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~nd this arises from the fact that the universal qbject 
I . ~ .· .. 

' is now potentially thought and has the· content within 

i tse,lf, . it . is substance in· motion .within . itself '(i.e. . . . 
·- spirit), ~nd as an inward process in which• it begets 

. ' . 
- . ' 4 3 . 

• itS COfl.tent 1 is, not- empty 1 but-...,is . absolute ful.neSS o II ' 

. . 
· The explicat.ion of tl)is statement will · b~ the chief- task· 

, of o1,1r . examination .of the acl:lieved transf~.rrna-tion:·· of ~ · 
' ' ... 

religion with~n · itself or the 'attainment of its specuiativel 

conception. 
. " 

. . 
' · (7) ~he , sp~culative spirit \ .· 

· rn making the transition · to the s·pec~lat:i.v~ or .._ .~ .,, . 

'philoso.ph.ical comprehensio~ of · rel~giQp., · in essence the 

': trans i tior1 from religian to philosophy, it is important· 
I " ' 

.. · 

. ·. 
. to note a fundamental charac~er.istic ot' :the rdialectical 

.. -6 .. • 

in~eraction o.f . form .and contert, namely., ~hat t _he 
• I . 

revel~tion of the negative character of t~e form with . 
I ' 

; • I * • • 

regard to t6e c9nten~ is equally a P?Sitiv~·~evelation of . · 
~ . . . , 

That is, not o~ly is the ~orm the nature of that content . 
. . 

transformed but tJ:ie 1 content as well, '·such· that there is 

a sense ·in which ·the ernergenc~ of each new fqrm pro~uces 

a ~orresponding new content~ 

I . 

I 

_'4 ~·.Ibi.d. , p. 197. .· ' 
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1n reality, the increasing 
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\ 

sophisticati6n of the forms ~ake ~be content equally more 

manifest. The dialectic, then, doe~ not simply transform . . ~· 

. the· mo'de of' the .content while- the latter ;r:emains cbnstant 
fl 

• 0 • . • . . . 

,-,--:r-st~)i~n~ry b~t ~ns·tea~. :rodu?es, : t·~a~sforma-tio~ ·. in 

· · ~t as Jell.. Th1.s 1.s part1.culaTly 'S1.gn1.f1.cant at thl_s 

4 . 

... 
point for although we have ~tated previously·.t~at 

c.pntent o.f · reli_g,i.on and 'philosophy is the" same -~e 
I ' - 4-4 
temperate' in · our emphasis of ~hat identity. ' . , 

~he 
; 

mu~t 

' 

' ' . ' 

be . 

Th~ ·transition to the ' form~~f specul~tio~~ thoug~t 
. . - ----------- - . 

proper, has revealed the inadequacy of conceiving the 
. . . . . 

' l> f·inite and .infinit? - a~ separate entities. The real · 

ryatur'e of the obj ~ct , , Go_d ..,.. for philosophy, . :the Ide~ -

does .not con"form to this expression. 45 
~ . 

f 

Ra'j:her , the . 
·- \ 

l 

infinite must be somprehended -~s. a dynamic unity ' which 
r> ' 

' · enGo~pas~es'· the ''fihlte i-n that unity. The true na'ture 
\ 

of God, as is revealed speculatively, is one of unity in 

~hich .~1i' ?i~tinctions are encompassed ·and prese;ved. \ , 

H'~n_~e "\ofe- mus"t;,. get rfd o~f i;:hfs .bJg-bear . of t~.e oppo~~ t~n 
. -~f f .inite >and- in-finite. n

46 This is a.chieved in the . . 

ratidhal conception of the object. 
' 0 \ 

\ 
.. 

·'ii)' . . . 

i • , 44Thi: ~oint ·;s ~~de al•L by G.R.G:. ~~re, ":egel\ 
··v_ /"'. Luther:, and the Owl of Minerva,"· Ph~1osoph:,> 41 (1966), 

. 131. .. . . 0 • • • • ,,.,. 

45 i Lect~res on the Phi1osoghy· of Religion~ V.I,(p. 199. • 
li .. 

0, '46 
. Ibid.,-p. 2100. . .. 
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is essential to both ·religion and philosophy 
' 

· that this. opposition ?e left behind. To refuse is 1to· 
' . . 

.
1
· deny to, G~d His true nature as infinit:e~~:md un~~ersal 

and. to. ?SSert the absoluteness of the ~in_i te and . subj ~ctiye .' "·. 
. 47 

Such a "neg_ative relation of. consciousness to t~e Ab90l4te" . 

is r"oo·fed ;1n the· observatioii~l stage of consciousness' 

whic_h rs already been 'demonstratedito be destr~\ctive 
.of4ue 'religion ·. Observation, by its very nature.., must .. 
d·e:ri; the p'ossib_i . .fi ty: of at~ini~g '~n~ knowledge . of God. 

'" · ' . 
This ~irnit, · which ob9ervati6n places on itsel~, has · 

' already bee'n seen · to be arbitrary by nature · and pne that ' 
4

• '\', ' ' • • ~ • : • • 1 • (I • 

i~s continpal'ly gone li"~eyon~:- Ali· forms of consciousness .. -
have therefore be~n dis~los~~ negatively related to the 

TJ'fl'iversal and each poin'ted bey<dd i t 'self to a new' more 

adequate form or ,conception. . Reason has b~e.n revealed . 
, . . 

as the true ~orm 'and as such must no'w be considered. 

Reason . .fs the concrete form o:f religion, the 
0 . 

. I , 
result of the self-negation,- of .th.e negative forms· of· 

, ,1o . ... 

Ob$ervat~on . and ref~ection~ or the negation of negati6n.· 
p 

This · is the abst~~ct characterizatio~ of the relation of 
' ' ·. .. . ' . . ---- .:...--. --·- - ·-- ----- -·- -

this affir~ative .attitude to · religion~ Accor~ing to . ' . ' ' 

· Heg~~' t t s. con6re t~ a~tribut~s a~e ~s foll~ws: "The 

s tandpoint o f \re ligioh is : t his ,: 'th~t- t he Tr~e ~ to w~ich 
I 

· I 
' 
' p 200 
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.'. consciousness. ·r~lates ·itself, h~s all conten:t w.i thin 
' . :\ . . \ . . . . 

it:;elf, and· consequently · _this . . condition ·of ~e~ation is . 
~\ ' ' ·, ' 

what is highest of- all in it,· is its absolute stand-
' 

. 48 
point. II -The highest attribute of the content is this 

r:> 

relatio!} of ffnite .cons'ciousness to- it, ·a which 

itself. The most s:i,gnif:lca11:t pol:nt here is the 
. . ~. 

all content as the object of 

j . 

that while God is 
. , • . ' ' 'I' 

re1~gious iconsc.t.ol.ls·ness, He is unlike"' any oth~r o:bject 

· i~ that, posse~sing all content w~·thin Himself, He also' 

. ~ncompfs~es this ~ondition of relation. ~o~:is an 

: obje' "'for c~nsciousness whi~h en_~ompasses the CC?nscious

ness of Him as object. Hegel ~xpres~es it thus: "As 

. Universal, it ~s pbject to itseif, &nd thus .dete~mined 
. I . · ""'--~-..1 I 

as a particular, it i~ · this individual: but as universal 

it reaches over this its' 'othe~' •o that its 'o~he~' an~ 
~ 

it~elf _are _comprised iil ~ne. ··;4 9 ij· is ·£o4 this reason 

th~t reflec~ion, which establishes ·. concretely the ·relation 
.. . ' 

of consciousness to · an object, solidifies the relat'ion 
. i . • 

of d.'ni te. 'and infinite. and is u·nable to c.ornprehen~ the 

true nature of G_od, the· infini e~, as ·also enaompass~ng 

I ' 

148Ibid. I p. 20~ . . : 
<l • 

. . ' 

\ 

·' 

. 49 . . 
. G.\'!.F· Hegel,· tectures 6n 'the· ·Histor·y .of Phi'l.osophy, 

trans. E. s . . Haldane .and ·Frances H. Simson . (London: 
Routle-dge ·and Ke gap :Paul, ·1968) , Vol;'. -' I, : p. 13. I · 
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. .. 
the ~ondition of re-lation·. Refl.~ction is unable 't8- eff.ect .· 

I . ' .,_. . · ' 50 
·.the .uniby which the true nature of· God demands. This . 

\ . . \ 
has been the g~e~t· f~ilure of all other forms of consc1ous-

ness a~ - ~ell. Thus reason ls the - ~o~e ~nd true home o~-
\ . ' 

» ieligion in its _concretely ~~veloped form. 

In considering the n<iture of thi·s true J?eligious 

form, it must ~-e remembered· that' religion is a · form 'of \ 

,. ab~olute mind, ,, b.£ mitfd, which_, in its ~oncre~e form·, has 
\ 

· it{;el'f as its object and is nq,.t simply consc.iousness as 

"" I 

such or consciousness of an object. At this stage 

' consc1ousne.ss is toerely an exp_Fession of the outward 

rn~ni.festation of mirid, · i.~dicating its essentially re.lat~onal 
• : ~ ' I ~ 

character .as knowledge of an obj'ect. . Absolute min:d is 

mind_ having .itself as it~ ob]ect and .·hence- is -knowledge 

oi . itself.~ .. I~ is th?"efo~e ina_ccur~te · to emph~si·z_e fthe 

=--==~~---'--=~--acr·5sppee'C'c·t of consciousnkss for this implies a .re;l.ation to an 

·; 

• t, 

.. 

. , 

• 
· ind~pendent object . and therefore only a condition of · 

. finite mini-51 . Absolute mind, On the contr~ry ,: i.s ,identity 

with i_t;~elf antl as SU~h, obje~ti':'~ly existi~g ·spiri_t Of 
, · reas·on: "The relat-ion of Spirit to self alone is the · 

~ () . .i'-

""'' absolute_ det~rrnination;· .the diyine . spir;it lives in ~its 

\ . ' . 52 
own .communion and· presence. " \ 

sb . ' .. ·.". ·. "n 
L~ctures · on -the Philosophy of religion·, . Vol . . I, . p. 204 . 

~ . 
51 -. Ib1d., p. 205 • . - . 

. . ( 

52tect\.lr.es. on the· History. of Phi.losophy, ·Vol . 
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· ·1 . _ · . Religic;m, them, by virtue of its nature as a 
, ' ' 

· - ~orm of_ absolute mind, is not simply a form of conscious-
" .·. 

·nesi, but .rather; "a relation of. the spii~t ·to abs~lute 

Spirit: thus only is Spiri.t as tha-;t which know_5i- also 
. - . 53 

that .which is known." In, it~ ultimate form / it- .is "the 

Idea of the ·spirit which relates itself to · its .own self 
. . .. \ 

. t . . h 1 f . . . + b 1 ·, . '1 54 
1 1s t e se · -consc1ousness -~- a so ute sp~r1t. 

· Howev~x: ,_ in that religion is a relation to the absolute 
J 

it i .s • <?Onsciousness a~d COijiSE!quently poss_esses a finite 

element; bu~ is a.lso a "con_scious·ness whic·h is cancell~d 
\ 

as··-finite;· fo_r the .ot_her ':'hic'li ·Absolut~ spirit .knows,' 
•. ' . ' . . 

it itse~f is, _ 'and ·it is only absolute spi_rit in knowing 

, t . . l ,f n55 
1 se . . , . . •·. 

81. 

'Having devel<;>ped to this stage of s~lf-con~ciousrtes.s, 
I . 

at w~ich i:t recognizes it's ' nature as a 'form of absolute 
' . -/ 

sp~rit, having· made itself totally' conscious of itself, 

. it.i~ in actuality no longer the · r~ligious standpoint· but 

instead th~~ ··of -p~ilo~~Ph.Y, _of -~ opennes~ of' . the na~ure ·: 
9f. A~solute Spiri~ to itself, of its ~ecognition of itself 

in the ,Ldea. · 'Havi~g 1 penetrated to the nature of the Idea 

• I 

I•• ' 

.. tfi \ . .. . 
I . . 

: 

53iectures: on the .Philo~ophy of R~ligiQn, Vol. t, p ·. 206. 
' ' ' ~ , 

' 1.1 • 

. \ ~:·?54 b . d 
:~ ·: ~-, 

' 55r.b'd 
' ' __ 1 _ . I 

. . -.1 
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-,and recognized itself in it·,. Absolute Spirit is truly 

absolute, . the unity of form and' ca"ntent, subject and object. 
' , I , 

To this goal S~rit. has been aiming·and ~he attainment of 

it nece;sarily .require-d ·. religion~ ·fo~ . in. the lat·t~. th~~.e 
., 

appeare~ _ the first true conception of the absolute as the 
• 

True which encompass~s .all. 

. . 
(8) Chri~tianity as a~solute religio~ · 

•, 

Having, in t~e. ffre.goinc_r sections, ,d~t~.~min.ed tqe . . . . ' 
nature of the relation of religion; and phi.l!osophy for Hegel . . · 

. . ( . ' . "\ 

to be. diale\tical we ri~w. want to in·dicate that this 

· concl~.:i..on 
. 1 

. . 
does not arise fro!~' a. consid~ration, of the() .. \';. 

con~ept of religion only, _ b~t is present, H~gyl claims, 
• q j. . 

in the actual history of rel~gion itself, Aside from 
. . 
~ertain pr~lim~nary ' remarks we shail ~isiegard this h~story 

and con~entrate _ ou~ attentio~ instead bn He~el's general 

conception of C'hristiani ty, ·for i~ ifhe~e, . h~ clais, , ·r I : . 
that t~e history of religion reaches its end and fruition, .· . . 

. in t~e~attainment 0~ ~he absolute religi?n· 

Hegel cl~irns , · th~n, that th.e history ~f- religion . 
. I ' . . 
1ts~lf; when . examined philosophically (i.e. f~om the 

- 1 . 
~ . 

. ~?inJ of· v~ew o;f its real·~zati~n) o~eyotion)' . i~ 

the process and ~j:ruggl:e of religi.on to libera.te i.ts.eHf 
. ' . 

'from·1itself, to mak'e His object - truly manifest~and.thereb~ 
I I 

· ~~eJ.f-4c~nscio,us .. · tAcc~r~ing ·. to H~gel. th~s o~~ulf~ in 
. . . \. 

~ ( . 
_, ~hr~stiani ty c:tnd. hence his characterization of it·. as the 

6 · 

• I 0 

I . 

.·· 

. f . 
' · 
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Absolute religion. As a form .of absolute spirit. or mind, 
' :, . 

0 

relig~on is o~ly truly .religion after a process of self- · 

production. The historical · e~ergenc~ of the va~ious 

religions are modes or manifestations of its ·development ·~~-

to compl-e.teness· as. th.e · absolute religion. Hegel refers 
' I _,. --------~ 

to these forms or mqdes as thos~ o·f "de~ini t~ '' re1i gion: 

"Here reli~ion is consciousness o~ :the universal sp~riti 
I 

I 

which is not as yet fully developed ~s ab's'olub.e; this : 

cQns~iousn~ss o~ Spirit at e~ch stage is ~ci~inite . conscious

ne~s ~f itself, ·it -.. ~s the ~h of the. education of. sp~ii~.· ,;s 6 
T~e· fo~ms of defi~ite re~~on are momen~s in . the _perfected .-' 

. I ·. 0 I . 

~ religion_ wh~ch at the.~ !:!am~ ·;~i~ posse~s an indep~n?e~~ . 
- ~ I • ' • 

historical existence as distinct religions. T~ey · a~e graded 
' . . . . 

accbrding _to the degree to .which they conform to the 
I 

· . fiulfilled notion- of ,religi_on. Acco~di~g · to !fegei , ·. hist'br_ical: 
'Z I 1 ' 

ieligi'ops shou_ld Qe jusJged· on the basis of the t·rl!t~ they. · 

possess in comparison ,.with · the absblute re~.igion. 57
'" 

" , . . 
Of 'the·: histo~y of_ r ·eligion ~nd t~e charjlcteri·i~tf.o~ 

~ . . . . -
· of _the various religions nothing more will be said. Inst'ea,d 

·we wil~ . turn 'imme_d i.ately to Hegel Is char'acterizatiqn of 
I 

\ . 

- '. . ) . 
- Cpristianit.Y . as. the absolute religion. We .:fre pni'y .'interested 

.... --· ---·-
r '•' 

~ 

~ 

\ .

0 

\ 
\ 

\ ., 

' 5 ~Ibid .. " ~-" .,1. , . -~---·~--, p. 76. 
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in those f.eatures of Christianity: whi.ch demonstrate ,its 
1 

' ' . 

natur~ as the absolute r~l~gion, · or the form in which 
, , I • • , . 

religion achieves · liberat.~on ;from i ts..~~f. _ To <:lo justice 

-to his treatment of Chr~stiarlity it ._ w~uld be necessary t:o 
. \ 

examine -all that he has to say concerning it: this task 
. 

is illlpossible h~re. . Not to do so, . however," is ~ to mi$~. 1 

I . • ... 

rnuch.that is interesting;and important. 
• • • • .too 

The Christian r~l~gion comes as the actuali~afi~n 
' 

84 

'• 

.. 

of the true nature of re-ligion, the teal,i~ation of its 

cons:=ept -or Notion. R.eligion , · Hegel_ .states, has been 

defined as "th~ self-consciousness of God ... sa' In 

Chr~stianity _ ~his conception is' real·ized.: the: tru'e nature 
.- _,. ,.- . I ' ; I 

• 

·of ··God as abs"O·l Ute Spirit is ·revea.led an~ fin'.i te sp.iri t 

comes ·to know its true relation \~i th Him as one of,, 

ins~parable uni'ty in distinction. ·T.he' separation of · 

subject ,and object · whic::h consci~u~ness gives rise t o . is 

left behind in a true concep.tiohl of God as Spirit. · -Hegel, 
• I .. 

·. 
charact"erizes.~>i t in the fo_llowing ·wfy. 

In Christianitr, ."it' ·is revea led 

' \ __ -·~ 

.~hat God is: 

He . is no longer a Being above and beyond this . world, a~ 
4 . • ' 

,unknown, for He has told me n what he is, and this not 

merely in an outwa~d way 

•, 

in histbr;, . but~ in ponscious.ne'ss .· " 59 

-( '' 

. ' 

58 .. . -
Lecture .. s ·. on t he P hilos"9phy o f reliCJ i o"n', Vo l . II , p . . 327. 

59 . . . 
Ib.i. d. , p . 3 2 8. 
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. , 
Further', _acco!-ding ~? H~gel, · "we have here •. ~ the religion 

I , .. . . • . . 

of the manifestation of God, since 'God knows Himsel -f in . 
. . . '/ .. ; . -. 

the fini t~ -spirit. n 60 This· means that ·God 'is revealed 

' .I> 

· s.- • • . I 

He . has ~e.;~aled Himself - and·, th,is is ·_tl)e ~s~ential . 
. ' 

I; fea'ture of th~s stage: Chi·istianity. is. ' the abs.ol~te' 

I . 

religion because il'l it G.od has rev·e~led · Hi~self· abso).-utely, ·· . . . .. 

·leaving nothing hiddef\. God has revealed Himself as· i 

Spirit and demands - to be worshipped in spirit. 
' . . . .... . \ 

In t"he· revealed . _rel i...gion the ~orrn of the · relation 

Of -C~-QSCiOU~~ess ·to ··ah --object ahd the. COnsequent reductiOn . 
r · · , \ . ., •4 

. . . . 
of both sides to · the status of finite .. . . . . ~ 

h~s been· qvercome . in 
' ' . i . 
_the object ?f . . _ · · . -·-. · · · . . that . 'l t · is seen. tha ~ t~e cp~tent .. and 

. ' . ' . -
\ . ' 

relig1on ·are made up · of ·-this very · whole, of 1;he conscious- · . .. . ...... -.. 
' 

ness which brings itself into 1rE;lation· with its .' Essence,. · 
... • • • • l 

. the knowled~e of itself as. the Essence . and of :the Es~ence · 
.· 

as -itself, i.e • . Spirit thus becomes th~ object in.rel~gion ... Gl : 
~ ~ -

As Spirit it is a ·uriity with ~t~elf . a~~ hen~e absol~te.· 
• - ~ I ' • ' • 

I " • ~ 
ije-nc_e, in· Christiimit}' · the un·ity of .subject and object, . \ 

. form ~nd · co~tent. 1is ·a~·~ieved; which is to say .'that God · is 

reveaied a~ - be~ng esse~tial~y Sp~rit. 

"Here f.ir~t is Spirit .as sucli the obj_ect, the contertt :of 
• • • • • J • • ~ • ~ .. 

religion, -. and Spi_rit . is o~l:y ·· ·~or Spi:r;it·,"-.62 i.~~- the u.ii}ty .· . 
. •, . 

60 b' d . 3 . ·. I_ :__ ·• , . ,p. ,· 2 8 • . 

6i b ' d , I J. ··, ·P· 229 • . : .,...._._ 

62rbid . .. ,. p~ 330. ·. 
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of form and content. In Christian~ty, then,the . . . -·-·'--- - ·~ 

ess.entiall~r relational character of the religious attitude 
u • " ' 

. . I . 
is overcome. "In it.the _universal . Spirit and the f.l.nite 

. . . \ 

~piri t are ini3epar_ably connected, it is their· q.~solute 
. \ \ . . . 

:· ·. identity •whic'h constitutes this religi6n and is 'its 
• 0 • 

. , .. :. :• ~ubst.ance or content. 11 ~.3 · .. This ·l~se- · point cannot be 

~ ·~m~hasfzed too muc~ for ~n c~aracterizirig Ch~isti~nity 
- • l .. • 

in this WilY Hegel is claimfng. that the . -goal of religion 
, • , , , \ • • , ' \ , I I .. 
·has b.een ft?.lfilled and religion has b_eco~e self..:.transparent. 

'· . 
Thi~ is as far ~s we ~ed go in ~i~cussing Hegel's 

c~~racte~ization ~f _c~ristia~i~y .. our int~n~ion _ has bee~~ 

. to point' ou't th~t .ii;, is not . only the concept of re'ligio~ 
'• '\ • , ' .. ' ': I ' • • ' - · ' • • • 

~hi~h demonstrates ~he ·, d-i~.l~ct~C-~~· .in~er : trans~Or!llation of 

reiigion into philosophy but rather · that this has bee~ the . 
' . 

whole ·aim and end of t~e 1 history of religion i£s~lf, ·a · goal . . ~ .. 

whicW is ~chieved in Christianity- and hen~e its charact~r as 

.the absolute religion. . I , . . 

~ 

: 
· (I 

. . 
,To summarize the main . p?int ,of;our discussion ·as a 

We hav~ tr~ed to . show· .t_h~t· - H~g;l' . COI?ce{v~s of the· . 
. . 

· . 

. ' 

,. 

rela~ion of· rel{gion and philosophy ~ialecti6alli. ~ ~c~otding ~ 
41 • ... ~4 .. . 

. . \ .. 
I t .o him,. it i ·s the · conc.eption. or notion of ·religion to 

. .. . -' . . . . 
become p~ilosophy. · P~ilosopby and religion .•ar~ not r~lated 

' 'I ' . 

. ). ... . 
. .. D • • e:. 

I . .... ... · 
', ,I 

. .'" '· ... : 

.. ' 

.. · . 
: . ' .. 

. \ 

I . 



.. I 

'· 

'• 

. I 

\ in_· ·any external or contingent fashion, but ra~her. , 
. I • . \ 

philosophy emerges .as 'the necessary end · or . fulfilme.nt 

of religion itself: it is the nature of »eligion to 

bec<;>me philo·sophy. 
~ ~ 

It is of the v~try ·notion . of relig.fon, 
• I . . 

both conceptually and hi'storically, to achieve this.· , .. 

iiberation· from it.self, ac~ording to H~gel.' 
' 

. T_~i1 is c-ertainly a · nove·l -idea and is one -. that 
. . 

has largely peen misunderstood or ignored. Subsequent 

·examiners . of Hegel-·' s philosophy .. have vatiously claimed 
. . ' · .. 

: •\ that he 11-as . destroyed religion, that he has deduced· 

phil~s~ from rel:igion and· that in doing· so~ he ·has . 
. . I . I ,. • I •• / 

reduced the latter to nonsense. It should be clear th'at . 
' 

Heg~l h~s don_e none of these ".things and a .closer, ·more 
. . • ' ' 1. . 

~pe_n;}e~amin.ation of his actual statern~nts ·would reveal 
dJ> ' . -

.this. qnless one i 's _prepared to admit the possibility of 

·a ... di"alectic'al ' rel~tion between ' the two .and e~a!,llin~ it ~~ ., \ 
I 

. ·_.' such, the truth will- 'always evad.e him. 
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