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THE 

PHILOSOPHICAL REVIEW 
M E T H O D A N D S Y S T E M I N H E G E L 

'T^ H E phi losophy of H e g e l shares two traits w i t h the thought of 

the great moderns who preceded h i m : a conscious concern 

w i t h method, and the applicat ion of method to the construct ion 

of a phi losophical system. I n these respects H e g e l prof i ted by the 

efforts of his predecessors, i n that he saw clearly the great com

m o n danger of method and sys tem; namely, that both have a 

tendency to narrowness. H i s fundamenta l c r i t i c i sm o f his predeces

sors is that they were hampered by methods w h i c h , so f a r as 

f o l l o w e d out, f o rced them to overlook important aspects o f the 

w o r l d ; and i n consequence produced systems wh ich , though reason

ably consistent, were nevertheless conceived f r o m a standpoint so 

specialized as to preclude that comprehensiveness w h i c h is the 

unique characteristic of phi losophy. H i s problem was, to w o r k out 

a method w h i c h should enable h i m to make a place, and a definite 

place, f o r a l l the aspects o f the w o r l d as he knew it. W i t h the 

achievements and attempts of others before h i m , he attacked the 

problem vigorous ly , tenaciously, and thoroughly ; i f not more seri

ously than others had done, at least w i t h a f u l l e r awareness of the 

diff icult ies involved. I n these days, when method is so much i n the 

fo reground of discussion and system is so generally deprecated, it 

may be instruct ive to consider the views of the last great systematic 

thinker of classical modern times on these questions. 

I n intellectual inqu i ry we seem to w o r k i n either of two direc

tions, t oward our premises or away f r o m our premises, t oward 

first pr inciples o r away f r o m first pr inciples—that is to say, toward 

our s tar t ing point o r away f r o m it. T h e second procedure is i n 

telligible enough, but the first is a paradox. H o w can we w o r k 

toward o u r o w n start ing point or first pr inciple ? W h e n we think, 

we must a lways have a point of departure, a beginning, f o r obv i -
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