DISSEN ' bpring 1.96 Sartrg &ideéc,

Q JP;-"It 1a olear that the parioda of phﬂoa.oreation are rare.
" 'Bet,1l7th&20th-c.Iknow of only 3,&these I. identlfy with the-.
‘Tollowing famous names:” Lthere wn;Zthe moment of Descartes & i
A of Looks that of - Kant& Hegsi“? ally that of. Mﬁ...Ekiatential-qJ
, n sel hdld to be B 1tjo syostem whieh 1llved on"the margins. '
-/ o Wﬁ?ﬁxia, 4t Ldeslist. protest efmlntt tdealiam:. ,. 1
) underwent an eclipse,,,.The Dane was to reappeal at the beg,
« o4 -+—-0f -20th .0, Wwhen people began to think.of fighting agalnat the
’ Mxlst dlaleetic by cuposing 1t with plurelisme, amblgulties,
_— paradoxes.." .. "X copsider Mxism *o be the ultimatp phll.‘w_ﬁ
' of our age,..,"

c;v-—-..,,,,,,_

.. _Today's Mxlste cannot do justlce to real facte, sneclflc everts,
- particular individuals. 4Abel, in Testipating 84 a’ thE“‘"“"j,
_.latter "enviga ap foundation for a ﬂhn}gé Lok

' of |[groups, ., a deeper bdth“tndiv. ]

Lgzy, JPS calla bis wk “a prolesomena

Then LA asks whether there ia such a t a8 a:imsle aépeet
“lndivybelng -ldentieal with 4the €ho

- n R
for the“dosmatlc Hx!ﬂt n &th answera°i“For the 3
gicaDyoroject;.for. the 5 of - ;
ed 1n wWnlch a particular

whnle %“;;_ﬁ
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TEE*Tor underetanding, &
T

: nGIng individualszits
value wa to—be- eﬁhnﬂent"un e motive~for—emnley1ns
Jj 1tjmoreover thelggm has-no particular relatbun. to_ MXism’
for xhere is no reason why in terme of thls method the claes
connection of an lndiv,should be privileged as sgdinst oLhep‘—“

type of datasiseas ~

qu_continuea-"What interests S'ﬁ“w~is not at all to see the
ingiv.,as8 a 'whole'but as a'totallled! not one who mares-a— -
ality of nis own life, but as 4 Falllng to make
totelity of hls own life, e his, JPoGesa; .-
Sertre can permlt himself to wr}te 1Y the 2nd sectlon that
the "1ydiv'!s understanding of }is own 1ife 'should -go-as- far .
&8 to dejﬁ t.he partloulsr qualjfication of that 1ife & to look ;
for tHat life's dial, lntelllgléflity in the whole human. -
sdventure, 'But what is an Ilnd l1ife that is bereft of 1ts
- particuarly qua tions?,, iHere I thipk Sartre has falsely _ |
; umption

equated 1glizat with clsds membership on the ass
that both’ negat -1ndI fduality &by further assumlag that 2.
thinge that the same thing are equal to each other,What,

is worse 3 by rsaecning in th way nes destproyed, it seems % me
acy validity in the ldea of sde,’ ST

S
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JPS thlnks of the pol,grou 28 flghting agalnat the inertls tla (7
of the masses,."In fact,"continmi€s La"the whole of tHe-Gr .
‘turpd-cut to be a syst ematic withdrawal from the indlv, of - “*1
what wez granted him Lin Quesbluna ol Method as well:.aa.n B/N..n
The pathetle sactive r{jle he now hands over to the poks. B
group {over) S




i8:'3een as the ontologically ferr
olgoly bessuse 1t lacks an Bntologlas
Ll ividual was geen to be nothing .

: his-acts,!.3's "sttenpted synthesis of Exleg. i e
‘~or infusion of EFYd, into Mx,to use his own termiro®bgmp . -

ded by ‘projecting onto the pol,/group or party all those .
a1t Y40 i B/Ruére Fessrved for the Lnalv,&satd to define
.8 hum:nliy, 2 ATy entity or charactsr In 3's Cr,which - ¢
&1 -
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beoall 8 hlius the Fod, group 6D farty;oompared” T
® ‘ ‘ , Iasees have the inhumenity of Beingas -
A ow-thls-ts—a-wétaphysto; 1t should be properly desigs——"
“ = nated .af Buchj;it ie theretaphyslec of Stalinilsm for 1t places -
- #Eaingt-the. horizon -of-Belng-the aiatorinally Fimited form o -
coi 7 of the OP of the per.when stalln was its leader Yot 3 does not.
Lol Aaeruple_to.ointroduce thiarmetaphyaic«by«&aaerﬁing“that-theuarr~
hls new ldwmas,-ocould only kave been formulated or advanced o
-.-2n_the. post-5talin era/,..The.book-is monstrous--in -8ige & - - ——-n: —i
'As cegrtaln to be brief in its effect, It d1d suocneed in givng 4~i
ne théﬁfgﬁllnghﬂhiohxs/n.,.Waswpresumablyn_aying_&whatmthg_""m;rﬁfﬂ
ig-presumably unsayling, 'Man is a useless -passion,®%: IR
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hzm, but asa!nst tha Mxist aonolaatioism of 1949. or i vou
preft.—,r, ‘agalost ix through Meoc-3talinist Mx"m." ‘

.1s_£rom—19b5«ed.~nthx and-I- do not-know" “ow ‘1949 ‘ot in " “f"”“‘

K | T8 vle Jof fact tht original essay was '46 cr latast '47--in- WEE,
_,_,,j.t_!aﬂ probably '46. & ae SltustlonsI,Paris,lt was 1947 )Horeover - i
--"necatalinist" certainly did not appear es ter-till desth of stal 1n'5ﬁ)
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