TARY u& HIS"‘O&I-—& \ntory. ATHELEY
Concept of ideology:

Rardont Houss .196?)

nI By way of Intred.GL writes "In pos twar m'unce the philouoph-n-s wera asplved -
‘ not to interpret the worl: .4t
e R fuw yre. it looked as tho tha fo‘r'ces 1ot locsas at ths libor T T
‘. . gbhpidge the gap bet.the intesllectual slite Zthe masses, Bul hin.refasad t6 ba
_'?‘I’r??????? rawritten, the rev. did not tutske ce, &the philoasophors retur
- studies, Sartre is the inheritor of this failure."(p, 339)»«.—

says JP3 R E
GI./thenr-e tried anew intall.synthasis.abort«i revolutiona %o produr.-o e

phﬂusophica.l 'sanctuaries.

M iy

“ta OLY omme est wne passion inutile,” in Critf.gue de 1la rrisorf
desls nnt with individual but with soclety., ard 28 JPS uts it,.
man- inside Marxism." (GL here,p.293 has ftn to sap ? ]
instead. of &n existentialist ==~H,louis Althuszer~
do same, Ponr Marx,1966) Merely to introduce why Iktrd.,
is to be trontnd as the methed w’hieh iz 18t to be stod b_; ‘.H;S ‘appl

298:“.’11‘ histgry ig' not simply a ergo,it is heen.usa Gonscloust
"' repre@ents’ the slément of {reedom vitich enables the: partio '
i to alucate themselves thiTo Harx called praxis! :

rt‘.h ri{uture by shaping their circumstances in accordance with theiy
v.‘ elementa of freedom is embedded in the TIME SEQU"NCu.innsmuch as

-, 299} to thair‘fl:’tp;e..aa_wdl is to tha

0% 7 graftd
Qg;ﬂﬁm-ln_amr__qag_e_iluds back to the tradd t:loml

istenos, essence, freedom,immorIality. !
ts root. nnuqath_n

'(“thit the inherert froblems of dialayfy reasoning are ‘ul tima tely ONTOROG
aGL refers you to Part-II of Crltique pp.120=12?. where he shows. that qui
v inverting Hegel MIaid bare the trus contradictlqns of poalism, W(JPS' s phr

rx wanted to retain the dlalectic though he sst%iencs far & Tor all that reality
- 1s irreducible to speculative thinking{ then,cap we be surn‘thzt the lopioul
- \/ concepts in our heads corresponcl to 4o : ‘
\.;. MEARIAE of Wivtory-meBE be QiBwoverdd in the hilstorical process itself,ty
- _ ,‘— - an investigation of men's activity, his praxis. CF JFS A(Critigue,p.131)abou:

8 an not.only submit the dialectic,but makes itiRD:to me the key i
& stated correctly by JPS when he says dualities
: be overcorie whon one ¥m,'lays bare- the
ucture of reality.) This,svidently, is what JFES ante “himsel

to do with Critique,now that we are final],; ovar. ! Method ,2down . to t.ex'h whiich {
PS calls[Theorie des engembles pratiques awﬁ‘ 111':: TAMORY OF HIS. 'x

— I

. \.5/ But hera.&mgd.ng_inm_hia.u."we are made to om‘bark upon an 5

enormous &very weariscmne deteur into anthkropology.™ Trouble bagine ' w, t

N : 's concept 4f  the Mmractico.inerte '"hy which ke eaignates the n= :
relatad practice of human beingt enught up ta the{Immediag their dally. tollfifeak
’\‘*‘ .1, ' "Only bond that unites is need in an environnent of 8 aa.roit.z."

i’t,ha latter designating at ence & social mii mLL:\.au and & time soouanae from

12842 :
the primitive tribe te praaer.!xlay s&?\ ety,!' éﬁm c,u"ﬂf’d 'meM

TS TR AR Ly % I~ et tha ""W

"[0\




. R by watter. via®lavor Ethy’ conﬂ.m
T man."(Cr.p. ZJ.}"Violems A8 -tha
- consta.nt inhumanity of human conduct'(siz!) fi\\ '.-,':‘;:\f\;-z AN H "VV vl

,\&-"'
T

"..‘ ' SENL
- T GLpL 305 )R turty is(s's) whola theory hfngea on’ nis
T : : conjunction ¢f altérits & - allenaticn; it 'is onl,y
" becauge averyons mees in his rily the Other that history has-dev

a3 it has,'GL also corrsctly calls attention to the faet that the 2 concrete .
. .examples are nothing nagj,._lgut ha e-baun -often. used--by. historians &economista(l).
deforestation of Ch.{2) ?th c ot .of—gold-from im, t-hru selfl!daf‘aatlng

... attempts. of Eurspean govt. -to this without, cauair,p 2 price rize,t ... ..

@()/ ?\%\/\\g > QEﬁ"‘ §

ion here comes into nits own'((a
iai, of nction.thouqh 3 X
P.308:"As a former Cartesian whc%n effort of WILL haa tur'wd ﬁlr 160 )a
thinker of the modern post-Hegelian kind, S remains haw by tha gy
: " Cartesian problem of relating the outside world to tho solitar s ’V'
; wh‘.'.r.e a.t. the same time his intellestunl consecidnce’ telle-lith that, -RG By T
be thinking about the ongoing historical process,’{Q Lofabyret! 'precia i DS0RY
ha® pursues speculntively he seai-ch for the i‘oundation, he(b) duaa 19’ f‘i AT

PR
k ¥ IR

- _ ; NN
- I"S's*theory o:l‘ state is Hobbesian\&ecum-s at ard -of “works (p 586ff)Q'S"Pr
g par la tarrsur le souverain doit devsnir 1'azaﬂt. responsable de 1a t
ig JPS tnau ncthing stops him Prom rem'iti.ng Ty
fwmsta 24 "Historical experience. hns—und h13
moment of BGCLEL! st soclety in process. of
- conatruction ooL.ld ONI.Y(sic 21 be ,..the indissoluble aggregaticn. of. th
i btn-aaucracy, the Terror and- (sic!)the cult of parsonalit\y.s!l . ‘

ey
18: (1) .303-"Now to say that 1the Whole'ls intelligblo is tantamouut _t._o_
o~ saying Thet it hes identifiable strusture, . It als prnsuppuses. if not’ an’
'absoluts | ' in time, st any rate i
‘\"“‘ - still to oblige the philosopheN, but thare are bave o ba.
PRIVILEGED MOMENTS when the process discloses its meaning. In thair d:li‘ferent
oth Hegel &Marx thought they had lived thro &perceived ‘Bugh’” & moment..
"The thinking thit reyeals ]_.pglc_oi hist.or&* at the same time -
% makes transparent the%}:‘c}mal A) structurs of human existence. The’ 2

together IN THE ACT\hware Man creates himself & his world.  -History-:15

sa_sul ,There i3 othihg =4 it', neither God nor Natura.Sartre -expressly
refuses to gro mat.fhere is no dialectic of-neture to- ‘render-
pec

!
plausible the humak=4 torv as 12l case withln the universal process..The
- pour spi - has no need of a metaphysic to sustain itsolf in its flight from«tho
frozen past of' the en-soi,! T

aga:lnst B/N JPS heve adopts the Mrist position that the uni being
“%consciousness be. achiwad@:nnggﬁi.a.thru pra.xis..x'_'hu
af. nmr rate uloaeds%ﬁe gap in his oun thinking about hisfory hy>imve porating
an's_prexig in the dislectic of be sciousnesa@? human .natire..can:be
shown to be of such kind that it(“e“”zé- seis the torical proaass” in:
_motion,. the. dichot.omy of phil.isc muo-h«s’ arcoma.&the world hu ea,a

to Bn mymtarions N
Dbttt d e 4's ' ¥'a'a'ala's L) e o (Terevee
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SARTRE, MARXISM and HISTORY
. The Concept of Ideclosy ard other F‘Aasays,)b:,r feorge Lichthein

.//

{ P. 30L) But Gartre is'persusded that the meaning 4f history can

neve:r be a_pp:;o_anhad_b;; is route. ‘It must be gjilgcovered in the .
historidal process itseld, through an Investipation of man's activity,

‘ ,/): ’ s_px;g;,cis.-- The HMerxian antinomies of being and consciougness, which
", come to Light when the Hepelianisynthesis; collapsed, must bs overcome
'hrough &n effort to lay bare 13 oitological struciure ogv_};i_sj'.&lp
ferlity, The elucidation of this structure will dumonstrate that Map
Soad not simply submit to the dislectle, but thal he rakes it. .This
dencnatration—is-ghe subject of what S. artre calls his theory of the .«
The t.g_mxbla-bgg:t.nsq.zmhm!%iq,‘:-gﬁ:eign-,g_fﬁ_th_g"l-‘

o 1’.'/ » f,,.....--_;.-q?aembiaa pratique’sg cone | ; x'_ .
RYGT e \m 7 which haésiznutes the unrelated praciice of human.
F A b#ings ? p Thiz is done thr, ‘

i in the immediscy of their daily toilh
s process to whose analysis Sartrg_j.ﬁrﬁtmger_,ﬁ hundred pages of | j‘ i
8

hairsplittling ingenuity. Ti» {inert practicalityVef sheisty - that
did failure to copprehend itselivas SEEiely - ig Lraced back to its’

R —1nthe blind activity of - isolated beings, eac

7

.
1

X . antlLarapd icﬂl éfroﬁ‘@—' )
- “of whom takes 1tself as the solo center of referenco, a
. bond that unites them is need in an environment of (Gcarcityy)
. " B il

.%{F{}- (p. 307) .. in Book&@) he expounds at length a pethodological principle "
best described by saying that hefiden fies "totaliiy! with structuref .
' Althouzh he makes the point thaT the "on ied '

N ‘S\‘ e tr Uoturs o Es=group”.
. <§\X\’ \ :(p. &3 } is constituted by human praxis (instead of belng norganic'.as . -
Q 3thi~fhe Romantics) the praxis)that constltules-the gro
Ny / the (inert-prasciicality’ 5 Book(1,)whicha_its turn emplifiedi no -
Y4

pafspiadacessity. Sartre's humans do not cooperate: they are SHEoun. e
darigey, t?' hungér, by exther

or simpl l:y*ha.ving walt.

7 up is precisely .
more than a certain community of #stiny imposed Ey@(lqomgr‘éhenda’d‘?»
\ toggther, or as he p /i'-"""*‘s'éi'raﬂ.‘n'ad"'ff;“

preasure.uzy group hostillty, b/y machinery,

\
\for the b

"4
e

P
T et P

(p. 308) It may seem 2 trifle harsh to say, as lLefebvre doos, that "pre~".
cisely because he pursues speculatively the search for the foundation,
! he does not attain anything fundamental,! but one sees what his eritic
P has in mind. Notwithstanding some brilliant excursions into applied

L sociology, Sartre on the whole remains "abstract! in that he rarely
_in 1is unigueness. "Matter”

‘ S :‘“ ' b sucgqeds_img;a_gp_iqg‘_t.gg__hi_sj;pr;gal moment,_in
2 N anil "conaclousn=ss®, when brought face to facs, turn_ont teo be linked only
it “ffe transitiopn -

ey . o e } |
R by the tenuous bond of i3 oun spaculative constructlon;
1y with the greates Affleuity,

T ) B from one stage ty the ng¥t is managed only ¥
: %: ‘arp devoted to the analysis..of-static re'IZtig'h-

e (e},g__b_uggjned “of pagts, , )
stiips; and Linally t!i@ from being an intelligible principld
£ historical existonc®regtomat ar;ﬁrjz__iependent motive force. Jone of this
s surprising to the student of his ezrlier work, or imieed of-'thg‘g.tgmry-

. . - “and philosophical tradition in which ho grew up. . — p P ]
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(p. 314) What Man e‘:q:ez-iances in history (and at & remove in t.."inkir.g
abopt-dt) is simply his own balng as it comes back to him medinted by
thkme-swizenoe\ The th.-.nkinz..thn.tmgla the logic of history at
. the sam mekes ’arnnspw.rent the Gntqlngi"g'al lstructire of haman
; 8"tWS FoTs togEtiier il th _the agt-yhercty Men creates himsslf
dﬁd his wor d. .Hlstory I8 caua sui.  Taere is nothing "behind' it", nefther:
God nor Nature. rire expressly refuses to ground héstorical mtar.mli.sm
in dialectical mﬁ.arialjumg. There is no disleetic of nature to- rendar
plausible the human story as a spacial case within the universal:
our-50d has no newd of a metaphysiz to sustain’ i%c.slf in £%

a l"rozan past &l the an=Ee i, AT -meeds—inthe wiare nesa that

16 World of” histor,,r ard tan never cesse to\
PeTvmrd in an endless quest for a union that cannot be a
wpared with LiEtre-et-1s neant the prinsipal - diffarence’ appears. to
t while in that work Sartre presanted himan existence. as 'a.-if
ai‘.tempt to realize the: unio‘n of ‘belng and consiouaness:;(en- .
- he dopted aﬁzrxist position that the, projecb Ay expou

through history wovor "tha't may be, hHe ‘han at anyirat

gdp—iniisaun t % about, history by inccrpog::ating iggn's prnxi
" the-dialectic of being and consciousness. .... From the opposite
- point, Sartre's Marxist c ties have denounced ths. attempt to' subor

‘jp human praxis to ontology, _g_:_c:_giva.bly Sartre his oy

fallen-between the_positions Fa sasks - to--transcend

pparent that his tour de force has createds
philozophy of history: things are never goifig to quite the. aame‘
For whatever he may ‘have failed to do, Sartre has demonstrat ‘o tha.
"historicism" is pushet td its furthest Jimit, 5% bocomes .se.u’
pos ition and thua has to ba taken seriouslv.




