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hand had been delivered as a part of " Hegel’s more encompassing lectures on
the History of Philosophy, and they had been compiled from the hand-writ-
ten note book of Hegel’s student and auditor von Griesheim (ommitting the
corrections made by K.L. Michelet). Dr. Evanghelos Moutsopoulos, profes-
sor of philosophy and Member of the Academy of Athens, points out —in his
Preface to this work-— the scientific importance of these lectures by Hegel,
emphasizing, among others, that «the reader of Hegel tends to experience
high indignation because of the genious exaggerations and extrapolations
which Hegel is being led to, because of his persistence in the procedure of
Procroustean imposition of prejudiced hermeneutic schemata on the body of
the objective facts of historic-philosophical reality; schemata which, most of
the time, end up to its peculiar elucidation» (p. 9). The significance of these
lectures for understanding Hegelian philosophy is also emphasized by Dr.
Anna Kelessidou in the Introduction of her masterly translation and com-
mentary of the original French text. She namely considers that «Hegel refers
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to Plato from his first articles to his death in a constant manner» (p. 13).
«Nothing from what Hegel said or wrote on Plato is indifferent» (p. 19) the
author of this work, J.-L. Vieillard-Baron, states in the Preface of the original
French edition.

In his own Introduction the author raises the question whether History
of Philosophy is nothing but the sum of the past philosophical theories as a
complication of heterogeneous elements, or, does it display a fundamental
unity (p. 28). Is such a unity a progressive philosophy within history, as it is
reflected from the multiformity of heterogeneous concepts? (p. 29). Hegel
himself, by combining, on a temporal basis, the history of philosophy with
the dialectical movement itself, states the view that «the succession of philo-
sophical systems in the history of philosophy is identical to the succession of
definitions of the Idea itself in its logical connotation» (p. 33). In the II Chap-
ter of this work, The Platonic Hegel (pp. 35-46), the author recapitulates his
formulations on the Hegelian Platonism by pointing out the position, origi-
nally advanced by Gadamer, that «the Hegeliaganierpretation of Plato is not
based on an imprudent acceptance of adiyad ch has been exhausted
by now and transformed into a total & i
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the Phenomenology of Spirit, in relation to two worlds up side down» (pp.
45-46). In the I11 Chapter of this work entitled Presentation and Interpreta-
tion of Plato in the lectures of the period 1825-26 (pp. 47-70), the author,
among others, refers to the tendency for hegelianisation of Plato, supporting
the view, in particular, that Hegel, in the comment on Timaeus «introduces
by force the theory of syllogism as the Idea of God... to interpret the analo-
gies, necessary for the creation of the world as they are, identifying ...the
mathematical analysis to the syllogism» (p. 53). While Hegel does acknowl-
edge that «in Plato the idea of negation does not exist, the negation of the
negation which allows for the progress of thinking with its own creative
power, and that the dialogue of Parmenides does not lead to the negation of
the negation» (p. 56), vet, in the famous passage of the dialogue of Sophist in
terms of the art of dialectical partition, he does translate the (platonic) term
«interlacement» with the term «unity» (pp. 56-77), to conclude that «Plato
should have thought of course on the unity of the opposed ones and on the
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indisolvable relation of the negative to the affirmative» (p. 57). The author
emphasizes that Hegel obviously ligns up himself with the neoplatonic tradi-
tion, when, in his comment on Parmenides, he remains entirely indifferent to
the contentious character of the dialogue’s hypotheses, and sees into it only
the unfolding of the Absolute, i.e. of the One, in all its forms (p. 57). Finally,
following a sketch of Michelet’s text and of another similar one of Hegel’s
text presented by von Griesheim (pp. 62-66), the author presents the Lectures
on the Platonic Philosophy delivered by Hegel (pp. 75-128). This volume also
includes the Commentary of the author (pp. 129-138) in the Hegelian text, the
Bibliography (pp. 139-150) —not exhaustive though— for the understanding
of the Hegelian interpretation of Plato, and a Glossary (in Greek, German,
and French language).

It is a very important work to the degree that, in science, «the necessity
for the inquisitive search of the hermeneutic method to consider the image of
Platonism which Hegelianism proposes is being emphasised» (from the Pre-

face of Evangelos Moutsopoulos, .ppg-d}). The conceptual gonsistence and
hermeneutic perspicacity of 4t approach to the Hegelian ideas
on Plato do constitute cruci Fadditional virtues of this work.
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[Méa 1ov d6K1po Kai taraviobyo cuyypa@éa, S 1avonTi] Kai MVEUPATIKO
HEAOG TG EAANVIKTC KOveViag, onuei@voupe 0Tt @vijkel oThv Katnyopia
TOV «QOTEIVOV OTOYACTAV» TOL EAGuUTpuvaY TO EAANVIKO mvelpa péoca Kal
EEw ano v I[Matpida pag. Aév £xer onpacia v 6&v dvikel dueca xai tv-
mKa oto ydpo Mg Prrocopiag. "0 idiog kai O morvmAevpo Epyo Tov Umo-
Y PEOVOLV Kahompoaipeta TOV Kdbe dvayvootn, GAla kai tov kdbe émoti-
pova v cuvdioouv 10 cuyypagéa pac K. Feopyro K. Bhdyo d¢ ouvéyea
TOV peYGAoV «dlavonTdV Kai oToyactdvy Tol aidva pag, mol aoQaidg pé
v Tpoc@opd Toug denoav Umobijkeg kai £tol tapapévouy mdavrote émikal-
pol Kai moArania ypriopot yid 10 "EAAnviko "Ebvog xai v "EAAnvikn
Kowvovia, 6nwg: 6 1. O@eodwpakonovrog, 6 K. Todroog, 6 I1. Kaveliomouv-
hog xai o E. Tlanavoitoog.
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