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Hegelian and Heideggerian Tautologies
KWAN Tze-wan
(Philosophy Department , Chinese University of Hong Kong, Hong Kong , China)
Abstract: In philosophy, “tautology” is not a particularly admired notion. In logical, rhetorical, as
well as philosophical contexts, the term “tautology” is used with a skeptical, if not pejorative intent.
But interestingly, the later Heidegger described his own thought as “tautological thinking” and
considered it “the primordial sense of phenomenology.” The paper explains from different angles why
the later Heidegger can be systematically related to his so-called “tautological thinking. ” It then argues
that Hegel’s legacy can also be considered, though implicitly, as another type of tautological system.
The fact that on top of this subtle resemblance there lie profound differences between the two explains
why in every phase of his work Heidegger felt the need to deal seriously with Hegel. In the words of
Max Miiller, Hegel was for Heidegger an “eternal antagonistic interlocutor.” To conclude this paper,
the two tautologies are put into stark contrast so that critical reflections and comments can be made.

Key words: Hegel; Heidegger; tautology; self-sameness; tautological formula
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