una or Keillt7. 

~n arqt;hlng is thought mel'el.J' 11) the tom. ot tbeing• 
11l•1taelt•, o• u not •~1t-oontra41oto17, it la oalled. 
potentµ]. , possible)• . D'er,J'tb1ng 1n ao ta aa 1t 1a 
detel'Dl1De4 aa a BelDs-1i1•1taeU' vhioh 1a cmlJ' & poa1.­
'1ie4• 1■ oalled w•~~en.t1ale Suah a Pon1bU1t7• 
laolated b-am t e . o ltJ'•· hu an 111cl1v14Wll mntent. 

i~ potent~ '-• am.nbat u a totali_, ot lta 
f.n-1tiill'-ex19tent 4,etel'lllnat1ona·. WhataTer poa•••••• 
th1a mtemal perteot poteat1al.1t;J' 1• no, meNl.7 a 
po■lte4•&;1ng1 but 111-anct.tor ltaelt an4 imme41atelJ' 
aotual,. !be potent1al.1t7 ot auba.tanoe 111 t h&ret0l'e1 
iia acbualltJ'.~ ' 

· 4z£i~• ll8 tt. · Sect also Hua1 -otiona. e41te4 
bJ' J.. . · q- (Bev '!'.Ol'kt Cbal'lei71iii1 I a Soma, l.929) • 
PP• 20 t. 

Sib14.., P• ll$. 
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Ron conorete ia Ob~aot1va. K1n4 beoaue it ism.on 

conao1oua ot the c,rdel' of. relat.ion 111th othe m1nde. nmte 

m1na1 as an 1ncliv1dual and aetual taot, le clepemlent upon 

and 4etem1ne• to some -extent ev&Q' othe2- taot. Aa the 

t!nite- f'a.ot beocnea avare ot 1ta nlat10DBh1p with e"oh 
. 6 

and eVeFJ' other faot t1I/' mind• Objective M1l14 1- 11eachecl111 

lie oan see from this o2'g&n;o the01'1 of' tl'Uth and Nal1t7 

that evel'Jthlng 1a -1nteme'.Jl7 cleter.m.md bJ' its relatS.ona,. 

positively and negat1vel7• to everything else, aince" negatian. 

as 1-JBll aa its oppoa:lta 1a a 1'o1'lll of' nlat1on. Objeo~1'n 

Mind 1• ·a plll't1a1 realization ot t:td.a zielationab,p ot tl:16 

'Whole to S.ta part■, of l'leaUtJ' to. :Nal.1t1ea. Thull Hegel 

;,ictlll'ea this 1'ea11zat1on of the relat1onahipa. of t1D1te 

1u.na.a, 
• • .• ~ ooncNte mtum of. me into m.e in the ex­
tei-nallty 1s that I, the 1nt:lnlte aelf•Nlat1on., am 
as a person the . l'epulaion ot ma frcm m:,aelf • ancl have 
the exiateuo of' 'JD.7 peraonal.1t7 in the being or 
otha ~•ona• 1n mr relation to them and 1n m, 
:t-eo~t1on of' them,. Vldoh 1a thus mutual. 7 

So Ve SH also that a greatel' degree ot OOD~Ntene■a Nault■ 

tram a greatu zreal1sat1on ~ .t1D1te l'elat101M!b1p•• ~ 

prooeaa oont1nuea until the 1'1111.te mind beoaua avu-e ot 

the cmplete lntoclepencleDoe of '1,1 tbSnge or 14eu tiDite 

with eaoh other. It 1a then that Aba~ut• M1Dd. or Beallt7 

1• Naohed• Iba oulm1nat1on ot oonONteneaa •. tbe sezaS.th ot 

'vrlsht• !I.• o11i•• PP• 319 an4 324. 
1ues.i:, !1• olt •• P• 222. 



s 
Beal1t7. But it la ODJ.7 reaohecl through the nature of 

Min.cl wh1oh la tbat the 11141Y1clua1 kn.ova bla 1ml.1T1clual.1t7 

to ~ f'l-ee, an abaolutol.J tree will. Only tbl'ough th:la 

natUN ot tree\!,am oan the finite mind even bogSn to l'ealiae 

the 1ntel'l'elat1onahipa · or each anc1 eve17 other m1Dc1 ,an4 thua 
8 

awive at the oonoret,neaa of Abaolute Mlnd. 

The lclea oia -Absolute Mind 1ll8J' alao be oalled Reas.on 

and la cono:laelJ' clesor1bed b:, Benjamin Rands 

The Idea may be cle·aQribed 1n mADJ' vqa. 'It 1118.J' be 
called reaaon ( and this ia the proper ph1loaoph1cal 
a1ga1t1cat1on of l'eason)1 aubJeot-objeotJ the 1Jldt7 
of the _:ldeal and re1al, ot the t1n1te and the 1nt1n1te, 
ot soul and bocl7J the poaa1bll:lt7 vhlah baa lta 
actual1t:, 1n its own seltJ that ot which the natUl'O 
oan be thought onl7 aa existent, ••• n9 . 

As we have mentioned, ·an attribute of the Idea 1a 

also that it is oompletely rat-i~al. In point of i"aot, 

the Idea as ultimate Reality is the moat knowable tblng 

ainae every idea and f1D1te mlncl i-etleots that Feallt7 and 

g:lvea to lt the element d conoreteneaa. As Ruaaell obaervea, 

"Hegel aaaerta that the real 1a rational; and the rational 
10 . 

is real. 8 Hegel cletlned"the Abaolute Idea u •J>e1- .Begr11't 

des- Idee, dam clle Idee ~a eolche der Gegenatand. cl• clu 

a ?>Jekt ale• lat .• 1111 Or better. u Ruaaell atatea, 11!he 
12 

i\baolute Idea la pure thought tblnk:lng about PUN thought.• 

~egel, !J!.• o1t., PP• 221 t • 

9xodern Olaaaloal' Phlloanr•• o•plld ~J' .. ~enj~ "ll=~d 
. ( Camb11ldge1 M'aaa. 1 Hougbtion R iii Oo., 1908), P• 611. 

lOaertrand R.uaael, A llf storf.,4§, Wea tern Ph1loaopp;y 
(Bew Yorks Simon and Somai er, , P•· fji. 

11Ibld., P• 735. 12Ib14., P• 735. 
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!h18• ot oovse, g1vea to the hlgb.eat f'ol'lll ot real1tJ' the 

greatest amomt ot pel'ap~oult7. pl'ov14!.ng that through a 
. . ' . 

realization ot 1Dcl1v14ual treed~ 1'1D1te m1nd.a can arrive 

at the point where the 1',egative and poaltive nlat1onah1pa 

of ·,a11 1deaa, 1nolud1ag ~he "I" an4 "non•I" can be seen. 

· Before proceeding to the method by vbioh thla process 
I 
I of realisation ot relationship operat••• it la neoeaa111"7 

I to mention 1n same detail one other oharacteristio of the 
I 

I: Abs~lute, a1nae eapeo~~ir _this was or much oono~ and 

evok~i'd much or1t1o1am t)-~ Jt1ekegaa1"4. . Hegel •ca.~tea the 

Idea v1th !l'~uth. When the process of f'SJlite mtnda reallsln:g 

thctir 1nterrelat1onahlpa la at ~rk, .1t 1a called objeo~i-
. . 

vity •. • 'l'hls obj!9otivit1 ~ . ooneapondence with the notion . . 

rru,.y th.ea be oal;l.ed 'truth •. A~oor~ to Hegel, 

~ - I~a 1a 'Truths f'Q~ buth 1a t~ ool'l'eapondenae 
ot objeot1v1ey v1th the noi;ion:- not ot aourae ~• 
correspondence of ezternal. thlnga with- 747 O'>DCep• 
\lon••- tort~••~- QDl,7 co!§eot oonoeptio~. held 
bJ ma,. the: 1Dc11v1.c1ua1·. peraon. · 

Hegel •tewa 'bhe Absolute Realltt u being Truth 1D :I.ta 

b1gb.Gat torm, the reaul·t ot the ·tree Nlat:l.onsbtp and &Jll•· 

theaia of' .tinlte m1nda 8114 14ei■ •· 
• · In 'IIIY v:l.e,r 1ao. a view 11h1oh the clev••:J.ope4 expoa1t:l.on 

or the qatem :l.taeU'. oan al.one JJ1atify •• eve,Jthlng 
depen411 011 graapiDg ·and, ezpreaalr,lg the ult.1mat♦ trli~h 
not aa Subatanoe buj; !18 SubJeot u vell • .14 

Bege1 env.i■1cme4 the Absolute aa. an evolvipg boclJ' o.t truth 

lJaenJamill Rand, !2.• o1t., Pe. 160. 

· ~esel, !!I• o:l.t., P• ~ 
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wblch waa 1n S.ta parts alraadJ' m.norecl 1D toto, but onlt --
aft• 1ta t1Dal. evolution ilcl it have the ultimate ohaao­

torlat:lc of uuth. Thia eTolution of tl'Uth takea plaoe 

th1'0ugh the p~oeaa ot reneotlon and leda this self• 

development to the end result, namely !nth. 

The truth :ls tbs whole •••• Of the Abaol.ute 
it must be sata that 1t la easentlall.J' a result, 
that only at the end la it what 1t 1a 1n vaey tFUthJ 
and just 1n that omaiata its nature, which ia to 
be actual, aubjeot, or aelt-baooming, aelt•develop­
r.ient ••• 

It 1a re£leot1on whioh oonat1tutea truth the 
.final result.' 

.. 
t.rhia Absolute 'lJl'Uth 1a the reault of reflection, but 

not morely finite, personal, or intlmnte retleotlon. It 

1a not the result of a paztt1oular thought-P'l'ooeaa, or an 

1nc11vidual mental discovery. Rather, lt is the result or 

the qnthes1s ot aubjaotiva reallzation,. the awareness ot 

ael1'1 and the ,awa.reneaa ot the :relaticmahipa of aeJJ" to lt■ 

own negation an~ other selfs. 

!he lmowlng of Re-.on 1a tbeM!'ore not the mwe 
·aubJeot1ve oertltude, 'but alao TRmB, beoauae 
Tru~- OCID:fliata 1n the hanlont, or :rather, unity ot 16 
·oertltude and BelDg, or ot oe:nltu4e and ·ob.1eo.tl-v1t7. 

It la plain that tm-ough a graduai17. 1ncreaa1Dg know• 

lec!ge ot om•il relationehip T!fith o~a, and of the 1cleu 

with eaoh other, thl'ougb. thla prooeaa ot groving objeot1v1t7 

cm the part o'E the 1D4i,r14ual, '1'ruth, the Aba·olute -Bea11t7 

la the reault. Dia nault la, a aJDthea1a ot lta at'Eimatlcm 

and lta negation. It ta a ocm;,lete4 whole, 1n hanlioDl' vlth· 

CONCORDIA SEN INARY 

LIBRAR Y 
' I\ ST. LOUIS 5, MO. 
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1taelt. Hegel avers, 

But this result &l'l'lved at 1• 1t■elt simple SmulecliacJ'J 
for 1t la aelf•oQ1µ101oua heedicn, vhloh la at one 
with itself, ancl has not set aa14s the opposition it 
involves and left 1t there, but has ma4e11ta aooount 
with lt and has become reoona1le4 to tt. 1 



OHAPDR II 

TBB DIALIOT.IO O.F OBJEO'!IVI'l'!' 

file pr1no1ple on whloh Bagel oonatNota the nature 
. . 

of the Absolute ev14entl7 la that 1D 1ta 011D omplete am 
... 

tul.17 realized oonclitlon it la totally hamonloua and not 

aelf-oontradiotol'J• If Jt -wei-e contracUoto17 to 1tselt• m­

if the Absolute could be fluwthei- related to oth&P negation.a. 

1t would not be .f'ull7 real1zad ·an4 ooul4 not then be f'ozmall.7 

and oompletel7 HUTH. ~ -ve191 esaenoe ot the Absolute 

111 unanim1t7 and total. realization. !he reault ot Subjeotlve 

and Objeotlve mind 1-a Abs~ute mln4.. Rusell obaene■, 
... 

"It 1a thought 'bJ' Bagel ~ha~ tlw ~atUN or Real:l.tJ" can be 

deduoed bom the eole oo•ldei-atlon tbat it muat be not 

aelt•oontradloto17.n1 · 2he pi-ooeas bJ llb.lch Tnth la 

realized must proceed~ the pr.ami■e that Truth 1D ltael.1' 

and 'bJ' ltael.1' la harmoDlou. fhll hamon, oan be seen 

through the modua operand,!,,· •'libloh la oalle4 41aleot1o. Aput 

tram the :tonner aonalde:rli-tion w mwst keep 1n mlDCl that 

to Bagel the !nth oan OJl].7 .be Nallsed through a :ra~lonal 

qatem aiD;oe 1ta nat'Ul'e la :rational. Be ■tatea, • • •· • . . . 
lmovlec!ge ~• cml.7 Nal and oan ·cml.7 ·be aet t01'th :lullJ' 1n 

lae:rtrand Bu■ell, A ~ !!t, Weaten PhlloaopbJ 
(Bev Yorks S:lmon 11114 Sobli■~45T, P• 131. 

9 
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the tom ot ao1enoe, 1n the f'om of 117■tam. •• • 112 

The d1aleotlo beg1na 14th ■ubJeotlve mind. The 

ezlatenoe of f'1nlte mind 1a 1ntr1na1o, paaaive indU'f'erenoe. 

!rhe nature of finite mind la naive 1mmed1ate aen1e•oon-

11aioueneaa and subjeot1Ye cezata1nt,'. 'lhe avareneas of' 1ta 

own eXlstenoe 1a ~oat all that an 1nd1v1c\ual baa to beglD 

his long devel.opment thl'ougb the dialeotlo. But the11e la 

something more 1.ntrinsioally to be found 1n aubjeot1v1t7 

besides aense-oonaoiouaneaa. There 1a the desire to u­

temal1ze and realize 1taelt. It 1a more, 1n faot, than 

a desire. It 1a an impulse, a demand emanating r:ram the 

var.ry essenoe of' aubjeot itself. Hegel tel'JD8 lt a ap1rltual 

substance or-Weltge1at.3 Artz given moment of an 1nd1vl4ual.'• 

existence must find external. ezpnasion and beoome obJeot1ve. 

I t must leave its own senaa-oonsc1ouaneaa and 1'8tl11'fl again 

to be at one v1th it■elf. ~• deatre or 1mpul.ae, which 

1a 1li taot the ef'teot ot the p"aenoe of Weltgelat 1n the 

world, 1a the caue and motivating principle of 1noreaalng 

objeot1v1t7. It la the vol1t1cm of' the Absolute ltaelt 

1n 1ts evolution tbrougb h111toJ7. 

Having amotlve for the evolutlODU7 l)l'ooeaa., it 1a 

possible to 41aoeJ'D the meaning ot •aa1eot10•. In eaaenoe 

2Belel Seleotlona, ecllted. b7 J. Loevellberg (BnYork1 
Oharlea orl6Del'i■ Sona, J.929.), p. 19. See alao Hod.em 
Claaaloal Pblloagrk, · ocmp11e4 Ben3maln Ram ( oam&idse, 
Ru■., Bouiiilon ~ oo., 1908)• P• S73. 

3zbt4.• pp. 23 tt. -
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it 1• the on•going WOl'k ot the Abao1uto Nal1z1Dg 1taelZ. 

It 1a through thia prooeaa, aoli'•v1Ue4, bJ which Tntb 

beoanea oonorete and aotual. Aa Svenaon has obael'Ved• 

d1alect1a 

• • • 1s no mere aubjeotive prooeaa, 'blat the .tom 
taken b'y the aelf•ovolutlon ot the Idea as a log1oal 
qstem, and 1a 1pl; faoto embodied aa· tJie vork of the 
objoot1ve reason the h1ator1oal prooeaa.~ 

. 
The Absolute 1n nal1s1Dg 1taelt tbl'ough h1atOZ7 

pertoNB the function of d1a1ect1o. It reallaea 1ta,u 

according to a l.ogioal pattern of 1n01'eas1Dg i-eality. We 

mast, howov&r, 41at1ngu1ah between tbe tot~ dialectical 

prooeaa and reflection. Reflection takes place °'1t&14e the 

predicate of a given thing. Benoe, Nfl.eotion gives to 

that tblng a sphere of ret'erenoe, relates 1t to a1m1lar 

phenanena, and 7et leaves tbs tb1ng val14 in 1ta own right. 

On the other hand, 41aleot1o 1s the tendenof v1th1n a th1Dg 

whloh drives olita1de 1t·ael.:t and 1n the proaeaa recognize■ 

the 11m1tat1ona ot those precl1oat••• Thereton, d1aleot1o 

sunmona the negation or its pred1oatea, and eventuall7 

p1'0V1dea thctil" 11J11thea1a.S Hooking 4eacl'1bea the proaeaa 

a'IDlll1U'U7 when ho p~1nta out that :tlnlte m1Dc1 muat 1n aCllle 

vq abrogate 1taelt, 1n oztcter to Nal1se or appreolate 

1taelf', "wander 1n a world ill.lento 1ta nature", ancl .tlnall.J' 

(MinDe4:;:f:.~·A=::i ·trJ:!JLAt::.!1iCsf!'r. ua. 
Jnan4, !1!.• o1t., ~- seo. 
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z:t8tUl'n to 1tseli' onoo more.6 

Dialect1e 1s compoao.a. of tllree aepBl'ata but olosoly 

rela~ed phases. It 1s a dialeot1o oJ: triads oach wlth its 

own thesio, m.1t1thas1s• and synthaaia. Hr1ght oxp1a,.ns, 

In tbe ·thesis a oe1ttain aspect of ~cal1ty is 
~evealed, ill t!w antithesis a oontraat1n3 aspect 
u.pyeaz,a• mid th.~ tJ;o ere then aul'gahoben in a lligher 
3yntlle:d.s. This synthesis gives i>lse to a new ta-iacl 
s.nd t h~t to anothGl' in tUl"'n.• • • • Evezt7 mmabe:P of' • 
~voey ~~iud i s the Absolute.ffl ••• !he order of the 
dielectio :ls purely logical., 

'.f.r..1s t~iadic constx-u.otion caz-1 bo expJ.aiued 1dth ref'ezaonoe 

·i;c the citation s.bove8 
oQnca:::an!J1..g sense-consciousness. 

SG:..ie~••ccnsciousnass l'GO'o&131zes sil:iple p1~edicatesa tol!' 

~xsiple, H'l'hia is a t~ble.n In add1t1on, such consciousness 

rech}iLl,izos the rilO?'iient . o:f' extstence in tlle predicate vhlcll 

i ~ t~1 implied 8 now"• or.a, with reference to plaqe, a uheren. 

But such implications of space or thle ohant,'O a:lnce momen'lia 

in t:ime Qlia 1n motion mid one place ruQ" in pi'aetioe be 

2any places of' smalle:P size. 'l:hwei'Dl'e, ~mWBent is at 

once t hat moment. A mamont 1n time 1s its own negation. ea -
well ~s 1to assertion. Yot tho nnoi,n can be identified as 

an "abiding now" oP as iQh-eneral nov". Senae-oonsoiousnesa 

is also senouous. It bas th:e ~apacity ~o-r- perception. But 

throus'b. perception it oail cmly 4etomine a glvon sensation. 

6w:tll1am El-neat Hooking~ Zfpe~~fi Philoso:Pbl (Ch1oaso: 
Ohal:>les Scr1bner1s Sons. 193~). P• • 

7w1111a:11 ~elle~ W~1ght, A Hlatog of Modern PhiloaoPhY 
OiGU York: ThG P..aomUlen Oo., Ic.,4IJ. pp.~? t. . 

.8supr1!iJ p. l.O. 
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Since sensation !a the propM,cy of an·cxi•tent thing.in 

a given moment, and both tho th1rls· and the aoment change. 

ps~oept1on mat be sene~al. Perception la n ••• a 

minrg.1.ing or- sensuous detem!nat1~na vith those of Refloction.n9 

Since the prope~tiea of perception belong to a changing 

t hing0 they are themselves changing &nd are accidents. 

Consciousness 1n ganere.J. then, is eJ.so .understanding, a 

syntJ1esis ot tl'le ab141ng present ( theala) m.d aco14ent 

(ant1thersia). 

This oonsc1ou.sness· 5.n general is a thesis. But ~h1a 

has vi•Ghin 1tseli' its own negation ox, ant1t11.eais.. 'lbia 

sntithes1a 1s a oonoc1ouaneas of sameth1'lg other than 

percepti~n of oeltQ• In serme-~onsciousness one perce1Tes 

•:>n0 ts self. !he objeot of that conseiottsneas -is selt. But 

t lle mt5.thes1s to that 1s the knovloclge of othe~a. Hegel 

declares tlu!d; it 1s d0s,.tte which a111thesizea the object or 
10 

consc1o·uaness (self) a.1ld the feel1ng of . o~her1'16aa. 'l!his 

ayntv.esis 1a aelf•coneeiouaness and correaponds to ob3eot1• 

vity. 'l'heref'ore, mind becomes objective when it ia n • • • 
in tho process of benom1ng other to 1t3elf • • • and 

ll 
in transcendina this othel'neaa. n · !he oharaotor1at1~ of 

objective mind ~s no longeF oonaciousneas in itself. but tor 

itself". Absolute mind is achieved bJ' another Ulllon of 

9aegel, S!E.• . .!!!•·.• P• 71. 

lOlb1"-• • PP• 73 f • 

p .. 31 .. 
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subjective and obJe~t1ve mhid. Absolute mind 1a conscious• . 
nesa 1n and~~ 1tseµ.t. !hi.a Qnthesla ot .oonao1ousness in 

I 

Absolute Ol" Reason. ' Keg~ states,: qit (Reaao~) 1a .jut • 

wll th~ cert;1twl'9 or lta&lt' <,ubjeot1vit7) aa boizJg (~ 

objeot1v1t,), and th1s9 too •. in one msd the aame thinking 

aot1v1tJ'."l2 

Seen as a complete process, tt~ d1aleatio of Reason 

le a threefold movement in -v.bich there ia a neoosaB17 

sequenoe of· logioaJ. order. Pram a given fact the antithesis 

to that f'aat must neceas8.l'U7 be drawn sinoe tb.G taot con­

tains 1n its essence that antithesis. The fact is aubjeow 

·tive. T"b.e synthesis beomea another f'act to wh1ah there 

is antithesis. fha Noonc111atlon of these two 1a a 8J11• 

thesis of objeotivit,-. ~hat obJeotivit:,, beoa•e ot 1ta 

con~Pad1otiona, rasulta 1n an abao1uta. When the .~ist1nc• 

tion between the subjeot and the object is lest in the 

pz,ooess of object1v11,7_. AbsoJ.ute mind or Reason is reached. 
13 

'?he Absolute. Idea is reached by ·thla dialectioa1 proaeas 

'Which tinda ita necessity 11i the, pervading and all-embt'aoiDS 

Idea. This dialeot:lo must proceed. fraa thoaia to ant!• 

thesis to SJ'lltheaia beoauae tb1a 1a the nature Qf the Idea 

u it realizes itself. 

From the foregoing evidence S.t 1a clear that ~i'Uth ia 

the synthesis of teli1poruy opposites. Xt ia. ach1evecl bJ' 

12I'b1d., P• 78. 
13auaeseu.,. !2• olt., P• 734. 
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a method which ha.a neo••~B1'11og1oal oatego:r!ee within 1t 

whioh are imposed b7 the nature of the Idea ltaelf'. The 

method 1a speoulat1ve14 and rational, -1nd 1a achieve,cl by 

the use of .reflection and the logical categories ot dialeo• 

tic. The dialectic of objeotiv11-7. inheres 1n the nature 

of ·th6 Absolute and finite mind. 



OHAP!BR III 

TBB BXlSTBEIAL CRl'rIQVB 

!he exisbmtlal phUoaOJ>h1' .or s,"en Xlerkepard ~••en­

ted a deatruot1ve or1t1que to the aal_lent featur•a ot 

Hegelian absolute 1deal1am. 0V lnq:uirJ ia ·ocmf1De4 to 

those tea:tvea which were the object of apeoial Ol'itlolam. 

!he thoi'Jt1c ex1stent1al1am wbiah contended with the 

natUN and method ot 1deal1am rebelled ag~t Hegel.'• 

concept ot Nality. Reality vae for Kiei-kegaard tu more 

than lmowledge about h1stol'J' or about the method ·b imlah 

it evolved aa the realisation or the lite ot the A~aolute. 

Reality 1a not the unU'iecl whole. whl• -realised 1taelt 

b:, logioal.6 bloodleaa o•t•gor1••• Re-11ty la r~~~ ·ezlat­

enoe; and that whioh ezieta. Kierkegaard ~ttaoke4 ·1ogio• 

thentozte, an a.batl'aot •olenoe outside the realm~ 

existence, as a ch&l'aoter1at1o ot Rea;llt7. Be -lna1ate4 

that conereteneaa 1• onl7 acnONte 1n ezlatentlal rei'erenoe 

and oannot be atta1Dec1 b,- reailon~ He objected. that ·reality 

doea not bJ' ita· cnm n,.ture neoeaauU7 reveal 1taelt. 

Vbereaa Hegel ba4 ma1Dta:1De4 'lbat .t1D1te m1nda 11ioreue4 

th811' aonorete aotuallt7 bJ' ~1~ avaNnea, or reJ.at1~-1:11p 

to ot:bei- m1n4a• Kierkegaard objected that thia lmovld4ge 

OP ava.Nneae ot aelt 1D Nlatlon to otl:i:era wa m.el"817 a 

thought Pl'Ooe■•· 1n. the abatl'aot lddClh 414 not bJ' lta cnm 

16; 
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method lnol\14- exlsteno-., but ann1b1J .,tecl lt. Svenacm 

observes that ~he tho~ ot an ez1Jtent1al th1Dker la a 

oonorete thought 

••• 1n that 1t haa essential re1'erenoe to the 
thinker •••• Abati-aot thought. on the other hand• 
prooeecla b7 vaJ' ot abatrao~ing from the thinker and 
flwom all oonorete partlcularlt71 1t oontentf 1t■e1t 
w:l.th aoeld.Dg to uplaln i-eallt-y 1a gel18l'al. 

Against the oonoeptlon of Hegel that the return of' the 

individual into h1mael1' by means ot the thought proceaa con­

stituted lncreaslng realltJ'• lt1ei-kegaud sought to clemcm­

~trate how 1mposs1bla sucsh an abstract prooeaa vu in pro­

dua1ng a meaaui-e o.f' OOZ'lCrGtoneaa. file a7atem 11h1oh auppo• 

aodl.¥ 1noreaaea oonoretenesa la b7 lta own natUN bqon4 

tlle sphere ot eziatenoe and theretOJ'e aarmot take ezlatenoe 

into account. If' th1a be the oaae. the zaeauita ot such a 

process would be quite UDNal and ncm.•ez1ato:ntJ IUQ'tib!Dg 

but concrete. Kierkegaard formula.tea the-objectlont 

Rea11t7 ltaelf ls a SJ&tam - for Go4J but it oannot 
be a IIJ'Stem for U1' ex1at1Dg ap11'1t. Syata am 
t _inal.1t7 correspond to one another, but ulatenoe 
la preoiael7 the oppoalte of' f'1millt7. It 1IUQ' be ­
aeen, f'rcm a J)Ul'el.7 abatraot point of vlaw, that 
a7litem and uiatenae ue llloapable ot bHng thought; 
togetherJ because 1n order to think ezlatenoe at a11. 
a7ataat1c thought au■i think it u a'b1'ogate4• and 
henoe aa not ez1at1Dg. 

!he baalo problem here 1a one of loglo. Por Hegel 

1t 1a th'l'ougb. the process of' logloal relatlonab.lp that 

1nav14 P.. Svemion,· same- .About l'.1erkegaucl 
(MlnneapolS.a1 Augsburg Pu&ila iou■e• icJJiS). PP• U2 t. 

2spen l:1erkegaaH, Ocmolwt:lp VIUlo1entlf'1o Poatae1p, •. 
tzianalate4 b7 Dav14 P. BveiiiOD a viiier LOVl'ie (Pi'!iloetioa, 
Bev Jerae71 Princeton 1Jnivenlt7 PN••• 1941) • P• 102. 
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concrete nallt7 ancl ult!mate tnth ae aoh1ive4. But 

Jt1erkegaar4 contends tbat logic does not 1n 1taelt rove~ 

ox.\atenoe. A log1oal SJ'&tem o an.not lnolude ezS.atenae. 

Bxiaten~e ia never a pred1oated tblng. Thel-erwe abiltraot 

thoUght lgnoNsa 1n raot, the tempoi-ai, ez1atent1al prooeaa. 

P:ln1te mlncl to become rea.1 and oonorete 1n the i'ulleat 

sense muat, aaoorcH.ns tq Hegel, pail■ through •uoQeaalve 

pbaaes of aelt-nal1aat1on; and t~a bJ' the p!'Ooeaa or 
speculation. Kierkegaard points ·out that thla .t1D1te m1ncl 

is existing. It la a definite amuth1ng0 and theretoN 

ezisten~e la the basis whioh 1a left and forgotten onoa 

abstract thought beglna to, apeoulate 1n a tutUe et1"ort to 

increase the reallt7 of that f1111tu4e. lie 4eol&l'es• 

This 4et'1111te aamethlng 1a j•t mat abatraot thought 
abatnota from • .But the difficult7 llea 1n br1Dg1ng 
th1a. definite aameth1Dg and the 1cleal1't7 ot thought 
together., by penetratlng the .aonorete partS.oul.e11;J' 
with thought. Abatraot· thought cannot even take 
cogn1sanoe of tbla contradlotioq. aln~e the VfJFT 
J)l'ooeaa ot ab1traotio11 prevent■ the contradlot1on 
f.ltcm a.i-1a1ng.J 

It ia aimpl7 bJ' def'ault that the loglo vhibh He,el. empl07a 

.tails to g:lve mq .degree 01" convetene■a to realltJ,'. BJ' 

.tailing to detSne the relation ot log1o to the aiilt1ng 

1nd.1v14ual.., eziatenoe 1a oonhaecl. B•s•l ma1nta1ne4 that 

the 1ndiv14ual. became oonorete through the tb1Dklng ot a 

aubjeotive mind about lta ez1atenoe. !bl■ 1a preolael.J' 

where ·the enor liea, tor to think ezlatenoe 1n the abatraot 
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teftlli ot reason 1s the ■ame aa abisogatlDg 1t. '!b.91-eflC>re, 

real1t7 oannot be thought about. JU.arkeg&U'd. explaina• 

"Abstraot thought oan get hold of' reallt7 onl7 by nullU,1Dg 

:lt0 and th1a nulllt1oat1on of real1t7 aonalata 1n trans- . 
• 

forming 1t into po11a1bll11;J'.·"4 !l!hia being the csaae, to ' 

f'ollow the laws i;t a log1aal a7atem tu the cliaoove17 of 

real:lt7 ~cl be to make lU'e utll'e.al because logic c·an onl.7 

be a .statement abmt lite ,µid not 11v1Dg -1taelf'. u · a 

result of B1?,Ch a oonclit1on 1t would bo tool~•h to add to 

the amount ot 'lmowledga about ltte beoa~e no amount could 

make rea11t7 living or oonorete. It wail tor th1a ve17, 

ree.son that Sp,en. Jt1erkegaard· proposed to abandon the 

abstract dlaleotic of Hegel and~ it~ plao• de•onbe tl2e 

almost aynonomoua oo~eotJ.cm oz real.1tJ tq Jln,cma11t7 • &Del 
'••lllll 

to ez1atent1al th1n~1ng. 

The logiaal oateg~1e11 llbiah Hegel oonatruote4 were 

the 1mpllc1t flmot1one of the WOl"lclaplrit that made rea11tJ' 

rational. It vaa for that reason that he ooul.d aa7 that 

tlle real was rational and the rational• real. '!~ the 

oonti--,., Kierkeg~d oould v18Wil1ae no purol7 -raticmal 

ayatem. llhioh could reaolve ·the tenalona and oontracllotlona 

which ~ fact exlat 1n. Ute aa ,; pu-t ~ r~alJ-ty. Hegel 

held that reality,. ultimate tn.th1 wu: the t11lal Q'Dtheala 

ot aub3aot1ve oel'tltv.de and objeot1v11;J'. E1er-gaad 

aaaated that through thla obJeot1vity the 1nd1v14ual puae4 

out of. Nallt7 OI" the aphere ot ezlat,noe, ad theret(>lte 
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ooald not ·ezp1a1n ezlatenoe fl'• an unrealllltlo poa1t1on. 

He objeoted to Hegel•• attempt 1D thla va,- to mt:rocluoe 

movement into loglo. Abatraot thought oannot have vlthln 

1taelf arq motion •~oe 1D abatract!Dg fltdll the exla.tenoe 

or time, the mmenta oft~ are lost ancl the pl'Opeaaion 

rram. one moment to anothezt 1• onl.J' an lllua1on. A ,IJD• 

thesis of two oontradlotOl'J propoa1tlona ia movement beoawse 

there la a trflJla:ttion trm poao1bU11i7 within the oontra­

d1ct1ons to the aotual11i7 1D the .81Dtheala. In abatraot 

thought. bovever, tSme an.cl apace; 11h1ch preauppoae m.ove,ment. 

are not 1mpl:tc:tt, and th81'8fore neither :ta movement. 

Kierkegaard atatea, 11 • •. abatraot et8l'Dtt7 1a ezti-aneoW1 

to the movement ot lite ••• pure thought • ·lther abl'Ogatea 

motion altogether, or meanlugleaal7 lmporta it lnt.o loglo.•,S 

It la clear tram. th1a pr:tnalple tbat a rational •Jntb8a1a 

ot oontracl:toticma 1a Smpoas:tble ezlatentir,J.17. K01'eovu, 

abatraot thought. P1'1.Yenta av.ah a Q'llthea1a ot oabltu4e 

and be:tng or-objeot1vltJ' • 

• • • exlatenc• 1tuelf' • .•keep• ~•.:momenta or 
thought ancl bemg apart •••• Por an objeot:lve 
z,stleot:ton the tnth.baoamea an objeot, acmeth1Dg 
ob.1eot1ve, and t:boupt mat be pomt ld avq baa 
the aubjeot. 
~ vq ot objeotlve Ntleotlon leada to abatNOt 

thought, to -.them&t:toa. to h1at01'1oal J.mo~•ds• or 
cll.1'.te"nt lduclaJ and al'W&7.• lt lii.acl■ •vaJ' fttam the 
aubJeot• whole ezlatenoe • • • beome111nt1D1tel.J' 
111cl1tterent. 

S· Ibid.• P• 277 • 
6zbtd., RPt 171 tt. 
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·The result ot auah an abatraot rational proaeaa 1• 

total um-ealit7 1n a sphere bqond. ezlatence. · ~l'eton• 

a log1oal a7atam, or better, a rational. a7atem peaenta no 

mozoe to the ez1at1ng lncliv14ual than a number ot poaa1blllt1ea 
. . 7 

1d11oh are no exlatential qual1t1••• Real1t7, bovever, 

~sta between thought and be1Dg. Knovleclge about Nal1tJ' 

results aolel7 1n poaa1ti111t7. 

Reallt7 1a an 1Dter-e11ae between the momenta or 
~at lqpothet1oa1 ~of thought and beSng vh1oh 
abatraot thought pre■uppo■•• ••• 

All knowledge about reallt~ la poaalbllt7. · 
~he only- realltJ' to which an eziattng 1nd1v1clual m&J' 
have a relation that ia more than cognitive,. 1a 
his 01ll1 reality • • ,,; ~8 

A turthel' result or Hegel'• view of the natUN or 

realltJ' or tr.uth 1a that lt exolwlea t:be oontent o~ ethioa 

1n IC1erkegaa.r41 s eat1mat1on.- ~bla la the appl'Oaah that 

ha uaed 1n oi-1t1o!s1ng the Iclea aa !l'lith.· Kagel~ Tnth 

excludes ethlaa tor the r-eason that oantra41otlona 'llbiah 

exiat are reomolle4 1n the ·abatraat 11h1oh lll above aD4 

beyond. exiatenoe, and theretwe above nallt7. I:t 1D the 

Halm ot 'raallt7 there ae no true opposing an4 ureoon­

aUable pJIOPo■1t1on■9 thei'e oan be no oboloe, no v1U to 

ohooae, and. ethioal. action 1a then 4en1e4 to the 1nd1v14ual. 

Such a denial o:t ohQloe la the f!nn1b1J.at1on ~ 1n41v1dual.1t7 

and e:datenoe 1 t•elt. When true ancl exlatlDg CD ntrac11ot1cma 

aN eupa:tlolall7 reeoJ.ve4,. ~.Nth beoomea a t1gment or the 

7Ib14•• P• 2~.S. 

8ns.4 •.• Pl't 279 r. 
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~lnat1on and no mDl'e. Sveuon •17•• 

••• Suoh'oontanwlatlon abatraota .tram the prooe■a 
ot beoan2:ng ult la 1n real time, me••l.J' viewing the 
event aa given 1n the abat•aot tmm ot tlma. It 
theretm-e neglaot!, •• immanent oontemplat1on, the 
uDl'8allzed poaaSb:u.ltlea 11h1oh veN preaent 1n the 
real prooeaa of o•2ns-to-be, an4 vhioh oonatltutecl 
alternatives fOJI the vllla of the partlo1panta.~ 

Kierbgau-4 maintained that a ••~onc1llat1on of oontra­

dlotlona· vaa 1mpoaa1ble. !ak~ ez1atenoe into aocount0 

lt d.oea the veiry oppoa1t1e of aynthealalng thought ancl 

objeot1v1ty into reality.. It holds them ap&l't. mm union . 
of aubJeot and· objeot0 ot etel'DltJ' and time, ot a1n· and. 

righteo~naaa, 1a thVU't•~ bf the fact ot their aepaz-ate 

existence and. their oppoains to:raaa. !heae are unalterabl.J' 

opposed, with but one exception 1n the pason of Jeaua 

Christ, the Goel-man, 1n Wham t:lme and. eternity met.10 

Hegel, 1n attempting to N&olve aonvad1otlona, had to 

incorporate movement, _the transitional aotlon, 1nto thought. 

Th.la 1noorporat1on ot movement vaa Uluao17, but beoauae 

1t was there, HeJel could••• no pemanent d1~junct\1l'e 

between antlthetlcal propoalt1ona. Kierkegaard vmneak-4 

th1a Ulualon an4 preaorve4 tlie ez1atenoe or pU'D18118nt 

oontrad.1otlona. !'heae contracl1ot1ona could only be reaolved. 

1n the aphara or log1oal0 bloocUeaa ca~egor1ea. With the 

pe1'111&119nt ezlat.enae ot oontrad1otlon• ethioa are mend.atQl'J'. 

9svenaon. !2• o1t.,, PP• 120 r. 
1~ Roaa Kacld.ntollh• !fD.H. ot Hodan fileo1op (GNat 

81'1ta1zu Oltarlea Sonbne•' • Jroiii; ff)9), P·• 243. 
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He avera that when tbf9 att•pt is made to brizlg thought 

' into relation with another thing 

••• 1nteNst begln■ to plq a role 1n the matter. 
'l'be instant thla happena the ethical 1a preaent .• • • 
It forbids me to 41'aw a aonoluaion that 1a ethioallJ' 
cleoe1tfUl and metaplva1oall7· ftolee., b7 1mpoa1Dg 
upon me the clut7 ot ezlstlng. 

Hegel asserted that thought tb1nk1.ng about 1taalt 

was reality. Kierkegaard points out that 1t thla were so., 

the perfect or neul:y pGrteot ant~oipat1on of an action 

woul.cl be the action, but 1n taot no aation would have taken 

place and the ethica~cona1derat1on. would disappear. It' 

existence is treated., abstract thought ommot prodaoe real 

action. Existence alone can do that, and thus the ethical 

action 1a presenecl. We can aq then that l'ealS:ty la 

ethical realit7 ·anc1 the only reality tor the 1nd.1v14ual. 

This ex1atent1al1at1c view doe■ not result 1n a aer1ea ot 

poaa1b1l1t1ea tor.ever unrealised. Bo poaa1b1l1tt la 

understood or iteallzed·WJt11 it 1a ts.rat an· aot11alit7. ~ 

ethical principle involved n ••• i-e■ulta Sn the ooncl•• 

nation ot overt poaae which 1• not an .!.!!! •. • •. 1D the 

individual hlmaelt.1112 The ethloal principle :m.uat be 

understood for an appreo!,at1on ot the ex1atent1allat 

Oi'itlqu, ot i4eal1at1c vuth. Bes,1 v1evad truth aa the 

oorreapondenoe ot obj·eot1v1t7 with the notion. But thla 

1a exaotl7 ma.truth to the ex1atent1allat, fol' 1.n the uea 

llxterkegaarcl, &~. o·1t., PP• 282 r •· 

l.2z'b14.~ p. 288. 
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were tziuth oan be v~ewe4 obJeotiveJ,7 there 1a no :real1t7 .. 

no exlatonae. !'heretwe• the truth llhlah oan b e aeen oan 

have no ~atenae. lt 1a therefore untruth. ~nth can 

onl7 be found when there 1a ethical cholae and existence. 

Exietence cannot be reasoned• for lD belng ao it la abroated. 

Bziatence can onl.7 be tawid ln one•s aelt• 1n an ln41vldual•a 

subJectlvit7. Here alone la where truth llea. In the 

subjaot1v1t7 and lDW81'dnesa of the lnd1v14ual.., the per■on 

meets the oold aontradlot1ona ot ezlatenoeb tor uample, 

a1n and righteousness. Be ha.a an etb1oal aholoe. He can 
. 

only meet that oho1ce 1n the 1zne41a07 ot the moment. Be 

can only make that oho1ae tbl'ough movement. ~t movement . ' 

is not 1nhennt 1n the a1ternat1vea p1'eaented to h1m. lt 

la not neoesaltate4 by the natUN of the mntra41otlona 

thomaelvea or b7 the preaenoe ot ame Worldaplr1t 1n 

operation. It la neoeaaltated. by an act or vUl arte1Dg 

out at despair 'Yh1oh la born 1n tl:18 1nvard.neaa of the 

!nd.1v1dual. Therefore l:1erkegaui4 oan define truth ill 

opposition to Hegel a■ •a objective unoertalntz ~ 

!g1 ~ !! appropr1ation-pl'Ooeaa !£ ~ !!!!!:, pualonate 

!nvardaeaa ••• the h1gb.eilt tnth obtainable tor an 

ezlat1y 1nd1v14ual.•13 

· Aooordlng to Hegel, the pNaenoe or the Abaolute 1a 

1mp11o1t 1n tlnite m1n4; It 1■ tba natve of both to Nal1ae 

themaelv••• !bia 1• tl:18 very natUN ot aelt•real1zat1on. 

Ot neoeaa11;J' 1t JDU11t realize 1tael.t. Dia la the pr1no1ple of 



1deal1at1o etblo■• Hooklng obaezrve■, "OV hlgbeat eth1oal 

1av :ta. Identu:z: thz■elf ~ obJeot1•• Reason. !:!!. toad 

1n the 1Dat1tutlcma of manldn«.nlla- In ocm~aat to th1a -- -
naceaa:tty of aelf•Nltl.1zat1on Kierkegaard deacrlbed the 

motive tor the movement ot the 1nd1v1clual 1n toma of 

despair., Deapa11' was not the nat'UJle -or permanent antltheaea, 

but 1n the aubJeot:tvit,' ot the individual aa he .f'aoed these 

antitheses dei,pair was oreated. An overwhelm1Dg sense of 

sin and guilt was boi-n. 

The 1DwBl'.dne.aa that 1a the oo:re or the ethloal 
and eth1co-rel1g!oua 1nd1v14ual unde:ratanda au1'.f'er1Dg 
on the other hand as ■ometh1ng. aaaent1al ••• the 
rol1g1oua 1n41v1ciual haa ■uttering mnatantl:J' 111th 
h1m. Her~~~•~ autter1ng •• • and he :requiN■ 
and has •~w1ng even 1n the abaenoe of external 
:ml arortune • . 

'l'his aut.f'erlng la eaaential 'beaauae 1t la the produot or 
1nW8l'dneaa 1n which one oon.f'ronta the endleaa antitheses 

of exia~ence. Aa he oonfl'onta them ha baa an ethioal aholce. 

The choosing 1s an aot of deo1alon and 1t la thia deoialcm 
16 

which la t.-uth tor the ez1at1ng 1n41vldual. fllla deol■lon 

:la prcapted b7 the 4eapa1l'1ng or one•a aelt u he ocmtronta 

the ooatrad1ot1ona, bJ' hla own lnner oonao1ou■neaa of alD 

and guUt.~7 !hla being the motive tor an aot fJf volS.tlon, 

the 1nd1v:14ua1 make• a deolalon. an4 thla 1a movement. a 

~ooklns. !E.• ott •• P• 357. 

l.Sit1erkagaarcl, .!?2.• -olt., p,. 389. 
16zb14., P• 306■ 
17Maok1ntoah, !2• o1t., PP• 236 tt. 
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leap ~1rh1ch breaks ent!Nl:y through the oll'Ole ot ■elf' 

and aeta the agent tul.17 on the a14e ot an Otha peraon ••• 1118 

Thus the goal ot ez1atent1al movement 1■ not selt•nal1aa-

t1on but qulte the ~ppoalte, namel.1", 4eo1a1on to leap be7ond 

the oonf'lnea of oneia ovn inner nature 1Dto bellet, and to 

do th1a 1n each fleeting moment v1 th tbe greatest passion 

of subjeot1v1t7.19 

Thia evokea the Jthloal problan preaent 1n the oontrut 

of 1deal1sm and th81at1o ez1atent1al1a. !fhe hlgheat ethical 

law was tor Hegel the f1n1te 14ont1tJ' v1th the abaolute. It 

tho mioroooam vere the ml1'1'or ot the maoroooam there va■, 

for Kierkegaard., no room left tor ethical aot1on beoauae 

tho 1nd1v1dual was a law unto ldmself.. Yet 1n the aenae 

of 1deal1at1o ethioa the. 1ncllv1dual•s greatest oonoern vaa 

for an 1dent1t7-wlth the absolute; t1gm-at1v.elJ oalle4 God. 

This vaa regarded bJ' Kierkegaard aa the groaaeat idolat17~20 

Thia 1a what happened. In the depth■ ot aubJeot1v1t7 the 

t1n1te mind aougb.t nlentieaal7 to abrogate 1taelf and ttilcl 

1n 1taelt 1ta negation, the total otherness ot the absolute. 

But at the aame t:f.ma th:la tinlte m1nd vu complete 1n 1ta 

own right., a :minor ot the absolute. '.rhua 1n the union of 

aubjeot and obJeot, the goal of' the aubjeot vaa it■elt. ~ 

objeot ot it■ vorah1p was within 1taelt• ancl ao lta vanh:lp 

l8pau1 Ramee7, •Bzldeas an4 the Bx1•tenoe or God,• 
~ JOU1'Dal. !£ Bel1,B1on (July, 1948), P• 1n. 

l9Jt:terbgaarct, •• ·alt., P• 277. 
20ib1d•• PP• 178 tt. 
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vaa projected beyond 1taelJ." onl7 t .o ntvn and .t1ncl v1th1D 

1taalt 1ta object. ~bl'a, as has been po1gnantl.J 4eaozt1be4 
21 

by' Ramae7. ooneaponcla to the Ol~ Ta■tam.ent oonoept o~ 

1c1olatry set 1'-orth 1D Xaalah 44, 14-17. the n■ult ot auah 

a aelf•real.1zat1on ethioa 11 to tlncl 1n the aeli" the pr1ma 

1J;tte1"8st, and tm-ough the aalf to fSnd the good of the musaa. 

a,. th1a method God was manUeat 1D the etb1oal aonduot or 
men. Kierkegaard stnaaecl the absolute puadoz ez1a~lng 

botween God and 11111D, ezoept1Dg. the person of Jeaua Chl'iat aa 

baa been. noted above. God does not i-eveal himself 1D the 

ethical actlona of man. Rathv, man,. tbl'ougb. hla aubjaotlve 

invardneaa, mnt'i-onta an ethical oholoe• an um-eaolved pua­

doz, and 1n the act~ decision he~•• a 1-p ot faith into 

aomtthlng totall,- other than bSmselt'. Man•a role then 1a 

not tl1e abaolute i-eal1s1ng 1 taelf, but obacl1enoe to BQDD tbhag 

other than himself• God 1a that Othei- Who la not revelled 

qua God 1D :man•a action. Sq-a the· melanohol7 Dane, •• •• 

no one la ao zaaa1gned aa Go4J toza He OOJDDDm1qatea 1D oNat1Dg, 

ao as by creatlng to &a:!! 1n4epen4enoe over agalnat HlmaeU.•22 

It 1D an 1d.ealS.at!o ethic Go4 le oammun1oate4 to man 

by man, God oan be kaolfll dmplJ' bJ' obaervat:lon anct the 

objective prooeaael!i ot reason. '!hel"e.twe, Be oan be th8 

subject ot an lnterohange o.t tbaught• 1D the ..tomn o.t loglo.al 

u:pNaalon .. language. Be oan be oammnloate4 to other 

m1.Dda at arq tlae. J:n th• eziatentlallatlo Y1n Clod 

21 ' :Loo. !!!•~ p. loT. 

22xs.ezakegaarc11 !!• oit •• P• 232. 



cannot be ao oommunloatecl beo-..e God ezlata al'J4 1ib1a 

oond1 t1on cannot be pirecUoated~ !hat ta to aq • even 
I 

'Wh1le these words oOnYey the a1"1traot thought that God. 
I 

exists, 1n Na11ty theJ ann1h1late Bia eziatence beoauae these 

words say only aamethlng about Goel and do not ezper1enoe mm. 

God can only be oonmnmioated 1n eziatenoe, 1n expalenoe, 

1D the 1mmed1ao7 ot the moment of cleo1a1oil bJ' t1- 1nd1Tld.ual 

himaelt. It 1'ollova fliom thla that zae-1,iq- or Goel cannot 

be the aub3eot of an ezahaDSe of ideaa. Bo one b e7on4 

thG 1ncliv14ual oan ezper1enoa realitJ' through auoh ·• meana. 

In the words ot Kierkegaard• 

The eth1oa1 lqa holc1· or eaoh 1ndiv1dual and clananda 
that he retrain 1'ram all. aonteJPplation, • apeo1al17 
o:L' hwuan1 ty and the vorlclJ tor the eth1oa1, aa b elng 
the lntomal, cannot be o'baene4 b7 an outaicler. 
It can be realized onl.7 by the 11141v1.dual au:l:ot, . 23 
who alone can know what 1t la :that movea Wit hlm. 

Pren this existential poa1t1on objectivity oannot bo the 

aouroe or tom ot oammUD1oat1on at all.. I"t can 4o nothlng 

but C&l'l'J' the hearer in.to a a1mllar :real:lrl of UD1'eal1t7. . . . .. 
Thia poa1 tion, ot oourae0 preaenta a a.er1oua problem. 

It God oannot be oammunioated 1n th.la vq, how oan He 'beJ 

Eierkesaard -1,ludea to th:la pr~blem 111th the • ~ample ot 
a teaoher who teaohea that he ahau14 have no dlooi.pl~e .• 

Yet when tboae 1lhcn he teaohea have taught llkev:t.ae, the 

teaGb.er .t1Dcla h1maelf 1n ti. embanulng position of hav~ 

clone the V87!'1 thlDg he set ·out not to 4o.24 God oan onl7 be 

23zb14., P• 284,. -
24.z'b14., p. 10. . 
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toun4 1n the leap ot falth vh1oh 1• found 1D the !moat 

aubjeotiflt7. fid.a 1■ an aot that oan ODlJ' be perpetrated 

1n the 1aolat1on ot total inval'clneaa. :xr thla 1a the ou•• 

then God oannot be tauaht. Be :tbateacl must do the tea0h1ng. 

To the J)l'Oblam then• of hov one om beccme a believer• 

Klerkegaard anaver•• 

A believer 1■ cm.e who la lnt1n1te17 1Dtere■te4 1n 
another•• reallt7. ~• is a deo1aive or1tel'1on 
tor faith, am the 1zltereat 1n quaation la not Juat 
a little cUJ11oa1t7• but an abaolute clepenclenoe upon 
taith1 a objeot. · • 

'!he object ot faith la the nallt7 of another• 
and the relat1onah1p 1a one or 1nf'1n1te interest •• 
The objeot. of' na11t7 li ••• God•a rea11t7 1n 
ezlatenoe •• a partloula11 ·1D41v1clual• the t'aot .. that; 
God haa ezlated. as an lnd1v1dual h11mon being.~ 

• • 

The oomm.un1oat1on ot exlatlng :reallt7 :or of' Goel-man oan 

therefore not be clone b7 •Jmbol•• li'or thle reason clootr1nea 

tail to ccmmunloa\e tm iu. ·ot Goel. 'Dae7 a-e tl'le negation 

ot llte. !he Churoh cloea not 1n ·1ta ~•tOl'J' or ocatent 

namrnun1cata thla Ute tor both are· mere abatztaotlou of 

reali~J' be70Dd the apheN ot a::latenae. God la ocmmaanioa­

ted cml.J' 1nd1reotl.J' wbba the md1v14ua1• 1D the depth■· 

of tear and trembling• t1n4a an lntlnlte 1ntenat 1D the 

Nal1t7 ot Go4 Who a:lat•• 

we mq aak here vbat poaaible purpoaa language oan 

aene 1n th1e1:tunatlon U it raua· to-conve7 the rel1g1oua 

message. Language.. though lt i'aU11 to hiput -, ezlateiltlal. 

1-eallt7. tunot1cma aa incllNot oommuns.oatlon '.Without w~oh 

man oould not poaalbl.J' oame t~ an a::1atent.1al. Jmovleclge .ot 
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God 1n tbe t1rat pl.ace. !hl'oughout the Poataortpt 

l'tS.erkegaarcl haa made those 1iho vou1d "011ate" Chltiatlan!t7 . 

the butt ot much venomoua 1nveot1ve and purod7. Onl.J', 

however, fol' the 11eaaon: that theae watora have oonvlnced 

themselves that God oan be dlreatly: communloatecl. 26 
A 

.-h&l"p llne ot d1at1notS.on lllllet here be drawn between d11'ect 

and 1ndii-eot aCll'llllun1oat1on. Reither the ChU1'0h DOI' sooief;J' 

could function without the a:1.4 ot language. God aould. 

neve~ become a living nalit7 tor an,one without ita use. 

Hut the 'lfould-be orator who 1a wont to use it ~uld tQe 

oaeful note that language aerve• the purpose of 1nd1Z'eot 

commun1oat1on onl7. T!mough thla uetho4 God can ba wit• 

nossed and praised and the~ebJ' 1ntroduaed to the knowledge, 

however abatraot lt m1gb.t be, of the unbelleva.. Prom 

th1s point on the 1nd1Y1dual mut 1n obe41enoe bov to the 

will ot God aa He makes 1t known 111 the aub3eot1v1tJ' ot the 

1.U.n. God and i-ealitJ 8N not"••• d1Notl7 aommunioable 

••• and cannot be understood 1mmed1atel7i, but must be 

understood 1nd1not17 thrt.iUgb 1Dc11reot ,1gna.ff27 

'Bila argu11L9nt auved to orlt1o1ae the oonalualon 4er1• 

ved ,a.m the Begel.1an IIJD.tbeala that 1f the 1nd1v1dual vei-e 

a l'efleotion or the Absolute (a neoe■a1117 oona1ua1on 1n 

Hegel•·• losS,o) • rational exallange or thought betwen 1n• 

d1v1dua1a vhS.oh 1mpartecS lnueaalng degrees of oonorete 

26zb1cl., PP• 91 fr. Aa 1n ta oaae or Jaoobl. 
271b1ci. • P• 289. 
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reality was not oi-l,7 poa~ble but essential to the 
i 

nal1zat1on ot ~ •baolu.te 1n !4at017. W1 t.hout the 

element of ex1ater4oe 1D oommun1oat1on, none waa ample 
·1 

' enough tp D&l'l'J' on, the at1U'eDeaa or God or Nal1t7. All . 
1t could do waa lnd.1:Pe~l.1', and. T8FJ neoeaaarU7, oamm,u1• 

oate that reality eo u to enable the 1D41v14ual to 

appropriate reality 1D h1a 1nmoat lmrarcmeaa. swenaon 

aumartzea, 

Pora Peal underatancU.ng, a1 41atlnot trcm an 
illusory appearance ot knowledge, there 1a here 
requ1N4 a •double Nflectlon.• In the 1"1rat stage 
of retleotlon, the th1Dker 1"1nda a universal 
pr1na1ple1 1D the aeacmcl atage• he cl1aoovera a 
particular appl1oatlon ot thia pr1no1ple to h1a 
own 1nd1v14ual. person and a1tuat1on •••• nit■ 
last ratleotion, whlah oleuia the road tor aot1on, 
ia not and cannot be a oooperatlve enterprise but 
1a iwather something wbioh -aaoh 1Dcliv1clual iw, 
tor hlmaelt - an eaaentlal aeoret. By tbla Nneo• 
t1on the individual 1aolatea h1maelt, a1noe 1t makes 
the twth 1Dt§8aamet.b1ng tbat belonp to him anc1 
to h1m alone. 



COBCLUSIOI 

The phUoaoph1o poa1t1on ot lt1erkegaard wa■ perhap■ 

one ot the moat baalo attaoka vhloh ooulct be lnele4 

against a purel7 ratlonall■tlo ideali;sm llke Hegel.••• 

H1a attack waa polnte4 P"01■•17 at tbat point wliere 

ultimately all . t01'1118 ot n.tlonallmn muat be veak, namel7, 

the faUUl'e of a pure,. a~atnot 117s1;em to enoount••• deal 

with, or aomprlse t~e elem.ant ot being 01' ~atenoe. 

''1lough muoh IIIQ' be aald 1n favor ot a paeuclo-Q'at• which 

attempts to embrace thla •lgns.t1oant uea, 1t lie■ v1th1D 

the scope ot thia pape ODl.J' to clemonat11ate the etreotl••• 

nasa 'With whioh JC1ezikegaard ••4 this element ot eziatenoe 

to attack the ldealiam ot Hegel. nata haa be•n 4one, 

we believe, :ln the ev:ldenoe aclduoect • . 
We have pointed to the aallent teatUl'ea ot Bagel•• 

pantheiatla anct rat1onallat1o 1deallam vhloh were areaa 

or contention m the position ot siren Klerkegaud. It 

m.q be observed frOlll the ~v1dellae that his or1t1que 

nga.rd1ns oon01'8teneaa in Hegel•• a7at•, hla attack upon 

the poaaib111tJ' ot an md,llting, n.tlonal IIJ'■tem tor the 

aoqula:ltlon ot tnth, amt h1a oond.allmatlon ot the motive 

tor auoh a a7at•,. the ethloa ot auo!J., 11114 the poaa1bUlt7 

ot the· OODIJIPm1oatlon in the qat•• VeN all baaecl upon the 

neoeaafll'J :1.nolualon of exlatenoe :l.nto UQ' aearoh tor 

philoaophlo or Nl.lgloua truth. 'l?hlll la the reuon tu 
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oall!ng Kiel'kegauclta poaltlon a tb.eletlo ez1atat1al one. 

It vaa broad enough to lnolude the~ overlooked 4Smena1on 

of ezlatenoe. and narrcnr enough to J1egard the truth as 

an end 1n the long ati-uggle ot moral man v1 th mOl'al and 

contra41ct1Dg pbe~, l'ozi th1a reaaon,. KS.erkegaard wa 

a Jll0l"a11at above all. Be :,ieplaoe4 tunot'lou of :m1ncl with 

moral cona1derat1ona• objeot1ve rat1onal1sat1on '111th 

subjective ezam1nat1on• and 1n ao doing J)l'ov1ded ua v1th 

one of the moat el'Udl~e or1t1olaa ever aclduoed aga:lnat 

Hegelian pblloaop!Q' • 

• 
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