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(full title of orislnall.
“Orltique da la raisnnAdialecthue (prece@e de queauion de mthhod )4
Introd.by Hazel E.3Barues explaius hhat darire views th&a as
logicelly belonging at end of Critique "sinoe 1@:&f§2§f critiquq“whn‘
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P Ty e

Trmp e,

whlch supplles the critical foundationa for theghet which
3artre proposcs, He places the shorter essay lat,partly because
he fésred 1t might otherwise seem that 'the mt,had brausht Porth .
‘@ mouse' becau se Search was actuaily written 1lst,! u..The
prob,of ({iz,.a8 such ts reserved for 2rnd vol.of Critique....
'Need 1s to dev, Thll,anthropology" &existing tools fmethods

of natural sslences,of traditional nt opology, are
not agdequate.What 1a needed 1is ind of Reason
gixiiz In B&N the central 1ssue waa the distinotion bet,Being-in

its21lf, or don=usHeclo rqg}lty &Belng-for-l+self the
Beins of €h% himan paraon® t slgnificance
&me ng te the worlé by efreuting a hic clsava » OT

ﬂOuhinSHESS, bet, itaelf(g?he objects © was conaclous.

-u-a‘anhnru HE -,

p.xva"*n B&N, conscicusneas whic [ Jfreadon recognlzes itself.
' in angulsh, .as lre, In driticue & says that the:
fundawental exis ial structure of man is need...And need,.
8 tells us, 13 1tself related to scerolt ‘

tﬁww’p&\ %?ﬂﬁ% '&%Eo&& " Seaned

8's Preface:xxxiii-"I woqurﬁ%ve reffried the request . (£o write
e . . on Exlatentiallsm for Pollsh quarterly,win
_lh___h 1957)1f I had not seen in the suggestIch w

- T __mgane -of-expressing;in- [country wit AE:erq
oculture, tnP exiatlng cont¥adiction in 1ta pniL T A
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I. Mxlsm&Exlstentialism

\/ p,j‘:“I have often remar-d on the tact then —qut'argume'nt‘
ie only the apparent rejuvenation of a\EreiMxlist ldea, 4
so-called 'golng beyondMxist wlll be ‘xt " worst only a
return to pre-Mxlsm; at best, only the rediscovery of a -
thought already contalned 1 hl ¢h one belleves
“ﬁ;ﬁgl he hes gone beyondu) As Tor[Trsvigsionlaml,this is elther
Wi ¥ & trulsm or an absurdity. *here islnc need to._readapt & 1living
phil,to the course of the world; it adapte-1t 1Ehe1f by means of
& ths.of new efforts,ths,of partlcular puFBuitc,for the phil,
15 one with the movement of soclety..people (revisionists)trena-
form the thoughts whleh they want simply to repeat..,"

M ~ P.llWe see thut Kierkegaard is Linseparable from Hegel at this
: vshement negaticn of every system can arlae ¢n
cultural field entirely dominal b

;*V/Z7 p.l?...Klerkegaaru has a8 much rignt on his side & eéel has on-
hia, :
p.13:"It 18 striking that Mxlsm addresses the ssme reprosch to
Hegel though from quite another point of view,"

pP.14:15:"In fect, exishentlalisq suffered an eclipsel.,The Dane

will reappear at the beginnlng of tHE ; 20t . when paople
- k
. ﬁﬂé&?nh"\ wlll take it into thelr heads to figh Mxism .

g by oppoelng to it piuralisms, asblgu - duxes, ,
when the lst timd bourgeois thought was reduced to being on defenaive,,."
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“\Ap.22 5 blames it all-on Uper.of withdrawal (for the USSR)" to ogfi~-

Arrogant

(£f:4t this polnt JPS mentlons Jaapers bui runs awny from"The t}”.
cuse of Heldes%er 13 too comwplex Bor me to dlscusa-here,")V
- ) ARISTOCRACY OF THE SOUL,"
what pp.i6-17: "Philosophically thls soft,devlcus thought 1s only |
dighonesty © survival; ‘it holds no great Interest, But it is one
ppre<existentialism which has developed at the*
| oI‘ Melsm &not ageinst it. It ls Mx with whom
we olalm kinsnipszin Mx of whom I wish to spesk now;™ -

5PS-then-ayas thot Vx.was absolutely TIght® when he 8714 idesa of ‘
’ "dominant clasa are the dominant Ideas giving himsel as proof, «
Yét he elgo_adds that it was about that time he ad CAP: _JQEELEQEﬁLﬂE
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p.19,ftn. refﬂthe wragte sense of 1ife":"This phrase was made popu~
_ Lap- by the-Spanish phllosopher Misual,éeTUﬁzmungtﬁuh
“0f course,thils tragic Bénse hnd‘ﬁb*h*ﬂﬁ‘lnhggggg_‘ifffa ..
the true conflicts of our per,” S — :
' = T "---..______.___d_—-—"'—-"_'“—-—_—

.P.203", i offered. violence~-only theoretically, of course--in op=-
. position to the sweet dresms of our profesaors,It was e

wretched vlolence'(1n5u1ts,brawls,suicldﬁ;,::fiﬁ:g,1rragargbLeﬁ

J L e

cateatrophes)which risked leading us T¢ FASCISM:;®ut in: our
eyes hzd the advantage of hlghlighting tne-gtntradlcetions of

o realiiy.",.We plunged blindly down the dangerous path of & °
AN pluralist realism concerned-with men&things in. thelr 'gconorete

7 p,2lt"We hed reppdiated plurslist reslism only to have 'found it aga
- J . mwong the t3,4we dlscovered the world, e
"Why. then has 'exiBtentialism’preserved 1ts autonomy3why hasn’

4t slpply met dlassolved in Mxismz"

(here 1s where he attacks Lukacs.)

: w._ Btruct its soo.&;ﬁﬁféfﬁ?§>1ntdlerance of new ldeas 2
WM .23:YMxlem,as & phil.interpretation of nangof his.,necess;rily ]
iy / had _to refleet the preconceptions.cl the plauned eco." Then .
é“IﬂEg g-tats,T-18ts,fellow travellers & T.symvathizers in a sin-
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J N A
ass!  p,23:"on{il) at the time of the\2nd/ Sov,lnterventlon in Hungary"
each Zroul already had its mind made up before 1t possessed
any INFORMATION {alc!)on the situation.It had declded in
advance whether it was withessing sn act of aggression on
the part of the Rus,bur, against the dem,of wkrs,B8gm, ,
with a revolt of the masses agalnst the bur,systemfoy with
g gounter-rev,attempt which Sov.moderation had .«now ow to
check,Eater there was pews,a great desl of newsjbut I have .
not heard it said that EVEN ON® Mk%t changed his opinlon,"
p. Yuoies “Sov.act of aggresslion againdt! the dem,of Wkra.Comm, "
which he seys in ftn,5"Malntalned by forumer T-iste.".,(altho,
slc!)¥he Wkre.Comm,'s"appearance during the Insurrectlon was
akusausn®  puoh too brief &too troubled for us to be able to speak
‘ of an ORG'D.dem,"

ud
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I1I. The Problem of Meélatlons & Auxlillary Dlsclplines. _ )

p.37:"Consider Lukaca,For him,Heldeguer's exlstentiallsm is ™
changed into sn agtivlsm under the influence of the NezldfFr.exis-
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tentiallam,whlch is liberal&anti-faaclat expreaaes on the bontra ry, the -

revolt of.-the F .b.who were ensieved durlng the Oucupatlon. Zyt & beau-

tiful Tiotlon! (rf and why?3 gives 2'essentlal Taohts"(l) 1 ger,existen- -

tlallam--uh 'of Jaspere~-was not fescist &eurvived; {(2)tlme--it take

& lot of time to write theoretlcal work & his B&N was begun in '30,{ 9?77
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P.39 1"l read Husserl Scheler Heidesser &Taspera for the Lst time in
during a yr's reaidenc n&_&be Fr.House In Berlin.,...
‘Filpnally by the winter o ,; had already wkd,ouv my@_@.
: &ny princlpal conclusions..,. And there is no longer any 1st,
arrogant ‘to wy knowledge, who is atiil capeble of dolng this."{rsad
asa} : the opponent Heidﬂvgar "!I!é!;ll to gresp meaning of sentence

x Ql'le-

Ho then goes into & whole Dig nonsense on Fr,Rev, of1889-93,
suppesedly pralsing Guerln, but actually dlffering in fun-
«respects

P 4?!"The AD, c. .,despite the Puritan ideallsm of the Northerners,
e interpreted directly in eco, terns; NeEEREEK,..ss

Ine Fr.Rev,,on the other had,altho by 1793,1t had smsumed a

very preclse eco,sense,ls not directly reducible 1in 1793 to

the sge-0ld conflict of mw gg;n&;;ﬁigapitalisms.lt must lset be
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made to pasas thiu & process of one which will bring into
play thea concrete men who were volved In 1lt,the specific character
it took on from its baslc conditlonsing,the 1deological instruments "
1t employed t ‘e real environment of the Rav,"

*«**u«n***m /y 5*‘:"\ 1} "ﬁ‘ : *“mi*ﬁg#*“

II1. The“Progrees1ve-—Resreanive Mothod ?9\\\;
egel &Mx,.demanda a new -,
rationality. Becauae NOBODY has been wllling to est. this '
arrosant) rationality wiithin experience, T state as a fact--
(88l - ) «bsolutely no one, eithsr 1n the E. or In the W.,writes
: . or apesks a gentence .or a word about us &our contempo-
rariee that lis not a gross error, ", : .

-"—"—'—-—-_...__—..._——____‘

27 s#Exploiter &exnloited Tare men 1n con;llct In a system whose

princlpal characteristic is ¢ arcitg. To be sure,the caplst
UNDERCON, owns the instruments of Labor &the wkr,does not own thems
there we have a pure cantradictlon.But to be preclse,this
contradlcetion never succeeds in ace't'g.for each event,.7

The day of the 10th of Aug,,of the 9th of Thermidor,that day
in the mo, or June 1848,ete,cannot be reduced to concepta."

conolualon/p,; s"It(mxisw)is the only one whileh at the same time
- : takes man in hls totality--that 1s,in terms of the
Nol oo materlality of his condition."
No! . N ", .edesplite 1tself Mxlsm tenda to elliminate théi?i
v v ueationeré; n his-investigatlion &ko make of
Nol- : f Tguestl n QIghe obj.of_an absoiute Knowledgo @&
RS ......In view of this default--which pertains to
the hie, dev.&Qot to the mctual principnlea of the doctrine--axiatential—.
1sm, at the heart of Mxiem &takéng the same gilvens,the same Knowledge, @
a8 its polnt of departure, must - attempt. in lts turm--at loast as an
experiment--the-dlal.lnterpretation.-of _Hls, It puts nothing in ques,
except & mechanlstic deterpinlem whilch 18 not exactly Mxilst
"fﬂJ(&rhiCh has been lutroduced from the outalde into this total phlJ....
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FROM THE DAE TH.A'I‘ MXIST THOUGHT WILL HAVE
MENSION (THAT IS,THE." 7"
TIAL PROJEGT)AS ‘THE FOL‘NDATION OF_ ANT}EOPOLOGIO“ Al
¥ OEl sia will not lotger have
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2.26n p. re Hungarian tragedy:what do_our-

- “schematlzera" do,
p,'j()aclerosLa does not correspond to normaL aglnr.. rar‘

Pe mteﬂ—l-‘x—tsra-is--strill_uer_ QUNE. 1
in §s8 1nfancy,1t has scarcely bepun t.o dev l

3 uj.rt.s of x/hi

7 ,
ne—t S iaouwlsdge continues to_be the weak L
point in ¥xism...In both {MX &Lenln)cascs it i &

Wmh—ﬂv " D
pre-Mxist efer £o Mu HimselT" just as in Mx's remark

:.cal aap.a.c.t_qj;_tm__j:_o"l the general relations
. of t.hbor:.r &praxis,lt ‘would be easy to dlscover Lhe RUDIMENLS
jatemology which hsa never been devel ped,’
34 refera %0 June-July'46 article W19 Temps mode
T TR e not factual, methodologlcaly go beyon until
i}, no,t. gen Ireed -from the YOKe e
of. "'readom beglnnlng ‘bevond uphere ‘ot material

“vavles
sfasndl, ‘ErdbLen . Med.lations Lfaxa11ar§ )X

Y Sy h.4Bt imﬁm—mwamenﬂowam—idanvii‘J.oauon__.__
&l DI 1M 1oimiyreflecta .the. bureaucrats' practlue of- unifylng a8y erything
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'suddenly--t.o uge. Henri ‘Lefebvre®s terms-~atdial,conjurling irek,

\,'/,. ; ,nuunm—bm-mensm“bazmmm.agm;ne veritable concrete
‘. scthen we belleve we are returned to Hegellah 1ldealism,”

"‘:ﬁt-i;t—:,e_m:_me_mm,_hun_thumy_c_t_i_on process,the factory
.\_J 2nd it is neot inexorable lews that uont% 5] r‘m‘s——'
4zt Y'els.m- AMODE men. but the Aelsliamong men M&fmf

WW which reilfy men~ . == =1
4 _mnns_tmn_,_ahmction ag concrete,far i‘rom tdealisw.

_is the purest of M¥ism 'as theory ol ITEEYation

‘ ig- supposed to be busy - ’
83 when (etadieaag! reconquer ing matf“wi‘bhi'n-*r-bciﬂmu—it—mns-—-f

hat he wants Tt8elf .diiuted Into inlellectusl (&Western
~at that!Jalsciplines I'We have Just-shown-that- dlengt—Le—re-—.
‘duced to 1ts own skellton if it doesnot integrate Into
:Ltself certaln Wes,dlaolplinessTyour-exg— ave-reyesalad -
t AT EART 6f “thls phil,a of an concrete
FABBIBEY - The—defauli—ci—Mxiam-has-le anpt—
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We shall NEVER auhieve in“our rels with other people & .o
aoh—omera-'—freeéomﬂ{%}bhe-esaenne—of ——

Frelztlonu iz not.coop (Mitsein,togetherness)but confllot, ,,-

o Ttn i /ﬁ vg3° “resolves oontradtction that men. are entlrely
it ae-& atso—that—menle—reisitons-with-other—takea—one—of:
J{very limlted but extremeforms:masochism;saidsa(If his ¢ ory

-a—trrue—mm—oanmnel-thep—be-antiz-ely-rraa.-nor-al.aq- here room.—-!
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umanism

/gr, ,which he calls "ant.hropological",subject is man in the mass 1}3
] T an bpposed Lo man the Lodlve—={ T cnly 1ndividgdsls
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Ne_Lived, L p,150.+ Juat whet_must_that-per, hn,ve_haeu_in .
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. \Q——:poses to ite ;Yig_dies,of fundamental-— — 1o
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o, LT6N surnaaaable singularity of the human adventure..'rhus
e"carprehansi'omf—existence -1s-preaentéd- s8—the-human

,.roundutlon tff Mxlst anthropology

-p fant8 to intYoducef op bst-.knowln'g' &bem inst.esad'o‘\
, e ol aification &sll én to gssume full 'meaning.,
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56 problems, 1t has’ ‘4o assume 1ts role as CTICAL) PHIL,
The result- 19 a profound lac:: withih contemporary 1% -—g -

h—



