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Jects, puune positions that are affen antl heﬂt
Lo the hls, dimenslion; as objects, .they have exhibited 1ceas
activitles that are often opaque to his, knowledze, In 8 Ldth
_#inda of -probl=ms are Jolned &, in whit ;pITowu, theu him a Joi
aolution wlll be essayed o

)

P.240 takaes upqadieﬂtival and aubatant*ve" atages of Lrtell.-“"
: movements,

p 24121t 1q,a‘matter of distinguishing bet. the stage in whioh

(TENDENGY develops ae port &in the shélter of an alreedy ‘i
~e8t'd,set of Ideas & the stage 1t dets 1%self up &8 an 1ingd,. dﬂctnlg
or phil, on 1ts own,.In ! exiatantlallsm)adJectlval atage it
-geoa bauok at lesst to H's(PHEM/,..In its substantive stuge it. bet
an autonomous &echaracterl i 20th ec.phil, ,with Husserl 1{s maln
;Terbear. &Jaaoers,Heldegger& ite primary exponent®....ee ...

' "Externally, the rel,bat. exlis,& his, mindedness ia

~aone of rival slblings,.." :

‘ amblguities in rel,bet, exisfentialilm &histor =0 .8 "net’

" idlosyncratic but reflective of a Tundamént a[_ﬂilﬁﬁma_fﬁim--.
teristic intell ovement of OUR ege, enens of -3 s notagse
~goroT hls” thnugﬁ*jarrusponst Ehess to w rid -but™™rn hi
dév, he -has traversed the whole gpectrum of pg/sibillties £ (+1.1
anti— to tk pro-hxs. post es of -xlatentiall : ;
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2 ering th
-conjc temporary- thinklng For-gle-dev, -.1nvolve-sq

'_ aﬁift t ia large. "than the chonge in his__!nluﬂxio
- WIng centrality . of-his; 1s the. ‘KEyTto ] 1t, “.“‘ —

PP, 244=45 deale. witt@ﬁ@@.éﬁ with,
&L 'Imagivaire  for it Lls¥imag
.. makes man. sble "to. posit resllity as 4 SYNTH

L

“"Hla(s's) i 1ty to demonatrate the wovement ﬁﬁay his, perceptlo
his.(SYﬁfﬁghiébmoreover was irremediable so ldng~as he asscolated
hils, wledge with aesthetic imagination, For he generalized th
incompatlbllity bet, Wwhat_the real snalogue 1is dvhat 1t repreaent"
into an inhgrent contradictiov' and'ambiauity' of all 1magel." e

tendency of 3's art & lmaginat’on to sllde _[
o' reallty that explains his: tenuous attractlen-
to the hle, he denled, It was Lo resolve the general
- probiem of RELATING RFALITY & CRTATION thet he rounded out hls. lst
stage with the writing of B/:lu in which he r't!.cul 2d.the dootrin
-of -nis, appropriate to this j“axagg.m*’
g§ A7 «r‘ rﬂf’
2nd proklem then of synthests atiof ol Wwhat 5§ parls.
"TQTALITY" dominates the 8@1 atage. '\E
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.2511 "He overcame,in B/N, the problem of (d1s ontinut

& in'the sgrvlne of this messure of integration,cat’'d,Nepe:A _
ELEMENTAL BASIS FOR HIS, Eut he remained,in tnls wk. WLEhipJthe “.f
framework of Lndividuslity, It was the INTFANAL DRIVE €6 Gvercomen _
this llmitation upon unity, that PUSHED hiw finally ints the ¢nd b
stage 08 hls thought in qﬁﬂgph of a supra-indlv, totality &it -

was 1n the process of this senrch thot his,b:cone central to hlm.




; re B/N,E.2§ t¥as. the most profeund, systematic &cokerent expoalti
o of 5’8 phil.,1t Lis ocrucial for. the revelatlonie
:——INESGAPABLEﬁLIMITS &problemn. of--that- tnought—-limlta-&rproble B-WHEDE:
whpeo-created intell, NEEDS that his, was later brought inbo LLLL NI
i~ -MOREOVEr, -aince.3.Has NEVER. depnrted from -the -main-foundatlions
hils thought, B/N alsc gets forth the aaaumptiona whlch mpldadly
."_aubsequsnt forn of his.historical doctrine."u‘« I

... ps252 :"The theme 1s/rel, of exlstence & ccnqclousr \\\for the partis:
— cular kind of being whigh S calls ®huwan Sreatrly,’ Theso 3
sub-types of being manlfest a radlcal rift in the heart of human
Belng as such, This rift manlfests a radlical rift in the heart of
human belng as such, This rift maniﬂ;&*ﬁ‘fﬁ\t e atriving of cone
gcldusness to create, s (GROUND, A ﬁ ZASON FOR BEJNG, &0 rejoin i
" exlstence in a unitﬂﬁry. or, 1n 3's term, lized being whose e
“eontingency would nov be reldlaced by--weanlmu," p
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p 252° "3 had to bring conssiousness to terms with &1l dimenstions
= ‘of human reality, Yat tne HISTORIZAL DIMENSION of - -~----
Bg §§2 this realityk obvious cs 1t is, get SHORT SHRIFT, & S'a or‘en-
~— - teation-of hla thewe agalinsi detached knowledgs adg an- aotivL
&detached prrtlculars as objects--both the stockain-tx
historians—-makes it olear that thls was po mere oversignt, .

LK then. cltes 6 of 8's

.~ T Tsitlons--that ig

Mo . &bltuents of
argurentl: (L T

£
(2) "The(éiplmenslona of
of the—dresil _ct_of 181¢

iy 13 the’ 'ractitity ; veny, the contlngent',th
" 'substance' of what we are, It is the unalterable, lrremediabls,
TiTfactual necesdlty that ‘heunts' consclousnessajlt 1§ the World
[ that- conaciouaneas determines ltsplr to transe end." ﬂ B/N 8?-4

- (*)"consciouaness must be both its own peat
‘”‘the‘past 45 by definltion the substance of whrt - an thing—ig
" at the same time it must’ deny, negate 'nihilate’ tgis A
<o " -is-consciousnesa'’ very- - “helng."{ njéés
JP&:“All my DAaB gre, pressing, urgenthﬂjm erloua, } :
—-——1ings--&the-orders which it gives me chooae y the very projeaot’
j[pf my end. ! o g

- Py2543"28 a- matter-of. ract.-i-ﬂnot .of.. 1ngie, '
. thru the paradox but he did it mow by deciding forx tho prasent.
LA Bver. the. futdre. & the. past...,but he. pald for. At¥amblgulty.
7 “JPS:"We chcose our past 12 the llght of a cnrtain, but from

on it lmposea itself upon us ddevours UB.
T T T———— .

{4)LKX shows however that p eat " LE st LYl not’ history
here since it is "my past", “my consclousnese" "Phe 'event'that le;
'a condltlon for all history --thst hes the effect of ‘makivg his,.
posalblet~-is the 'faet?',abs,,contingent, inexplicable of the BIFLH
of S0CIAL consclousness out of 1ndiv, consclousnese--3'z terma,
the 'Upsurge' of 'BEING*FOR%OTHERS' OUT OF 'BEING*FQHEENQHE.~-

.2551 "For thne 8 off B/N i f—hﬁfﬁT0wdalonb S 8t
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geense of his 28 realltys
s knowledpe
&the deliberates amblgulty"iad endency...to o e historlana
-1like any past-crecating imdlviduals,Thus .wireti—Ssrecalled hia, - -
situations it was to sdduce iIn each an his.gst,#)asaesslg his own-

.1 past man T an historlan as an ex. of a larger analysis-.
of INDIV.GHOICE.“?

‘ _p.256¢ (5)"Behind 8's inability to péﬁple the his, arena
i which he deflned was hlas more fundamental -- %his time adumltted— ...
faliure to go beyond the lndlv,&to constitute the society that wa

8
' to inhablt it, . ek

| LK says §/refused to dlstingui
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B/N 2.250, 429:"Human reality remslns alone becauasg th'

SRR W proposition of  B/'N, It 1s a phil, of

‘hed "the naturé of "a ‘dontingent &irredueihl
fact...,The sssence of the relatlonshpatwa4h3
consdlousnaess 18 not the Mitseinglt 1s conty
Thua lndividualized klng of exlstence is not only fact but F.

EL251_= " (6)"Here we have the key to ithe flnal & summary #

‘verpetual nilure.'"(B/N,p.533)
- Iﬂ a dord the € propositlicns show p,258 “Everywhere he(S) lookad'

- he saw 1solatlon & o
frustration,&,as’n corolla

..uhe desired unlity 4ful£J¢¢mnnv~otan¢4ﬂ—%n9~fﬂhstraninn was gl
-function “'Thp‘ﬂnpr:catauu of nis, % function

- dent statub the past & the ' of the groppy But. the pa
& the group € the only ponasible forcdE Lho d form a -
T TOTL could exeralse

continuum,
a8 the medium for the realizatlsn of botY pass—&

reverse effig
_doclety by 1nterna11y relating them.  Here was the & hore .
Wwag the posq;bility that GRADLTD 3's groath. " "

;839 THEN DEALS WITH THE GATACLY3SM OF war,escupation) PESlehﬁQBZ
"In yhat forms\did he percelve the cataclysm of his times?
: Andiéow,&tﬁ' 8 transiate the- experienue Into dé cspts‘
Yeast. coherént Cliknot entire_x,gonsiauerf’wlth hia phil, 2% &
=7-And--LK -proceeds to analyzeé the . triiSEy—EEq“'hgq* - 11ibe

i

‘ﬁd.n-E,EGQ:"L' Age .de raison --the. 1st .vol, --repreﬂenta the ppl

- _the. pulint of view, not ol erlst Ln Nause

that - marks break wit.h % two lta.ses of‘

My s e ey

departure, the fictional equivalent of. B/N, ‘but
L_nﬂ
_ ness, IT IS,INDEED, AN ACG'T, OF A ] SGIOUuPESa

"been able to ¢i inch the syntheala of ‘the 1
\ nvolving as es NOT ONLY THE GCOHERENGE ’
tne capstone of a system, this synthesis is ltself a bv

7e T Along the dimension of time," e
Y& su the ans.to our lst quea .~-inwhat form- dld S
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_4/ to a most amblguous concluslon;it ls the last par,of the wholet

perceive the cataclysm?-=1s slpply”
- rary experience in the form of emparary hisa.l
“v=-whers—LK-also-qQ 3 -from-Method Cri & Ls ralson- dlulaatiqu
"but he meant Mxism in the sense of 'the only valld interpretalon
of ‘hia,', 'the conception of concrete synthesea..wlthin a wmoving

&dial.totallzation which 1= not@ﬁpg_gtij but hlas, tha nisg, urooesaﬁ*”;

--in--1ts totality.'In short, what{replaced)the 1nd1v1dualistio-~~
lurea 0 gt staze was the convictio
HIS.,that indivldunls could. Hoin with--
gtorliecal proecess,,.."

emporal parg oxes

2,255:"This 2nd stage...ls thus not =o much Mxist zs qlsuorlcist-'[

B.2663  "the phil,of Derpetual failure has beeome the phil.of .
continuous success,"
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"/ LK now 18 ready to draw all hin analysis,much of it most profow

®BRUT IF 3 i3 an even approximately failthful éxﬁréshf&nf:
of contemporary culture, then these relationshlipa &wlth t - Qur
?2?% famlllgr.notlon of/HISTORY' FUNTTTONS AR® ANACHRONISMS, F AeLthpY
logiclggalsclence NOR ar ny longer furniah general truths per-
tinent to human coWduct {?g THEIR MEANINGS are alsc uttarly frag-
mented‘}ggfgéﬂﬁbTOR! must1ise the patterns of aynchroniza ion &
sucoeasttn uman actlons in the common medium of time to Link
‘their perticular fragmente & to construst whatever general trutns
about mon we must have, IF WE DO ROT APPLY OUR HISTORY TO THIS . -
END we fall both as the historlans &s the nletorlecal agenta of
our age," - s
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