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Chapter 6 = jomn=Paul Sariro

‘% opy In the still spuces of Thought “he standpoint of the old materisle -
_viadch hid cone to itself and ia iem is civil sociatys the stand- -
2 ‘purely solfesxistent, those in- polnt of tihe new is human secloly, or
_* terests-are hushod shich mové the social humanity." Harx, Thosce on
e oo ltvesief peoplos and ef dndive Feuerbach, 1845 e
' iduale." Hegel, felanog of logic, - - w
¥ule Loy Do 82 . "It is of courze eagy o imeging e
‘ s ' poverful, phyeically superior =
+ 976 will alvays remain a magtor parson; who first captures aniranls .
for aatonistiment how the Xan tian and then capiures won in order to.
philosuphy knew that relation of make them catoh anieals for him; in .
thought 'to ssnrwous existence, brief, one whe uces san ap & naturaliy
shere 1t halied, for & merely ocourring condition for his reproducte -
relative relation of bare appear- . ion 1iko any othor living natural ‘
anca, snd fully acknouledged and things nis own laboir being echaumbad
asgertad a higher unity of the tw in the act of dominatlion, it such
in the fdoa in general, and, part=- a view is stupid, though it moy be
ionlarly, in the idee of an correct from the pofat of view of a
intuitive undarstandings buk yet " given tribel or commuaal eatity; for
gtoppeddead st this ralative re- it takes the 3gplatad man as itz
lation and at tho sssartion that starting point. a2ut man is only
the Yotlon 1s and remaines utterly iniividualised through the process
geparated from realiiyy so thatt of history." 'Harx, Grundrisge, 1857.
it affirnc! &s true what it pro- i
aoured to be finite knowledge, ", .o duvelopment of human powsr,
and declared to be supsrfluous ard vwhich iy Ate cun endes.' Marx,.
Amproper figmenis of thought that Capital, vol. 1IL, 1878.
which it recognived as truth, and
of vhich it ontablished the de-

finite notlon." Hegsl, ﬁ-" jance
ﬂ !_Jgg!.c. VDIQ III' Pe
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PART ). ~ ALTERNATIVES
Chapter 3 - JEAN-PAUL SIRTRE

fho totality of the world crisis aig;mlled by the Despression, rise
of Fuscism and outbresk of World Wir II tad & catecylsmic affect alse on
Franch philosophers who lmd ebgorbad, at ono and the seme time, Hegel and

J fjaidegg&, not to mention equal attraztion to Marx and thé Proletarist
{with & capltal P). The moat prodigious philosophic product of the 1930%s

which wus not completed till 1943, wks Jean-Paul Sartrs®s Belng and Hoth-
gm. esz, Membership in the Resistance both eahanced the new form of

. ]Exiatentia.lim and seemed to prasage a totally new bype of philouophar,

not. morel.y because Sartre had already gainad fame as novelist (Rauzug._) and i?i’év- ,

’V T eu)wboae play l-:sd been stopped by the Na.zi ocuunier.-l. but baca.usa both
thought in i%s moat :igourous form, Dialecti.c s nnd action in its mdst

B da.ngeroun i‘orm. Freedom, were united as one.

" fne “gala®t years (1) extended 'bhemsolves ints: the immediate postiar
lperiod wher it did indeed appear tha'i'. philosopb:,r ard revolutlon were not Juat
rhat‘.or.tc. Ms.saea wore in motion, rovolution wis in the air, and the intell-
ectusls wors Vcommitbed!, It did not matber vhether Sartre's politisal
radicalism did, or did not flow, logically from hie philosophy of existence,

Existentialism held the youth.and not only in Frence, unthralled, Though
Sartre kept assured the CP that he considered 1t "the only revolutionary
perty", and it was obvious he was not competing with it ror "leadership
of the massosY, the Communist Party was worried and the atiacks directad

against him were ol the venomous kind lovelled against a "deviating poiitical

tendency.!

In one fundamental respect the Communists were, of course, "right¥;

the readership of the magazine, Les Temga ernee, founded by Sartre and
Merleau-Ponty, were Mactivists", and in 1949 did iry to establish a new
party, Rovolutionary Demccratic Rally, in his name. Sartre disclaimed
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‘"authorm.:l.p" a.nd. in an.y cage, while it did atirect the ..ntel.sctuals,
no magses followed 1t. Clau'ly. however, the postwer generation of pnil-
.oaof-hé‘fa did not restrict their role to ons of interproting the world,

' mey noant to ch.'mge it, or subsf.anu.am influence its direction, 4in any
cage, Fhethar ono viewed Sari.re:sﬁ Existentialisn ag the only "true®
phtlosophy of freedom, or considered it the factor that disoriented the -
ravoluticnary genm'aﬁon; there was no doubj that S artr.aan E:.‘.atmthli?m
s not enclosed in any ivory tower. Within a decade, there hed l:;oan
both s aplit Hﬂ.t.hin Exiatentialism and a “conversion of Sartra to Historic

Hst.ar!.nllsm." '

' ‘Cataclysmic events wers happening in f;he uorld.. '1‘19 one thnt pro-

occupied ..»a.r'bre, and which led to Merieau~Pontyts break (2) with hin, w8

the Korean H’n.r and the Comunist-inapﬂ.red "World Peaca Hove:nent“ it engemier-»
ed and which Sartre fully enbraced. ‘The other wurld-ahaking even.t. homer, w—
the En.ut German Revolt on June 17, 1953, that signalled o totil‘!.y new page

of fraodom. 4in fact and in thouzht, f.he first over within the Comunist

orbit =- geemed to have had no serious effect upon aither form of Existenim
4alism; That changed when, in Fobruary 1956, Khrushchev of ficially declared
deStalinization, and by the fal'.l.“of that year, t:hé whole of Fast

{1) Teo expression for the years 194iwh5 iz Jacquas Guicharnaud®e.
His srticle: "Thoso Years: Edistentialiom, 19/3-1945" expresses
woll Bdstentialimats epell. It is included along with artlicles
by Jean Hypppollite, Piere Burgelin and Pierre Arnaud, an inter-
view with JeanePaul Sartre in a special issue of YALE FRENCH
STUDIES, Winter 1955 and 1956

Cf. Merleau-Pontyfs Les aventures de la dislectigus, also
Sartre!s Mprleau-Ponty in Situations IV, pp. 225-320
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. BEurope was in f‘mg‘s. and Ruz;uian tanks rolled into Hungery to put dowm
| 'thé outright revolutlon ihsrse. Sartrs did oppoaé the Russian tanks ~- they
wer's “mt. ‘necegsary” and did not enhance Hthe security of mocialism', MNost
important, of aJ.'L. inasofar as the dmvalopmmt of Eﬁciatant.ali.m was osncerned,
was that, for the firsi time eince the publicaticn of Peing and Nothingness,
Su'ﬁ'e ws wrking on a cozprahm#ive philosophic irewtise, vhich was to’
demonatrate the "infuslon® of Existentialism into Marxiem:
1 consider l{nn:ism the one philesophy of owr time whioch we cannot
g0 beyend and ses I hold the 1deology of existunce and its Ycome
prehensiva® methed to be an enclave inside Marxism, which simultan-
" sous engenders it and rojects it." (3) :
_Sartre now desires Existentialisuo be intograted into Marxism. "

B Although ha still holdn on to Existentialism’s origin in x..u'segu.arﬂ he now.
attrﬂautes the roappesrance of '"the Da.ne" at the beginn:hag of tho AOth .
_centwry, to ‘tho fact that it was & time 'when people will take it into fheir
Leads to ﬁght against Marxism by opposing to it pluralisms, nmbiguities,

- paradoxes," {p. 15) :

Nor doas Sartre flinch from using himselfl as an example of Har;:'&

_dictum, that the ruling ideas of any epoch are tho ideas of the ruling class,

Indeed, he goos so far as to say that what the students of his day did to
opp:nse "thé swﬁot di-_aa.ms of owr professors! was tu-bécome proponants of
triolencel's YIt was & wretched violence (insults, brawls, suicides, murders,
irreparable catastrophes) which risked leading us to fascism ..." (p. 20).
The war, however, "shattered the worn structures of our thought" and they
ndiscovered the world", (p. 21) They were then "econvinced at gns and the same
time  that historical materialism furnished the only valid interpretation of
maul Sartre, Sgarch for a Method, p. sooxiv, A1l the referances
here will be to this translation by Hazel E. Bernes. (Alfred A,Knopf,

N.Ys, 1963}, However, because I think that Sartre 1s anncuncing,
not searching, for a mesthod, I will, in text, use Sartre's own title,

Question de la Methode." |
13260
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hirtory end that cxi-ta::th]_.:lsm remained the only comreta.apprq.iuh to
roality _...M_u':d.sm. ufter draving us to 4t &s the u;:m'n draws the tidos ..,
SErEtly Toft us stranded, Merxen stopped.” e refavence iz to Maey |
‘}hrxj.i'n"',,"'toduy's Harxiats.." This 15 the villain 4y the phidosophioal w

" 'i!_ze msgsive (755 pages) toms, .c,z;g.,t_;_igué de la raison dislectique

 Leretoonis de Questicn do Rotheds) published in 1960, comprises but the first

volue of Sartre's new pudlosophic work, 4 second voluns hae not baeq completed,
'F,u( ub.!.ch 157 relevart to the subjact of Alternatives with wBioh we arg Jeuling aw
M_agothodo ~= 1is, hovmver, complete in 1t:':c.fl.f. Ali;hough it waa
origiuuym-ittsn in 195? 4% & separate essay, eniitlec "Eid.atmtinliam und'-
lex.‘!.m". far 2 Poliah Journal, iworesose, Sartre conalderad it o 1.mpoz‘t§nt | o
ha't; sidarably so as to adapt 44 t:t-“thé.'ne_é;!;s' of the
Froach rnders!- and publdished it 2p HAs journal, Iee Tewpz Hédamaa , bmt'de-", "
c:!dad thnt 1t was the Proper introduction for the Critigua, . Indeed, he falt
tat logloalign 4y hﬁongod at the end of the whole work since At comprised
the method for whitch the.Critique laid the fourdation, ,Ag & philosophar, -
,Sa:;:tro ir weightily awarg of the fact that methodology is the_ most concantra.fe&
@pression of theory.- 8 result of a complex interaction of the 8pirit of the
ﬁino;. clegs bage, thaoratic-‘il analysis, practical activity, including a
struggle with rival theories, rival praxis, rival mathoiﬁlogiaa. In a word,
to usme one ihat ig a favorite with -Sartro. it is a "toﬁlization." By this
it needs to be Juwiged, -
Périods,of Philosephic creation are 50 rere, says Sartt-e; thet "Betwesn
the saventsenth canty ry and the twantieth, I see thrae parlods, 'wﬁﬂ.ch I would
designate by the names of the men there 1s the '
'moment! of Descartes and locke, Hegel, finully
that of Marx, These thr
tordicel moment which they express,
Notwithst&nding thie proclamation that Marxism, and Marxlem alone, whdch ig the
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‘philoscphy of aur age while Existentialism ia "a parapitic syatem which

lives on the margine of resl sciecnce" (;;. 21), the srguwaeatation thet €ollows
over the rost of the 101 page text seems to contradiat 3t either directly or
.Mirooﬂy. It 4o true tﬁl?thh book ﬁre!mta a new Sartro, a ct;nvért to
Historicel Materlalisa, IS is true thut the central attack is directed, not:
‘- minlt Maxrax, but eaguinst Miodeyts Marxists®, in ﬂl_:ich loose catogory are
" inciuded not only Communists but aleo Trotakyiste and indepandent, Mavrists,
Many instances are rocounted against those "dogmaticts™ who fail to see the

purtioular individual, the soncrote ovents, the singuwlar espericnce, the new,

. 4n u“ word, realify. Sinoe, however, of all the ammples, from ths French
-R@uﬁon;bo misrphysics, cited, there is only one cwrent event - the

- mmgarun Ravolution == it 43 to that one we will have to_turn to test the

elf, as we saw, opposed the blcody muppression of the
mmgnrhn Revolution by Russian might, though 1t wag only on the ground that
it wasfinot nooassu.ryi. nor onhanced "the security of sooielism." We can now
trace the consoquenoes of an oppoaition that did not ses in the Russicn™ntere
mtion_'_' a countaa;-revolut.ion; He pours torth his ingii.gnnt:l.on. not ugainaf
ﬂmt. but against "today's Marxists', and here, definitely, he is rei‘err!.ng,
not to Communists, but to Trotskyists and independent Marxists who were making
& new category out of the birth of the Workers' Councils as 'a democraztic
institution." Here, continues Sartra, we can 8so the "methad in all iis rakede

nege.” It is true the Councils were such Ya democratic inetitutlon.? One

can aven maintain that they bear within them the future of the socialist acéiety.
But this does not alter the factl that they did aot exist in Hung#ry &t the time
of the first Soviet Antervention; and theilr apf:mmme during the Inswrreciion
was much too brief and too troubled for us to be able to speak of an organized

democracy.” (p. 24)
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' And becauce {he turkers! Jouncils were not sn grzenized denocracy, . _
beosuse the spentancity of th:l.a aolf-;argnnj.r.ati,on of the Workoers councily . :
ws *much tco brief end too froubled” (p. 24); the ﬁ!é&?‘i mq:preui:m bacomes

sufficlent ground for not grappling with the elamantal creativiiy to psnstrate
an exirtential "unsurpassable opaqusnsss,” The exponont of the Munsurpassable
eingularity of tho huaan adventureM,

armere The myriad of new tea_xionniea we Whother in the aciual Hungarisn Re=

7 volntien or the. nur-rmlutionariea in Poland, Ssxiwedmscskicewstry the new
:‘] awdience Jarire is addreas.’t.ng because it has given him "a means of uxpress&.ng.
' 1n “ country with a Marxist’ culture. the existing congradioctions in its

inetead, dons a full suit of administrative

ph.uonphy" w= ono &nd all of thena living foreces, the trus human dimensions,

‘got hnd-ahrunk 1n‘ho a mn-&iffarenthtad category. "rwiuionisn“.vmich has

nlrud.v boen disuigsed by Sartre: tAs for 'rev:luionim' this 5.8 aither a truism
or an abmrdity." (pe 7) and now they get ahruggad off with a "despite t.hen-
gemd 3ntantions veoll

The fact that the revisionist rappqlit:l.on was not theirs, but that of

“WOther", thelr tormentors, Khushchev and Mac, who have long since transformed
H:.rx'"_l theory of liberation into state-capiltalist enalavament dees not seem to

disturb the philosopher of existence. Though those whe fought for freedom

" frem Russian Commundst overlordship ware the reel “existents" in the Poland

of 1957 whom Sartre was addreailng. the philesop er of Wthe individualls ;‘readom
2 n ke’ APEE pmg " eeeathal fhs Frearalale Cfivedd

dim uﬂsﬂ timaAaal fﬁ’t place for launching an atuck ofl«u ! nfy .4( ﬁfw

original Communist philosopher who, aftur more than & quartar of a century of

N

ca pitulation, finaily goi'. swept up by the revolution in hie netive land e
‘,‘/; Goorge Lukace =« can be called 'personalization: "It is not by chance that
3 _" Lukacs == Lukacs who go often violates histary =- has fowwd in 1956 the best
‘ definition of this frozen Mar:dism." (p. 28)
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:mani-g pdd Practice in Life 'DodAz. and in Marx's Capital; 1B867=75 .

In his preocoupation with thooreticians, Sertre not only fails to probgfl
thé'pulgrmd.u of the zanses of Eaat Europe in i'l.he mid=1950%s, but he socma
totally unconscious of the moaning of vhat he ia telll s, thooe 1ivs

" numan beings vho had just suffared through a Life-end-death struggle with
orrq;ou:. ¥arxiem es he concludes "that among the Massed, Marxist practicemx .
does not refloct, ar only slightly reflacts, tha sclercosis of its
theory. Bub it is reciasly the conflict between revolutlonary
aoction and the Sch gtic justificatiocla vhich prevente Communist
man we 5n sgolalist countrlies s in bourgeois countries =~ from
‘abhieving any clear sclf-consclousnsas. {p. 29)
Not only. that, guddenly, in a very lengthy two-pege footnote (po. 32-33)
" we are thrust into a critical corfrontation, not WAth niodey?s Marxists', but
- with the Marxism of Marx himself on the pivetal quesiion of consciougnass.

; ‘#ona must dwéinp a thesry of consclousncss. Yot the theory of knowledge con=-

tinucs to be the weak point in yarwiome® (ps 320tn.) Sartre drsws this cone
olusion after he has quoted one sontence from Marx on the materizlist con-
oeptioz'z of history, and one from Lenin on conscious;msa ag "rofleciﬂ.on?of
\;:eing", after which Sartre remark—s triumphantly: %in both cases it is a matter

of suppressing subjectivitys with Marxz, we ave placed ‘beyond it; with Lonin on
this side of it." (p. 32) That this baseless -generalization flies in the face

voth of all Hnrxqm'ota. all Marx did, that the new Sartre wishes to rosuscitate,

doss not deter tham,

ile stubﬁorniy maintains that the sentence he quoted from Marxg which
happens to be from Engols, not Marx, Hast vhich 48 a repoat of the very
gantonce the old Sartre used 15 years ago in his attack on historieal
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‘waterialism,. (4) = that "mp‘ ma%erinlist conception of the world signifies

émp';y_ the concepilon of muturse aes it is without any foreign addition." e
amounts to nothing less horrific than thiss "“Having 151’.?.'1.1:»;).96T avay &ll subjecti
ivity and having assimilated himself into pure objective truth, he  (Marx) welka
in & wrFld of objects inhabited by objeot~menc® (p. 32n)

Onae &gains "Both {the reference 18 sgain to the singla quotation

Gt

from Marx and tho half of one sentence from Lenin) of these conceptions among

to bréaking men's »eak relation with history, since in the first, knowing is

pure thoory, a non-aita.l_a.fed obs_ervl.ng, and, in the senond, it is a glmple paso-

tvity.? (p. 32n) Thesa straw 3deas that Sartre has just strung up and atirib-

-uted to Marx and lenin, he labels Vgnti-dialestical®, and #pre=Marxigth (p. 33,

' mhsuis is Sartrefs). He notes condascendingly that Win Marx's remarks on the

‘pragtical aspects of truth and on the general relations of theory and praxis, it ’

would, be easy to discover the ruliments of a realistic epistemology which has -
naver been developed." (p. 93n) ' '

(4) Materiaiisme et revolution" (Les Temps Modernes: Vol. I, Nos. 9
m 10| Junw“]y' 19“6). In 194? the old- periodiml. POlifécs,
translated this essay on "Materialism and Revelution'. 1t reappear-
ed ag Chapter 13 of Sarire's Liter and Philosophical Essays (Hew
York, Gviterion Books, Inc.) in 1955, This edltion bears a footnote
by Rartre, which reads: "As I heve bean unfairly raproached with
not quoting Marz in thie article, 1 should like to point that my
critiodsns are not directed against him, but sgeinst Marxist echhlasticism
of 1945, Or, Af you prefer, against Marx threugh Noo-Stalinist Marxiem,™
The truth, however, is that the article couldn't have referred to “the
Marxisg scholasticism” of 1949 since 1% wasz writtan in 1946, Nor
could it have been dirsoted sgainst "Neo-Stalinist Marxism" uhich
d3d not arise until after Stalin's death. Sartre, at the time of
weiting his original article in 1946 (which duly quoted 5talin)
was such & millenium away from thinking about “NoouStalinist Marxisah
that the chief target of his was ~ Fredarick Engels. Instoad of
being then wrought Jp sbout #Neo-Sgalinism" which was yet Lo Appear
historicslly, ho couldn't find it in himself to rosist footnoting
even the favorable mention of Marx's Humanism as foilows: "IL is,
once again, Marx!s point of view in 1844, that is, until the une
fortunate meeting with Engels®, It is ono of the marks of owr state-
capitalist age that our intellectuals seom more adopt at re-writing
history, than at writing it,

13265
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Within. tho text, Sartrn continues: "mo thoory of i‘et:!.ahﬂ.am. utlined
by Ma.rx.. hag never baen developed; Tuwrihermore, it could not be exterdad to
cover all sooial realities. Thus mm;;:. while rejeatmg orgamdeism, lacks
woapons sgainst it. - Marxien cona.waru the market & thing end holds that its
' mmrable laws contribute to reifying the relations amung men. But vhen,
* suddenly, == to use Heuri lelebvrels turnis ~-a diedectical conjuring trick
shows us thie monstrous abstraction as the va'rit'.shle concrete ... then we he

1lleve that we ave reﬁn'npd to E}egeue.n fdealism, M {p. 77)

Ons would be haré put to match the number of ‘orrora Sartre succeéds
,'m squeesing into le..s than ﬁour aentauces. Judged by them, Marx has uadtad
khe anduous ‘labor he put into the areation of the three volumes of CIPITAL,
'wh:!.ch aims at ostabliah:lng that both the pivot of his ‘theory, as wel.l. ‘a8 tho "
actuality, of capitalism is not to be found in the market w= the favorito
hl;nting grouxd of utopians, undei'conisumptioniats and 'capital:i.at c buyeru of
~ labor powsr we but it is to be found in the proceaﬂ of productifion, and only

thera.

For the mement, it is necessary Lo set aside the vayt accumulation of
. arrora in order to take note of Sartrals mabhodglogical Gppreach == and Har'.c Y.
;after more than a quarter of century of labor on gathering facts as well ag
working out the theoretical analysels, Marx, under the impact of & now wave of
class struggles in Europe, the Civil War in the United States, and .tha
struggle for the horm of the Working Day, decided to restructuvre hig
masaive mankscripts to take the shape of Capital, Volums I. The year of pub=
lication was 1867, By the time the French were ready to publish a French
edition, the Paris Commune arupted, snd Marx decided to introduce some vary
fundamental changes to which he calls attontion in the Loraword to the Freach
edition, 1872-75, 'Ihe\(]"happen" to be pracisoly on the two points that most

concern Sartre in 1960; tho fetishism of commoditles, and the direction of

T e e e o v —
-
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“TH.E LAW OF MO"‘ION" of capitaliat uooiet‘y tomrd its col'.lapse. I HAVE
 slsevhera doalt &n detail with MARX'S restructuring of Capital, The whole
point_ 12 this: because 1t-involved a total breek with the very concept of vhat
- theory is; the argﬁmentlt&pn with other thecrsticians was Jeft for the I‘ir.nl A
book. Here, Mtoad, Yhistory and its process", gpecificslly the prolstariat
i.tgﬂ shaphng histery through class struggles over the length of tha worlely
da.y, in ard out of the factory, besame not morely Mfactloiiy? but theory
x.tnelf. @of‘;nlv hncbrelltions of men at the point of production roplaced
argumnt.atiun with intsllectuals.

_ ”At one and t.he name time" -~k favorj.te phrege of Sar:.re'z, when he
1m0 on the po.tnt. of i‘__g..gg & unlty of two irreconcilable onpoa!.tss, but which
‘ we__hare‘ uge purely_ factually «= the felishism of the commoditdies still dis~ .
: sé.tisﬂeci him., When the Parisian mess "stormed the heavena®, the form of
tha new univarul, both as uorkers‘ rule znd as the ubnolute oppoaita to
comodity fetishlsm became so clear to the theoreticia.n that he then clnanged
the section, Fetish;.um, as he put it, "in a significant manner",

A comparison of the two editions will show that, vhere in 1867,

Harx laid the main emphasis on the fera of value giving thn relatios of man

in production the fantastic form of oppesrance of a welation of things, in the
1872 edition Marx shifts the emphcsis to the neoeuig‘z of that ferm of appearance
because thit is, in truth, what relations of people are at the point of pro-

duction: "materlal relations betwemn persons and sociel rolations betweon
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thing_u- " (5)

. One I\n'th& word heeds to be stated befora returning to. Sartrofs
acomnic ocncepts since, beaides lkri:. the only other .pm"non Sarira singles
out fo:; attack as failing to comprehend "subjectiviiy® is Lenin. While Lenin
wrote wany profound ecoromis studies, the "aconcmisi™ statemant of Lenints
that he quotes is not from thoss, but from his very cuperficlal ph:.lofophic :
worke, opeoifically the 1908 Materialisn and Bmirio-Critioism E‘Mty the
grean J,i,_ght “to vulgar mtarhiian. 'This is the ore Stalinists, Knruschevites, |

N S T R iy By 4T 8 ) T

o ::ﬁgohts.' niﬂ‘fonotf-trnvollora base themselves on. '

‘ No sarious Q_t_;xximt of Marxism, especﬁ.any not a phiionq_phér, can dige .

S rega.rd ‘the break in I‘Jan.‘lh"a philosophis thought at the %ime of the collapae of |
" tho Second Tnternetional. For it is this fact, at the outhwessk of ¥orld Var I,

whilch Yed I.enin ‘to raread Hégel and reconstitutie his owr very:ﬁtf‘thoc:l‘;f ﬁﬁou.ght. |

Tt is then, and only then, that he began fully to appreciate ﬁo ingeparability

‘of Hegelian philosophy from Marxisn philosophic and economic aategories:

B Nothing so lucidly expresses the transformation of Lenin's visw of o%aoi-y as
simple philosophy of reality than his own vords1

"AY4ass Man's cognition not only reflects the objective world, but
creatos it."

For some one 1n 1960, to write as if, to Lenln, consoicusnsss was onlgj the ree
flection of being "at best an spproximately scourate raflection® and on the

(5) Capitel, Vol. I, p. 84, Although on the question of relfication of
Iabar, Sartre sots as if without Ex istentialism Marxism lacks "the
human foundation", actually, in his attack oz historical materialism,
quoted above, he lashed out precisely against Murxts Humenlam, which
claim to unite materialism and idealism, i.e, ke the human foundation.
Waereupon Sartre writes: "Lat us make no mistake; there is no sirmltan-
eous transcendence of materialism and ideagUsn.." shich Sartre foot-

-3 notes as follows: "Although Marx sometimes claimad there wes.” At

i one and the same time Sartre did oredit the Marx of 1844 vith a

: revolutionery realism which could not conceive of "a aubjectivity
g outside the werldd nor a world which would not be illuminated by an

’ effort on the part of subjectivity ..."
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' oonh'wa'tad any place but in prodmtion, and oaly by human be!.ngs, sgenirinagg '

a2

‘ batis of thng. half sentence run, heltér-skeltar, to th;a wild conf:'.‘.uaion that
by & eingle stroke Ly (Imﬂ.n) remioves from himself the right to writs what

he 15 writing® (p. 32n) spmka vary poor:ly irdeed for Sartrefs "oomprehensiva"
‘method, aot to nautd.an his (Jm) scholarship,

Now 'then, to return to the contant of thoai four genteacea by Sarire
“from page 77, widch contended that it wag "a dialectical conjuring trikkt to

consideu:* "his monstrous sbstraction we reification of the reolatlons of mon we

to be #ths varitable conorete.t Firat. let ux ncie that Sartre ia standing

Marx on his head when he continues blithely to ta lk of the marlet?s inexorablo

Laws whers Ha.z-x dem.onatrated the inexorable laws to ariss out of prodmtion.
-_—.---_—_ﬂ—-—-—-.—-_m_ l-—---.-.-
Iho;v' 8.re, of course, manifested in the mariet, but they cannot (can got) be.

the 15borera, who bad .been transformed into appmdsges ‘of mchines but whoan

'_'gueat for univm-sali:.x had given birth to 'haw pagsiong®, thkus mld.ng thom -
the'rorcea for the overthrow of capitalism, The mkat. no doul:-t. contr:\.butes

something to the nwshifioaﬂon of hﬁmn relations aince the only th...ng’ thaat / v
relatss men in the market place 4s money. But that wes not Marx's point,

Or the contrary, Marx insisted that in order to understand what is
taking place'in the market it iz necessary to lesve it and yo into th;a factor

It is there that relatias &monhg men get MroaifiedM", made into thiﬁgs. It is "

there, at tjat "process of suction” (6), that capital grows monstrous big,

but, far from belug an Yabst{raction™, 38 the "eritable concrete" which "suaks -
dry hﬁng labort, and makes it into a thing, Far from thir being the remu_ it

of "a dialectical conjuring trick", it is the 1itarz.1 truth of relations of man

(8) In the Russian edition only of the hives of Marx and Evgels,

Vol. II (VII) p. 69, This 1s i‘fom the chapter that w.as orig~
inall

¥ (in menuseript form) to 'ave been the ending of CAPITAL,
Volums I,




w13
y: t the minﬁ oi‘ p;oduatton. The "lnexwrable hws“ t.hat &rise out of thia, ocut

gr mis nm aot out of the mavket, pales 'inovitable the collapse of the type of

1nuua produnt!.va systez that makes man .'mt.o . thing.

il

Marx at.utu and restates all tits in a thousard differeat uaya. in
uwunnds of places tharoughout all m works == philosophis, economiz, histéric,
and evan-in ‘the analysis of the ralations of works of art to the specificity
of history. Iﬁr:d.st theorotioal battleficlds are strewn with the benes -of
thoso. :l.mlndins the martyred revolutionary, Rosd mxombm-g. who thorght tha.t
th!s talk of ll.bor as capital. was not raality, but only a matter of "languaga"
‘H:r:, on tHe - contmry. ‘states ovar and over and over ngai.n, ‘that unlaus ona

‘ upu this.. Juat. thia, thera 1u'not.h.1.ng to d.tst!.nguish "acientiﬂ.c” ft"om oL
' ,'utapian uocialim. praletnrian democracy from g workerst d:!.ctator 1like Inasalleﬂ
or tha new (Harx'a) humanism, which unites materialism and mumm. from both -
the vulga.r materialiom of *vulgir communiem" and thie de-huranieed bourgaoia |

. (Hegaltn.n) idealism, which, despite. the revolutiomry dialectic, had to
lapse both 1nto a vulgar idealization of the Prussian bureacracy. Hhus!,

conclwded also the young Marx, "nothing need be said of Hegells. adapta.tion to
relig:.on. the state. eto. for this lie is thelie of hia prinoiple."

And thus aJ:so. the chapter in Sartre's book which iy supposed to be
& plea "o reconquer man within Marxiem" (p., 83), ends, instead, with a plea
for integration of intellectual disciplines - and from Mthe P_losi'.“ at that!
'I-Ie have shown that dialectical materialism 1s reduced to its own skeleton if it
does: not integrate into itself certain Western disciplines,™ conclwdes Sarive.

our examples have revealed at the heart of this philosophy & lack of any

concrete anthropology ... The default off Marxism has led us to attempt tise

integration ourselves ... according to principles which give our ideclogy its
unique character, principles which wa are now going %o sat forth." (pp.83=4)
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ﬁoputuplr{-ﬁmawuthtwﬁewm-h
dsvated to the "uniguo chavootar® of bExistentislise ca lawcatn:l in wat
Burtre calls "mhe Progreusive-Regrosaive Nothod.” Tis “hedef Coraulsticn”
eousieta of uwu !tadumtu "ohcmtuul OM, *2w dialectiocal knywing

of uan, according to Aegel and Harx, deminds a new retlosality® (PR,111);

tuo, "Our method La heuristis: it tanches meaethizg new beosuss St ia ot

0502 Yoth mpoo:em and progresatve;” (p. 133) dnd, mﬁ. "the totadizatien®,
of paot awd present, and mjlotha dnto the future)  "Wns defines kimalf w
s prajeots® (p, 150). his is the aew Exiitentialise "intcgroted®xithin
‘Herziee, or, unum.mww with mmthun. Inﬁn'olthe

: W ‘maiarislic” of tadsy'c Marzista,"” mﬁd to imlmlo cm
‘-mem digosplines, though 1¢ will et be fully daveloped witil Sertre has
‘oo-phm Volwns Two of the Critigue. m-wmzwtumhwmm-um
ceaguar "the human dimension.”

is againct "'Idollut Xarzim® with its Weterminisa® \hich {::amm
man Sate e inert ob.jaot wd thrown hin into "tlw .um world uld-t &jually
conditioned Anerting,™ whers At could change mht.y anly *in the -y that a

boab, ¥ithout cosing to objey the primeiple of Lnertlio, can deatroy 2
building® (p. 85), Sartre proposes to work out what Merx himself "auggested®,
He holde that Narx's wish to transosnd the oppoaltion of externlity and inter-
nlity, of maltiplicity ant unity, of scalywis snd mynthesis, of caturs asd
antlemture, Lo sotujally the most profound theoraiiczl contribution of Marxiom,
But these aro suggestions to ba developwds the mistake wuld be to think that
the task ie an easy cne." (p. 87, fta,)

Because no ono has been willing to establish "saw ratlonality within

axperience®, Sartre exolains:

or in
or ofle

21 astate ac a faot, =—sbsolutely no ona.elther in the i-l
the West,writos or apeaks a sentome or a word shout us and
tesporaries that 1s not gross error." (p. 1iil1)
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“15.
Kifortuuatay,

in hiy pro.ioct!.qn of the t:'qth of “ecntewparaypn
historz, b6 1t of the Frouch Revlutien of 1785-04 or of Kusgary or 1556,
o of Mty Chiw trday, tne "ndestls of Uast Mtanscends” man hinsair,

Wy 19 this mater of hncul;e 85 smbivalent, oontradistory, w0 roote
1ess o8 the rarp and wof of Fegolian el Marxan philosophy - the thetey of
Sl4eation — and on the Burzian canoept of the actue,
RT3ziy whmro ho should, as *s paiZosoprer of existancen
mnmi.norhmuumundo&on this theory,

i
i
f

!

the hntoris, the sey i
got aloag s ewismingly? ;
1

f

H

b

Here Hariism transceaded
Hogellan disleogics, gtcon Hegel "right pide wpv, Ania% the wmuo tine, sen-
arated itwelf frog what Harx called "yuite valgar &ad unthinking communipst
tﬁ.lch W "only the logical arpression of private megarty" apd "conpletaly ,
neptod the permonality of san,tt Mh the “infuaion of Narxdsn into

Existeatialiam did not leas o latter to ghantsy 225 concept of Other ap
"’mmy.

Cn the contrary, Sertre is proseatly idoatifying Other with Alisaation
. “o1 80t in Clasg sooleties but Also in "eootaliss (s30) soote
\

tleq, ™ Iﬂ"‘m. .
. "the new reality" hartly differs from the Old, and the old as the Surtrs of

- B Wp&cuvd it. The substitution of the Proletarias with
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& okpital P for the Mi.vl.dual. and Hiastory of men defining thewsalves by
e project rather than the past seem not to huo remiltsd §1 any oparge whate

e i.nmt.hodohgr. ' g

mmhrwdmwu“&-tthamlmuthmtﬁn
.umtmmgdmm-nw, Mnmm This Llesds

rin to wits not caly of dif farences in natiomlitise Lul drazatisally, nhmuw..

O
dmwumganwﬁeﬂumqmof » de 3ade, “Sndo's

peuhiu" we are um. Joins u}.th idat of the anjmal ory to shem the ﬁnwgaoui

ruohum gavy mmu.- and via pnnnlyod at shout 1794 that he s axolnded
& tho 'un:i.mlﬂ ehﬁs." (pe(1l7)e Tais 18 lager fal clomad ﬁp wﬁ'd; the |
qmn - “M‘tm“:ﬂm possible by the groming dispecsion he‘.;wu

tho W and u:o mml.‘l.arg faotion of the nd-ma 9!' the cmmthatf' 7

"Ithtrmtllt mw.mmomm true, t-uo. that thdl'

~

diutress had comtar-revolutionsry tandencies,” (pe 121} L

A1l thet Sartre veveals by :l.ntdhctnll'l.y Sp_zc_ggg the nm.f.lnﬁt-!sn 7
of m.aumihhloe wu that he wme a true son of hom-guu sociaty donimﬂed
hy theo dountl.u of the connept of the hs.ckardmn of the ntesea o aro
- upposad %o boinmphherﬂu.nnngon thoir owm, and thu-ufn.oumhom..—
aged, lead, and made to work the herder ‘ard produce the mre, Ebr bhio !m.:htemn
on ths particular egsingt the ganeral, the concrete «= "incident hy inoldeath ce
o¥ Sprdnst the Mabstract delogr of walversality®, the historie event against

the & priord juigusat, "absolute anpiricisa™ as aguinst dogmaiiam, Sartve Py
have destroyed as many dogustisms as he olaiag. But ono, unetotaed, yoi 2227
pervading dogeatism continuss o be the underlying motif of &1l Sartre thinke,

writss, dow. It 1o the dogmatism of the backwardness of the massss, noy
called "practice-inert" and inoluding tae individuel as woll as tho nesses,

Just as one does ot have to encounter "Other™ as %eli to become aware
of anguish, frustration, impossihility of effecting & union batwaeen conpoious.

Mlmhmmmmw.mmodoumttunbmtb

eacounter the mxaxttexidwartx practicoe. Y ronoﬁ the kinmhip. 13273
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Just as Sartre?s disregsrd of ﬁuton‘ln mwm far
fro allewing him to enirace the humin condition in its totality, closed all
exite to resclution of contvadistions, s his “emlrace” of Nistory sang the
kacues ag Subjest 1n the Critique made 1t ixposrible to open Any doors o

resolutisn. Just o8 1t oould not be othorviss when tho hiwan condition wis
mw 1n pyrpetual failure, frustraticn, coatingonsy «» all fintte ﬂhltl;rﬂ
and emch & csnatantly collapsing finite, 3% could not be otheruiso when tpon
srtual history, there was ispocod the ontologleal Uvention of preotitg

Anarte who tould ho mide to mave rationelly only through an culalde force —w
"tho group Snfuston®, the Partz# (7] It is true that, whers 1n fedng. 4pd, Nothe
m &ommﬂmm.nwe wmiversal, m‘thom '
"ﬁm-wqbl&t wis reversad, tat this was only the oppoaite sids of the m

ooln =» & 'stasiu; a Msting of opposites, mot 8 lve struggle. Just am, du
Belng nnd Nethingneoe, despite the language of cpposition, there var o Wgher
mmﬂ exorging from the contradiction in Tho Hegelisn penec of Id;t. 20 '!..-s- o

the Critique there way none in the Marxian sense of spontiawous revolts and
actual olass struggles, - Where, in Being and Nothingness, the process o7 coxlapse
ws overything, in Critigue, the tarror of the “eollectivity” was everything. -

Qut' of neither dosp_ there oxerge & moethod, a direction, & developmeiit. It oy
be, 58 oge historian put it, that the Critique had traneforned “perpstial
failure™ of Belng and Hothingnags into Yperpetual success,” Bt the sors

(7). Mim, just this, glarification of the Party is what chersctarised
far{re as non-darxict snti-metericlist Existontialist, W shall
eall revolution the party or the person in tho party vhose &ots
Antentisnally propare sioh & revelution,” ..twrote Sertre 1n

oy In the sane way, we cormot call tha
morican Negrosa revolutis naries, though thelr interssts uny
coinoide with those of the party valch is woriking for the reveiue
Lidtiess WhET the Ameriten Fegroes &nd tistowgsols Jeuw w@mal is an
eqality of ights sbich in no way lapliess & change of atructure
in the property aystan., ihey ulsh miaply to share the priviloges of
thelr oppressors ... The silk weavers of Lyens sn! the workere of
June, 1846, were not ravoluticnaries, but riotars <o. tho ravoluts
ionarises, on tho other hand, is dafined by his guing beyond the
sltuation in vhich he is placed .,." 1

32'74
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w]8e

ordtical 48 the fact that the pnlmrut. nwrthelu:a. is preeent, not
s eruudw. &3 mwunwv. Above all, the musiws iuvo nora of the
*huaan dimenslon” tha individuss) had in mgmm

Itmdﬁukrﬂml?ym%rm%wmhewu-

isg on tae questien of philovophy. %o matter what one thowght of Baing ead |
muuemmmd&hwwnluoﬂumntydiummo
oarefally elahovated, clssaly argesd worie nmtwmawmmw
mmﬁwmwommuormmpmommmm
uumlhw. mhnmnusm. L!J'ou-nnimlal. e world
unmﬁum. llollhothlrpwplb“ mma.wwmy
nru- urduau.\y um:i.ru aut hio philogophic categorias of Wta-iw

(m'c aominnsnm) and’ Buau-in-l.tulf (thn sbjects ef mlnlunl. or noue

. cpnecious reclity.) to deorstrate that the vicy mo: the individusd
to be tru. In a sort of purgetory cruhd by "llothi.ngmn'. the Vodd,

Connciouaneds, md the objocu m wis comoiou of, tho wtm.glo e cmolmi
as in tho c.onﬁ'rmtnt!au batumn the "for itself®, and the "S.ﬁ-l.hd.f".

the permanont frustrations which sded in Yo Fxit" as the confroatatisn with
tforeother", only led to thc ruomltlel; that "Hell ia Other Peopla,® Ney
1t im tras that the prevallicg thems w4 that "regpeci for othaé's rrnedou
4c an espty word.” Tt since Sartre's theory of humn relatisns are “bound
hand and foot and confined to but two "fuadansatsl sttitutes — the equally
deploruble extreses of mazochise and ssdiar — thzn caxn lred to nothing butme
angulsh, lonalineasn, frostration in a sort of an Infinilo regroec. gut, it

is also true that this funtsstic and totally false theory of human relations
yas in conflict with artre's other theory. that of individuel freedom. MNow,
on the other hand, tho very nature of the Indiviiual, as of ths maugod, Poeus

to allow himself to be reduced to inert practicality.




*q‘. "
W

 s5shus ol sy b, 0
‘Rot. osaly were Sartrets two ﬂ:ﬁn‘#ﬂ o= that of human rahum m
that of adividusl fresiom == 1n trreconcilable coaflist but. as m-bm I
Marouso noted. tho theary of "FRER choloe® Atself uder extant fesolss s
a. mcabrs Jokee Herbert Narouse's analysis of this as well cs of .tho uge
dialectios] Ketiedology of catelogleal Mantification of froedos as) frustre-
t.i;n wat's profooad s

St guedkimely quattim o soomlnt s s« sl
tabiiehuent as oantological

charseteriatios. A8 suwh, ther are trecstesporally simultaneous and

trvotorally Mdentincl,

_ The Srze ohoico betasen death and anslavesent is reither fresdem nor

: .. oholoe, .blscuce ooth cltermtives destroy the "raslite humsine' :

~ . . whish'is wpoosed ¢o b o fresdom: Fstchlished as the looug of freo~
- © o dom An thw midot of a world of totalitirian oppression, thw Fpiureeol,
...mm%ammww{mtr&rﬂmnw
-~ quest of the in§ tukl end materisl wrld, but the last mefuse _
‘of the individus) in an ‘abeurd world of frustratica and failuro. S
_ In Bartrs®s philosophy this refuge 10 #til} equipped with &1l the
“ paruphunadis g?u h sharecterised  the koyday of iniividumlistie

o : uooht?o."'( . v .

] However, the concluzion that "Hshind tbe alhillstic langnage of
Sxistentialism lurke the ldeology of fres compotition, free ini2iative, &

-squal Qppa!tmi.t‘y" doas rot, At sesms o thls writer, hit the nall on the hoesd,
Tho real tragedy wan that "behind” Sartrets minilistio lurke! we nothing.
Just nothing. '
werld wes Mabmeed® nothing could, to the isclated Intullaotial, appsar as &
“oreative® Nothingnees, a blank page of history on waich he could wrlte what
hs wished, Sartro, himself, aust have hadt oome recognition ¢hat exiotentisl
philosophy had reachex! an impasso. |
polnted to a possihle "rediocal conversiosn! which noould" resolve Lhs

And, because thare was no past and no future, an! the present

How el=e ancouant for the faotowte wlich

AIRIIN o

irroconcilablo conflicte between total ixdividual freedom unrestricted by
Mother?, and the *funusmental® human sttitules of masochism al sedima?

Horbort harcusc, "ixistontlaliss” (Philosophy and FPhanolopgical
itomoarch, March, 1948)
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¥o doubt this was a vent which the Resistance created for itself, At the

ane t:.z;}it was zlso a leok qr "tot.nlign‘t:lnn" tha't‘ Sartre, cs philosopher

£alt, It is trus that uhat'ltné tpcal® to Sartre was the ontologlesl

.ddma.ni'ud *hwan reality®, for which the author of Boing and Nothingness
had Sovected & pow langugo. Dib 4t 42 2o less truo thet no acedemte
phﬂooﬁphcr cnr degired more desperately, nbt marely to interpret the uﬁrld,
but to change it. '

(S) ¥Mese considerations (the attitudes tending toward masochism

o pnd padiom) de. not exolnde the pospibility of an ethics of
deliverance and salvation. - Bui this can bs achieved only after
% #adical ms%n vhich we cannot ciscugs herv,® Being and
I ] -1 99 ) )

R8RS ooy mrstory", Elstory and

] E

- -[Reviowing: the Hanotn é sgent

+ 1561) undor the title, 'Metaphysical Stalinism®

te3. e only ontity or character in Sartrets Crifiqus
%455 oan be callel human is thus the political group er pariyp
ocspared with 4t beth individuals and classes have the inhumanily
of Bedng s such, Now this is s metaphysicy it should be properly
Aegimnatods 4t i the metaphysic of Stalinism for iis places
pgainst the horiron of Being the historicslly limited form of the
Comunict Party of the perisd when Stalin was its leader.” The
weaknogs of that analysis stomed from the fact that &oel, af ono
and the same time, closed all the loopholes Sartre had oremted -
and, above all,dBd not fachkps the ambiguity of the existentialiat
mothod, Indead, he praised ‘Question de Methed but dieregarded
1%, both a3 methodology and as an indicatlon of the whole work..
Instead, he preferred treating Volume I as a complete work.
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w2l
nuetam_dm..mgh-mwummw.mmomz

uithin Bdereatioliem to break with 2, shove 412, & movenent
mﬁﬂimmm: "nw'phﬂcmm.nzm-. Tat i to say, to
mmmm "ag the philorophy of thsa:o“ theprgewofrroluunn
™e fuet, hswever, that to this day, Sertre crodits, not f.ho "daStalinisation”
Awitiated from bdow hg' the East German Herolt In 3953, tut the destalinization
of£203a1ly proclrdned Uy Kirusheher An 1956, for craeting the ccaditlums for
'ﬂthWoto cearge cignifies thet thers I8 no new Sartre.

Bartre®a “reddesl csavarsion® to Listoricimm has not msde the Cpizigre

a sore dhlwmnl sty O the contrary, tho Critique Jwrmu ~1% cwer vest i‘tein!s
of thtght == from philosophy to scisnae, from Mteraturs to antiropslogy, from
mm-wmummu Manﬂymorrnduuom to t&uert;m
!’nlef.arht (the elp.thl Pis Sart:ro'l). and from history to t’hﬂ time Gf dw.
: Mit!.mds nmt.m. ind the reason is nctml.‘l,v the sene Lo lnﬂ:wd:_':
fwd!.ftwontn the coatent, the ssthicdology, or. ir dearom-c ton
mster of the dlaleotds “in language, Sn the novel, :l.nthm.nadorpw.hw
ﬂmhel:ofd!&lmtlcncthoddog Mleuplsin. mompasaohw_
Rothinganps wans arrived at, An part, in & fundamental part, but only in part
asverthaless, from failure to sse the goolal individwal, that Karx salled
history and 1ts procons”, Gyosmphssiioneont seaing pagues meking history,

the dlalectic of libaration, whather it was the "quiet" aivil wer of the 100

your struggle for the shorianing of the working day, or the vpen revalutions

of 1848 or Paris Comsmne, didn't simply "soncretive” the Hegelian dialactic as

"an algebra of revelution®, it wmerged put of hiatory, proletartan history,

the actuality of the freedom stragglec. In & word, the Muixian dislestic was

not a were standing of Hogelian philosophy on its feet, instead of on its

head. It im true it hid been standing on its head, and had to ba anshoied in

reality as well, bBut Marx saw msures, not merely as "matter™ but ap Kedwon,
It wmen®t they sho wre "practicing” Marxiem, .
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univorsaliging theis praxis. For s:r&n. however, writing in 1957, it imaft

the povezent £ron prastice —<the Ruigarisa Nevelution e that consbitutes
the m!\nd.le.y of the Lvad," The sm total of these pm«!m-w we TOGreBNo
Aons end mu-rdmo-—hur«nhd mt.xmnun i:hoprotlml.lt‘rof
ﬂn 13vod,” (Pe 245)But “the profundity or the lived® 15 “sxcerpted® not
from Iife, but from literature ai bert, nnﬂ. _sﬁ wﬁ, Lroa 2oars wmuhtﬁ.n.
tainking/ Lofdmb wis right wicn he wote "precicaly beocuse he, Barire,
porsuce spaouletivaly, tite aearch for the fowdation, ke doss pot stiein sny-
thing furamentale” () mistory thare 43 not caly sulordicatad to entelogy
m-:uomw sither to "mnpln"ar *amology® Ceorge Mﬂ:@iﬂlﬂiﬂu
"au'h-o'l humano dont cosparata, they #ra threw togathe or, &z he pui "
'mhlﬁ.ud'_ see THUE human DALTTQ 1o showa by a atats of affairs viich bum
a naikod rosmlilance to A concsntration okmp. @?mn@\

umau- 1t 12 Giat Zartrs, the committed lntellectual, s prasente’
ly chlm en I&M o!' Marxigm, belivves in and bagas his activities on,
Sartre, the Beistaatial phicsopher, i rollowiag & stratght 1ine of being
grounded in defosts sad only defeats. Just as, in the 1930%a, it was nelthar
the sitedown atrikes 1n France which destroped the protensions of fascica
in his native land, nor the Spanish Fevelution in tho other Aurope hui rather
the proletarian defests hy Germsn and Spanish fupoliss that cet the mosd for
Being arg Jothingness, so it 1s thet, in the 1950%s, it was nelther tho Hung&RIAN
Revelutisn from Comsunist totalitarlanims nor the Afrlcan favoluhions from
Weatern laparialise that set the mood.twonbmmdinn ather, 1t 15 the stakis
of tho exisiing Comunist totalitarianian that set the mood for gusgtion do
pestied,
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e anti-SOALIHTNE, ANCI~CAPIOALINE, nawmmy puty-bom‘gwh intel-

leom.-.. impelf the victim of the lboolnta division betwuen mant:il and wanuxl
h!m the clint of cmturhn of division batwnn philcsophurs and warkers sowred
alumyrs to hnﬂ ban rud; 0 hend over the rols of wrkers? nlf-mmipltlnn inte
tie handy of ¥the Purty” cven though its %ﬂaw asountod to orderizg the worw
kers to \m-k.‘tmd and Sarder, In the Critigue Bartro createe o varitable mystigmy g
lw 3talinist terror since it in alvmys ¥the politisal grouwp® which 45 the

mm growp® that overcaeas the "inartir* of the aasses: Yo comzuasl frecdos
oﬁut&l iteelfl as terros,™ _ ,

Qus would have thought that Sartre o returned to a work of philnaophic
riger aftsy he boccwe an adherent Marxia Dlstorisal Materialisa, wﬁdp at iﬁat in.
‘.he:ry. altsmnt to end the bifurcation betussn subjest and. ob:lmc wuld esmroﬂim
bis projsct ot"golngbqonﬂ" as the Subject appropriating objmtivam ot vm vezeta
‘_Inltﬂd. having Iaid & foundation fer a ui‘.lphydn of Stllin.i.lll, arm soemg tow

. un,y uneunechns of the fact that his lofhodohy is et tho nppoll.t.c pola, mt
from fxnmnﬂ.ﬂ. bt n-u tha Harxime of Marx, Decplta 21l rhetoric about praad.l
sarire’s methodology 18 no upsurge n'on'pruiu. Fnr froa being w "alzchra e.f uvu-

. redscaes
lutioah, Sartroan metacdology is the sbstraotion which imom histery to ﬂ.‘h.um-

405 and analsgy.  The Mprogressive-regrozaive" wathod is n.ei.\t;hnr Hogelian nor
Marxian, ruubli.nx more that of the oy Left Hogdhnulvhul&n. in _mg_mr_
Feally woler “Histery, like truth, hecomes a person upart, s netapaysical subject,
of which the real individuals are mersly thoe beerers.® ' '
It may not bs falr to judge Sartre by the incoapleted Critique, espoe
oially es he snnounced that the subjoot of history propa would first be analpsed

in Volume II, But we concentratsd on the question of mathed prooissly bescuse it is !
completo in itself gnd has bson recognized by Sartre kimaslf &s belonging at the

and of the whole work since there is uo othep prool of dlialootic methedology but I

the whole contont of vhat precedmi it, Unfortunately, Sartre also asserted taet

Yolume I, roctod in scercity and the practico-inert, contain "the formal olements
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ot“uv mtory."mh .I.a‘, indeed, the old,pereatilal oy of Hogal valch Ls oharace
terised a3 the synthatic nut.hcd of abstract idently. Havirg raperixposed abatrsag
understanding on the canarote manifold of actual histary which has boea trn.altom-df
into objest in the technioxl sense = which Bonl deploted as "rounded in 1&511‘“ a y
formed totality amd 1ndiSterent to dateraination by ancthern, (13)m0 wovemat foreard
vas possitle excent Wantm-. alisn foroo,

For Sartre, thers «tands, to ons wide, the abstraction-elfcreel clensnts
of aay hictoryTaeend, to the othsr, Marxism, the class ntrugzis, the mnmmm
but nerar olagksing in & wiy that & mn-mm arises from St, mdmtma-mm
poa it, by "tho pol.tt.i.an.l group.” For mnt. on the other hund, ta-n no -mh npn--
 historloal abstraction as nmrmmuorwmmyu mwhanl.yone |
'hi.wivm-:. the oomoh. ths actval, and of that process, leh uontd.nl b:th ﬂah"‘

'hhtor!ul aned logiosal dcva.l.op-.mt. the chsl struggle as force aad “» los:l.cg thera o
;..i.u a bursting of the class struoture, Because Sartre has w;wm\mm as - ‘
an sbstraction, in ctesis, 1t has remained motion-less. Preoivalr budive Sartre io
unable to sonceive the specitic content having gpooific  €orms of movement, he 1 sl- /i
vaya drivea to acoept en outside force as the mediator, D'nplto hias hetred :{'m- that

word, driven, Sartre nm alwmys ta obay its d!.otﬂ.al. t.o use catsgorisx of a lom
ordor like inert practicality *hich he hicself has created mad which preclie sedf~
movewsnt. Just as, in Baing and Nothingness, the Being-in-ituelf and Bﬂn;»toru-ttulf

remained ag apart at the end as at the start, so, mm there is no self-
development though the individuval is now soclal man, and the pist i not rsjecied
but recogaized as History with a ospital M.

Ihrought Ques de
dooes not forgive Ftoday’s Marxista® for that defanlt, and
had begun with Marx, It is trus hefeeoms to fergive Marx besause it evidently
could not have bewq otharwise in his pariod where the chjective situstion aade it .
And he 1o full of praixs of Earx £y

necegsary for Marx to limit himsolf to “slarification" of prawiz,.seiin/oresting

Hthe alemantah
the "rudimentu"fand “suggestions" for othera to develop theory, Nevertheless, Airz

has left theory in ltg "infency™ and when
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Sartro starts Anfusing it with Existentislisa, they all turn cut to be mm:-xm
Viers not m&y m&-m Since b wished xo hard to becswe & Marxist, how

could tais have coms about? lethodologioadly, it e1l flows from his abatractions,
bis total sleendcestanding of wbat 4t s that Merx ment by praxis, sod hie totel

wm:»ihhgﬂntﬂw tndoﬂthmthingnﬂn"torﬁd'hm,m
evoryining to do with bis ioolation
w&w the proletariat
it the vezy point whors Sartre thinks that Marx, bocauss he hed to s
turn to "clarifying" practics, had stopped ceveloping theary, Marx hod tercken
“vith ﬂumg_mt of theury, crutad his most m-mm cencept of theary
- %m its processauti only iz the olass mum.oe entzid- e ﬁam:
but in the fuotory, at thu vory point of preduotion, faced with the "automaton™
transforaing bim intc bub an “eppsziagef, nm-mpem.mmt.
mmmmm./.mmau hm-hbﬁ!f ﬂuuwlm-m -
tb!auns his owa thoughts, mﬁhmm.wmlu hix totnl
nmoalﬂmtoﬁomdoethbwhﬂzimﬁmtmﬂyndhy“th;m{m;d
atrugple and m hman relationc with his ronou-wkas. Whers, in Nary, hhtorf
conss alive bmﬂu the xasees Mwmm_&m_
of_productipn to tmst out spontansously, creatively "o storn the hosvers® ag

thay had done in the Paris Coimune, in Sarire Practice appsara &g .i.net pm.uomv

bereft of all Bisteris sense and any consciousnoes of cemqum-:. Where, An YevE,
Individvality Staelf arises through history, in Sartrs REistory soans cuburdination
of individusl o groupein-fusion who alone know whare the scticn isf &rﬁ'l the
Exigtontialist used, rightly, to laugh at Commuiists for thinking man was born on
his ficst pay dey, Sartre "the Marxisi® sees oven as worldeshaking an event ae

the Russian Revolutinn, hot at ite celfesencipatory moment of birth with 4¢s

creatisn of totally new forms of workers® rule-sSgvietse=but rather at the momsnt
vhen 1% waz transforwed into opposits with Stalin's vicloryy the totalitsricn inig
tion of ths Five Year Plang with their foroed labor campsy Mosocw Frame=up Drials

And yet it 1s the sams philosopher whose theory of individuml froedom acied as 2
polarising force for a vhole generation of Fovuth in the lmmediite postwar puriod

A e e i A,

13282 in the West, and for et Smops in the widel950's. It is no accident,hewver,




st Just then he developed his sxiatertislized Kerxim is vien he loct egt both
VAth dNarxiste and the'ew Iaft%, or a greet Part of 48, 4t s meving toward
luwmhthutupof theary and practise thet, mmzmuma-ﬁm;m_ -
Prastise, mmgmmmmtauu@mﬁumammy. ot
a5 fastiiation, “Ina werd, 4t 19 20t oo lmh the political ‘m"ig mzlmt
Bas served o brosk the cpell of extsteniialism, but the fest <At he has ns mors
fil)ad the therrotie mld!imolmiﬁ'ldm&thuhn the ms o

eory, uuh lags in feot,

, bon'(eo&s #uboctivitys the philosophy of ecrlstonce fasled®i ug.uummm
‘Bacause 48 has remained Bubjestivity without a Subjects visk for revolatisg witnont

s m“‘rbmu for mluuon. mn_phn ints ™world revolutionp tant at th- w"y mmt
- whea Wit is required is the concretisstion) the wity of phm-omu; éev"pi._'a"tim.

*

bay

*There are times when Sartrs himself felt so. Thus, although one interview, hn
refarred to matters he proposed to deal with In Volume IT; he almo sasd At was
"intereuting that the reagons why I was to write exactly the contrary to what I
wanted to write. But thet is another- gub jent altogzether--tha relationship of a
man Co the history of his tiume, Thus, what I will write one doy Je a political
teatament, "(New inft Review, 11.12/69) Interview with Jean Paul. Sarire: "Itinerary -
of & Thaught.™) The following month, January 1970, La Tamos Moderne printed an
dnterview Sartre had with Italian Marxiste to whom, In stating thal the analysis
of the Soviet Unien under Stalin "belongs to the second of my Critinue dé a.hlaatiga
reagon, but this volume will probably never be published,! 3




