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PROBLEMA I
Is there a teleological suspension of the ethical?

The ethical as such is the universal, and as the universal it
applies to everyone, which can be put from another point of
view by saying that it applies at every moment. It rests
immanently in itself, has nothing outside itself that is its telos
[end, purpose] but is itself the telos for everything outside, and
when that is taken up into it, it has no further.to go. Seen as
an immediate, no more than sensate and psychic, being, the
single individual is the particular that has its telos in the
universal, and the individual’s ethical task is always to express
himself in this, to abrogate his particularity so as to become
the universal. As soon as the single individual wants to assert
himself in his particularity, in direct opposition to the universal,
he sins, and only by recognizing this can he again reconcile
himself with the universal. Whenever, having entered the
universal, the single individual feels an urge to assert his
particularity, he is in a state of temptation,** from which he
can extricate himself only by surrendering his particularity to
the universal in repentance. If that is the highest that can be
said of man and his existence, then the ethical and a person's
eternal blessedness, which is his telos in all eternity and at every
moment, are identical; for in that case it would be a contradic-
tion to say that one surrendered that telos (i.e. suspended it teleo-
logically) since by suspending the telos one would be forfeiting
it, while what is said to be suspended in this sense is not forfeited
but preserved in something higher, the latter being precisely
its telos.

If that is the case, then Hegel is right in his ‘Good and
Conscience' where he discusses man seen merely as the single
individual and regards this way of seeing him as a ‘moral form
of evil’ to be annulled in the teleology of the ethical life,** so
that the individual who stays at this stage is either in sin or
in a state of temptation. Where Hegel goes wrong, on the other






