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Hegel's contribution to the knowledge of the historical development of philosophy
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This article is an attempt to adequately assess Hegel's contribution to knowledge of the 
historical development of philosophy, for which purpose the contribution of the great German 
idealist to this development, which consisted in the logical conclusion of the history of 
philosophy, is determined in its introductory part. It was this that gave Hegel the opportunity 
to be the first to know and state the history of philosophy as the history of one science, 
consisting of many philosophical teachings. The article proves a new thesis that Hegel’s 
consideration of the history of philosophy is of a scientific and theoretical nature, associated 
with the logical method of thinking and knowledge of truth that he developed. Such a 
consideration, not without its merits and demerits, is due to the fact that Hegel sees in the
external history of various philosophical teachings the necessary process of historical 
development of the idea of philosophy, or philosophy as such, which he considers identical 
with his system. This allows him to give the wording of the concept of the history of 
philosophy in the Encyclopedia of Philosophical Sciences, determine the necessary 
relationship between the history of philosophy and the system of philosophy, and also develop 
a theoretical form for the presentation of historical-philosophical material. Hegel reduces here 
the history of philosophy from Thales and Parmenides to Kant and Schelling into three 
relations of thought to objectivity. Metaphysics, empiricism, taken together with critical 
philosophy, and direct knowledge represent for him the necessary formations of the historical 
genesis of the logical method of thinking. The article concludes by indicating what the 
modern historian of philosophy needs to do if he wants not only to remain at a theoretical 
level in his attitude to the history of philosophy, achieved by Hegel, but also to continue the 
development of his concept that he began.
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