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Abstract 

This thesis investigates the problem of subject formation in Hegel’s Science of Logic and the 

question of its historical realization within the context of French Hegelianism. The main aim 

of the study is to demonstrate how the subject is constituted within the system of Hegel’s 

Science of Logic and how it acquires a historical dimension in subsequent interpretations. The 

thesis is based on an analysis of the works of Hegel, as well as those of Jean Hyppolite, 

Alexandre Kojève, and Judith Butler. The first part of the study examines Jean Hyppolite’s 

interpretation, according to which the subject in Hegel’s logic is constituted through negativity 

and mediation. Hyppolite’s analysis shows that the subject is not a completed substance 

identical with itself; rather, it is a continuous movement that constitutes itself through 

difference and self-reflection. The second part discusses Alexandre Kojève’s interpretation, in 

which the logical subject attains historical realization. For Kojève, the subject manifests itself 

through desire, the struggle for recognition, and its historical development. In the concluding 

part, the thesis examines Judith Butler’s interpretation of Lacanian subjectivity. The study 

demonstrates that Butler reads the Lacanian subject as a transformation of the Hegelian 

dialectical subject within the structures of desire and language. Furthermore, Lacanian 

subjectivity reveals a structural connection between the interpretations of Hyppolite and 

Kojève: Hyppolite’s concepts of negativity and mediation are integrated with Kojève’s dialectic 

of desire and recognition. The study concludes that Hegel’s subject should be understood not 

as a completed identity but as a process of continuous movement that is constituted in logic, 

realized in history, and continues to exist in contemporary philosophy through the structures 

of language and desire. 
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