THE THAGIC ﬁmw by ¥ilf:id Desan (1960 peperback ed,;1954 1st od.)

The Foreward to the forchbook ed.(8/1/60)r ports a cnnversation with J=-P S,86, 56, .
whero s Bpoke of hia movitZ awsy from' B/N "I atill belicve that in&ividual “reedom
cmme | 1B total, outolozically epeazicing, but, en
.. the cther hand. I em more fiwre convinced that thic freedom ia
N siticned & limited by vircw -/u

And a.gnin re ahteism:"I‘m A&t concarned whth F , I am conenrned with man, :‘I'am
. S neither materialiat, nof spiritualist. I part with diemef,.
in this sensa, thut, according to my view (1)man has goalg

which matter. doss not _heve, (2¥iman has a choice n03ce_of pg_sibili-
. ’ ties which matter do@s no qot have," ’
. "Asf.‘or mybwn book or Ethics it will take me '!a o yrs.to i‘mish it."

Onp.SO Desan tries to outlinaB/N ‘ag follaws:
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- Sone oriticism does appear, a,g.,ftn.onp.66:"Chaerve how again &dgain Sa:ﬁ.e doss' not .
what happens &what appears &this phencmenological dewription
1o¢ k, or of :ﬁmMm Umhee—-a}l—rahena—}—_mm ‘
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However, Desan's oritieism, ecause he knows so little of Marxism, completsly miatuuiersta
JBS as apologist for Stalinism ag when he writes in ftnp. 72:“A"ter a long flirtation with:

leftist movements S became anti-Marxist {sic! WD gives,of all things Mat-Rev.as ex.)It is
‘indeed hard to undarastand how a philosopher whose aim is to restore man to absolute
freedom, ogp at the same tine agree with those whose purpose is to trap man in ®his, ;
necasoity ?artre&s rresant politicail.. position appears,however, once more ambiguous (aio)
(i.e.compléte whitewashing of "peacs'movement , '52.)

Ch.7,"“he Contradiotiams of the For-fitself" is,however, quite good &original:Sartre, o iINEE
very subtls dialectician, has his aim in view at all times. He ham,he o spealun pr ;

parad his play &ocarefully uted ke parts." "The danger of artre'a argumantation,,,
therefora, is double: lst, 'non-heing'claiming that it is,&?nd he identifies it

with 'human consciousness‘its sither of these msserticna can ve proved....

S's impsrsonal consciousness. pP.159:1 "Nor..can one sgree that the analysis of ,negative
‘ Judgment,interrogation &destruction exhi‘vits the mush
desired 'nothingness'of the Forritself, This
_'nothingnees'is a myth, It is original in inwention.&it fitem man?;loual_( inte the ensem

#5583 ato5hdRoR Rt 1488°, 88, Rorrospond to reality/"(dn fini¥it seams thst fegel
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p.lBB"Snrtro hos made-him—ebetcar H1EWHE voluazl of Gal 'R.e Fafrsal” of the Oth
the absurdity of his own exisiencs,&the omni~préis Wmﬁﬂ?e—’n‘:a
Baina-—in-itself. Thera #re no more 183;._ Sattre is .Jrought toa standstill.. j

‘- "One cgn now underata.nd the so-cal edJF nzused.The Sartrlan nausea may e defindd nd the
tal rextion of the For~itaelf agamst the absurdity of its own exisience &the
atr.mo of the world. Horror &disgnst for the Peing-in-itself manifest thenselves in

e

. pIOBu"Sartra'a heroes choote for the pleasure of choqning t?cdo not use tisin 'eedom in
s . of a higher valua: love, for ex.,or action, E{T‘:’;g not yration. "

"Freedom with ne gation of all tke reat: t is the choice of Sari're.
_ result is tragic isolation.®

p.lS‘?:“thesc descripticns whi-hk claim to be objective are very often not o'bjaotive a

- 'I"aoy ‘aim in meny ceses to corfirm an idem of existence which the suthor has maﬁ

for himself at the start, In such cascs the description proves nothing at al

‘I‘ha most ‘gtrikintg argument against Sartre is the fact thét other others using ‘the' B

'method came. to diffurent rasulta For IIe.a.dugger. for instance, aasein (hwuan raalit r).’;m 11
*~'b:iitaain." PR N _ .

" "*here in'no pE{I of cne ma.n.
3 .ofﬂankind." = o '_ )
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'I'HE HXISM OF J*PS by Wilffid Dasa 19565 is ruch,much poorer a book than'is Desan's |
L ; ragic Finale,both bevause he knoys no Mxism &:-
therefors thinks S's version is Mxismj&bscause be has a thesis 511
o -made up before aver he approaches it all,&that is that S is. the.last
of the Cartesians, and since this is only crit:.cal oh.in boOk&“orig’inal",we'll bagin
wi'th th:t last ch, (x)

) P.279%as the power of Deecartes is {he power of Sartre‘,so also is it
\ _hie-weaknesa, ! ... .
'On 2nd thought, Sartre's Tevolt of mind a_.g_a_ainst mtter should not be too surpriaing, B
since mind,too, is “an~underdog.He has carried on & lifelong strugele to protsct what th
Fr.g0 aptly ca a lucid which is of course Descartes' old Cogito,the pri
- T 297??7?7Tlege that mind ale s of not being earth,or any kind of matter.,.Mind alone :l.s
: suprame &fres &b;.!'hia Sartre bas inherited,but ho has eliminated God from his
» inharitance splaced him by man,who new has absolute freedom.."
7 - - pe202:™Phis form of absoitites in immability(i e,raticnalist view of truth as universal,rd
: ? Sartre could not aceoept since bet.Deacartos Lhimeell Hogel had appeared !-:plnoad
-, motion in the mind iteelf....(3 Prefasaar Hasbasl ' Spi-dgslberg in 184_seying
e /j "prime weakness 'of S's social phil)e.ppea.rs to _bg_jggmimo_ﬂcal

L foundation,™)
. K Sts migtake If the making of a phil, of the grogplina in his usge of
N " that i&gs or category which we have inperited I'fom Aristotle‘s logi d} ning objacts
A,B.C.et0.,0n the basia of cortain aimilaritias...posib’blity of ideniical thinking...

T . thil,ofl{int eBgub jectivity since_the. sociﬁ-l dimension is merely built wup from the 4,
. viewpoint oI the Self.Bet.the SeUT-soi &the enooi THERE IS INDZZD NOTHINGNESS,  ofry
- o {THere is no crf’atio ex nihzlo;thera is only oreation with the muterial at our dis
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&the gﬁ t0% redical 0 R11BW "for- au suthentic’ circularity, hor hasg ha e Yeal.
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