faya Dussyevskays .

fart o = ternativae

Chapter & = Joun-Paul Sargre

0 vye In the still spuces of Thought

_viadch hid cone to itself and ia
oo purely solfeaxistent, those in~
_* terests-are hushod shich mové the
L e lyesief peoplos and eof indive
' duale." Hegel, felanog of logic,

¥l Tay b B2

976 will always remain & mattor
for aatonistiment how the Kan tian
philosophy knew that relation of
thought to sanzuous existence,
shere it halied, for & merely
relative rela%ion of bare appenr—
anca, snd fully acknouledged and
apgertad a higher unity of the two
in the Idoa in general, and, part-
jeularly, in the idee of an
intuitive undarstandings bub yet
gtoppeddead st this ralative re-
1lation and at tho assartion that
the Motlon is and remaines utterly
geparated from realiiyy so thatt
it affirnc! &s true what it pro-
nounced to be finite knouledge,
and declared to be supsrfluous ard
Amproper figmenis of thought that
which it recognived as truth, and
of vhich it ontablished the de-

finite notion." Hegel, ﬁ-" {ance
of logic, Vols IZsy Do

PIILOSOPHY and LIVOLUTION

“he standpoint of the old materisle -
iem is civil sociatys the stand- -
polnt of tie new is higan sacloly, or
social humanity." Harx, Thosce on
Feuerbach, 1845 R
"It is of course eagy to imsging e
poverful, phyeically superior =
parssn; who first captures anirals
and than capiures won in order to. -
make them catoh animsls for him; in
brief, one whe uses #an as & nab

occurring condition for hiw reproducte

ion 1ika any othor living netural
thingt nls own labour being ehausta
in the act of demination. Put such
a view is stupid, though it may be
vorrect from the poiat of viewof a
given tribel or commuwial eatity; for
it takes the 3golatad man as its
starting point. a2ut man is only
iniividualised through the process

of history." 'Harxz, Grundrisge, 1857,

", .o duvelopment of human powsr,
which 14 Ate cun efides.' Marx,.
Capital, vol. 1IL, 1878.

.
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PART ). ~ ALTERNATIVES
Chepter 3 - JuAN-PAUL SIRTRE

The totality of the world crisis aigpm]led by the Dapression, rise
of Fascism and outbreak of World War II tad & cateeylsmic affect also on
Franch philonopl;ara who ‘had abgorbad, at ona and the seme time, Hegel and

J Hoidaggur, not to mention equal atiraction to Marx and the Proletarist
{with e caspltal P}, The moat prodigious philosophic product of tho 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 Sartire had already gainad fame as novelist (Rauzug._) and ii’”&—- ,

’V T eu)wboae play l-:sd been stopped by the Na.zi ocuunier.-l. but baca.usa bot'.h
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.

' 7ne "gala® ysars (1) extended themaolvas ints the immediate postwar
. pariod when it did indesd appear that phﬂasopw ard rwo].ution wore not Just

rhat‘.oric. Ha.saea vore n motion, rovolution wes in the a.tr, and the intell-
sctusls wers "committed"., It did not n_za.ttar vhether Sartre's political
radicalism did, or did not flow, logically from hie philosophy of existence,
Bxistentialism held the youth.and not only in Frence, unthralled, Tnough
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 attacks directad
against him were ol the venomous kind lovelled ,a.gainst a eviating poiltical

tendency.!

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

the readership of the magazine, Les Temga ernee, founded by Sartre and
Morleau-Ponty, were Mactivists®, and in 1949 did iry to ostablish a new
party, Rovolutionary Democratic Rally, in his name. Sartre disclaimed
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‘."authorsu:l.p" a.nd. in an.y case, while it did atirect the ..ntel.sctuals,
no magses folloyad it. clearly, however, the postwar generation of pnil-
.osof-hu"‘s d13 not restrict their role to one of interproting the world,
‘They meant to change %%, or subsf,an‘u.any influence ity directdon, 4n any
onge, Ihethsr ono viewed Sartra:sﬂ Eadstmtialim ag the only "truet
philosophy of fraodom. or consicdered 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.erinllm." '

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

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

the Korean H’n.r and the Comunist-inapﬂ.red "World Peaca Hove:nent“ it engemier-»
od and which Sartre fully embraced. ‘The other wurld-ahaking even.t. homer, o
the Eaat German Revolt on June 17, 1953, that signalled 2 tatally new page

of ﬁ'aodom. ia fact and in thought, the first ever within the Communist

orbit =- geemed to have had no serious effect upon either i‘orm of Existentm
alism; That changsd when, in Februery 1956, Kurushchev of ficially declared
deStalinization, and by the :‘.‘al'.l.“of that year, t:hé whole of Fast

{1) To expression for the years 194iwh5 iz Jacquas Guicharnaud®e.
His srticle: "Thoso Years: Edistentialiom, 19/3-1945" expresses
woll Bdstentialimats spell. 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, ppe 225-320
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. Europe was in f“mes. and Rusaian tanka rolled 1nto Hungary to put down
| the outright revolutlen thore. “artre did oppoas the Russian tanks e« they
wers fnot; ‘hecegsary" and did not enhance Hthe security of socialiem”, MNost
impor tant of IZL'I.. hnsofu' as the dmralopmmt of E‘x.iutent.alim was concerned,
ws that, for tho first time since the publication of Peing and Hothu.ggeah_
S:rﬁ'e ws wrking on a conprahmﬁive 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 deology 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

_century, to ‘tho fact that it was & time 'hhen people will take it into their

Leads ta ﬁght agalnst Marxism by oppos.'mg to it plwraligms, nmb.’o.gu.‘!.tias,
~paradoxes, {p. 15)
Nor does Sartre flinch from using himself as an e;mmple of }iar;:'&

_dictum, that the ruling ideas of any epoch are tho ideas of the ruling class.
Indeed, he goes sHo fﬁr 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 & wretoched 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 “convinced at gnhs and the #ame
time  that historical materialism furnished the only valid interpretation of
maul Sartre, Search for a Method, p. xxxive All the referances

here will be to this translation by Hazel E. Bernes. (Alfred A,Knopf,

N.Y., 1963). However, because I think that Sartre 1ls anncuncing,
not searching, for a method, I will, in text, use Sartrets own title,

Question de la Methode," |
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hirtory end that oxistantialign remained the only comreta.apprq.iuh to
rmliﬁy ...erxism. ufter dvewing us o it gs the u;odn drass the tides ..,
';u-@ﬂy loft us stranded, Meriigm stopped.® The reference i3 to Mgy |
.‘ M.dn".,';today's Marxiste, n This 18 the villain 45 the Phidosophicul w

) ‘i!;e nsasive (755 pages) toms, ‘c;-g.,g_igué de 1a raison dialectique

' '(Eeéaoede-de Questicy do ethode) publiahéd in 1966, cowsprises tut the first

volure 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 are dealing ew
V.M_aﬁgéﬁhodo‘ ~= 1is, howaver, complete in itucis, ﬂﬁhough it waa
origiuuym-ittsn in 195? 4% & aeparate essay, eniitlec "Eid.atmtinliam und'-
lex.‘!.m". for 2 Polish jour » Iteregoss, Sartre considered 4t o 1.mpoz‘t§nt |

nsidarably so as to adaph 4t t2 the needs of the

Froach rnders!- and publdished it 2p HAs journal, Iee Tewpz Hédamaa y but dew
c:!dad thnt 1t was the Proper introduction for the Critigua, . Indeed, he falt
tbatr“logi‘eslly"'it h;alongad at the end of the whole work since it comprised

the method for which the Critique laid the fourdation. As a philoropher,
Sartre 1 weightily aware of the fact that methodology is the most concantra.teci

@pression of theory, a result of g corplox interaction of.tha 8pirit of the
ﬁ,‘..nos. clegs bage, thaoraticﬂ anxlysis, practical activity, including a
struggle with rival theories, rival praxis, rivgl mathoiﬁlogiaa. In a word,
to use one that ig g favorite with Sartre, it is a "totaldzation,n Ey this
it needs to be Judged,
Periods of philosephic creation are so rare, says Sartt-e; tlmf. "Batwean

the saventsenth canty ry and the twentieth, I see thrae parlods, 'wﬁﬂ.ch I would

designate by the names of te men who dominated thenm; there 1s the '

‘moment! of Deacartes and locke, that of Kant ang Hegel, finully

that of Marx, Thesa three philossphies become, ea

humus of every particulsy thought and the herigon

i2 no going beyord them so long as man has not gon

torical moment which they express, ( 7)

Notwithatmding thie proclamation that Marxism, and Marxiem alone, which ig the
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‘philoscphy of aur age while Existentialism ia "a parapitic syatem which

iives on the margins of real scionce (;;. 21), the ergwacntation that Collows
over the rast of the 191 Pago text seass to contradiot Lt elther direstly or
‘.m._iracﬂgr. It ic true ﬁlfthif book ﬁrelmt.ﬂ a new Sartro, & cc;ﬁvért to
mtoi'iul Materislisa, IS is true thut the central attack is directed, not.
“ lminllt Marx, buﬁ agninst Mtodayts Marxists®, in which loose catogory &ve
" inclwdod not only Communists but aleo Trotakyists and independent Mavrists,
!kn.y instances are racounted against these "dogmaticts® who faill ta see the

purtioular individual, the concrote ovents, the singular egpericnce, the new,

. 4n u“ word, realify. Sinoe, however, of all the ammples, from ths French
-R@uﬁon;bo minrphysics, 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
Eungar!.nn Revolution by Russian might, though :lt was only on the ground that .
it wasfinot neoeaslryf. nor enhanced “the seourity of sociclism." We ean now
trace the consoquanoes of an oppoaition that did not mee in the RussisnMntere
mtion_'_' a countaa;-revolution; He pours torth his indigv.ntion. not ugainaﬁ
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 Sartre, we can sso the "methad in all iis rnukede

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 becauze the borkere! Councils wsre not an o grgoni daweraay.
bscause the epontanoity of th.ls aolf-wganimtion ef the Werkors \.ounc:L'I.a
wes *much teo brief and too troubledn (pe 24), the iorcod mq:preuion becomel
suffictent ground for not grappling vith the elemental creativity to psnstraie
&/n wd.atenthl "unsurpassable opaqusness.” The exponont of the funsurpassable
niugularit.y of the hwan adventure®, instead, dons & full suit of adoinistrative
Ermer, ¢ zyriad of new tenqonciea == Whether in the aciual Hungarian Ree
;7 volnti.on or the. naar-rmlutionariea in Pohnd. Sxdvrdmeaskivewsing tho new
) adiame Jartre is addressing because 1t hes given him "y means of expresaing,
ia & country with o Marxist: culture, the existing confradiotions in its '
ph!..l.onphy" =~ one and all of thesa diving foress, the trus Luman dimensions,
got hnd-ahrunk 1nto a non-diffarenthted céhgory; "revisionisn",which has |

alrud_v boan disuissed by Sartre: As for frovisioniem?, this 3g either 4 troism
~Or an abswrdity." (p, 7) and now they get shrugged off with a "despite their
goud Intentions ., .M

The fact that the ravisionist appelat:l.on was not theirs, but that or

"OQ ¢+ thedr tormentors, Khrushehev and Mao, whe have long aince transformed
Hsrx‘s theory of liberatior into state-capitalist enslavement dees not geem to
d:lattn-b the ph:l.‘l.oaophar of existence, Though those who fought for freedom

 from Russian Communist overlordship were the reel Fexistents in the Poland
of 1957 whom Sartre wag addreaiing. the philcsop er of Mthe individusl's i‘reedom
it Bl iadfd” B Piden for Soshonivi o Tl s el g
original Communiat Philosupher who, after more than a quarter of a century of ‘
c@ pitulation, finally got swept up by the revolution in his netive land e
Goorge Iukacs == can be called “personalization”s WI% 18 not by chance that
Lultacs e Lukacs who go oft-en violates history - has found in 2956 the best
definition of this frozen Mariism," (p. 28)
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Thecry eod Practice in LAfo Today and in Marxls cagm:t, 196775 -
In his preocc.upution with thauretd.c!.ms , Sertre not only fa.ﬂ.ls to probgf
mé'gnlgx_-g.:_g._u_ai' the masses of Rast Europo in the mi.d-1950‘a, but he secms
totally uhoanuoinun of the uuning of vhat he ia telling them thoue live
" husan baﬂ.nsl vho had just suffered through & Life-end-death atruggle with
orﬂ,ohl Marxien #5 he concludes "that among the Massed, Harxist practi
does not refloct, ar only slightly reflacts, tha sclercosis of its
theory, But it is preciasely the oonflict betwsen revolutlonary
action aml the Schogﬁ-‘tic justﬁ.ﬂcat.i.olh shich prevonte Communist
man we in soolalist countriec as in bourgeolise oountries -n from
achieving any clear sclf-consciousnsss.® (pe 29)
Not only. that, guddenly, in a very lengthy tm-ps.ga footnote (po. 32-33)
4o ave .tﬁéuat._int.o' a oritical corfrontativn, not with "odayts Msn:ists" but
: ﬁth t.hé Hai':d.am.of Marx himaeli‘ on the pivetal quesiion of consciougness.
e'Ona nult dwalnp a theory of consclousncss. Yot the theory of knowledge con=
tinucs to be the waak point in Harad.nm.“ (p. 32ftn.) Sartra draws this cone
olusion after he has quoted ons sontance from Marx on the materialist con=
aopt:i.oﬁ of history, anl one from Lenin on consciousnea &3 “roflectﬂ.on oi.‘
eing" after which Sartre ranarks triumphantly: *In both cases it is a matter
of suppressing subjectivity; with Marx, we are placed ‘beyond 4t; with Lonin on
this side of it." (p. 32) That this baseless -generalization flies in the face

voth of all Hnrxqwota. all Marx did, that the new Sartre wishes to rasuscitate,

doss not deter tham,

ile stubﬁorniy maintains that the sentence he quoted from Marxg which
happens to be from Engols, not Marx, dast vhich 48 a repoat of the very
gantonce the old Sartre used 15 years ago in his attack on historieal
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‘materialiam, (4) wu that “‘Ee‘ materialist conceptlon of the world signifies

éi.ﬁz';y the scncepiion of nuture as it is without any foreign addition." e
amounts to nothing less horrific than thiss “Having stripped avay all subjecte
ivity and having assimilated himself into pure objsctive truth, he (Marx) welks
in a.\m'-ld of objeats inhabited by objeot~nmen.® (p. 32n)

OUnae again: "Both (the reference is sgain to the singla quotation

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

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

.pm'o thoory, & non-aitu_a.‘éed obs_ervl.ng, and, in the senond, it is a glmple pasc-
ivity,® (ps 32n) These straw ddess that Sertre has just strung up and attribe
‘uted to Marx and lenin, he labels m___g.duleeﬁcelw, and “pre-Marxiath (v. 33n,

' mhsgis is Sartrefs). He notes condascendingly that Win Marx's remarks on the
‘p_gut;ical aspects of truth and on the general z:ehtions of theory and_praxis, it ’
would bo easy to discover the rulimenta of a realistic e;:utemology which has -

naver been developad." (p. 331;)

(4) Materiaiisme et revelution" (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 Surire's Liter and Philosophical Essays (Hew
York, Griterion Books, Inc.) in 1955, This edltion bears a footnote
by Rartre, which readss "As I heve bean unfairly raproached with
not quoting Marz in this article, 1 should like to point that my
critiodsns are not directed against him, but sgeinst Marxist echhlasticiom
of 1945, Or, Af you prefer, against Marx through Roo-Stalinist Marxiem,™
The truth, however, is that the article couldn't have roeferred to *the
Marxisg scholasticism! of 1949 since 1% wasz writtan in 1946, Nor
could it have been directed 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: "I% 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 our state-
capitalist age that our intelieotuals ssom more adopt at re-writing
history, then at writing it. :
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Within tho text, Sartre continues: "Tba thoory of i‘etiahimn. ou’r.li.-:ed
by Ma.rr. hag never baan devaftoped: fwrihermore, it cauld not be axterdsd to
cover all soolal renlitieﬂ. Thus }m-xlam. vwhile rejeat.mg organicism, lazcks
Woapone sgainst it. Marxien considaras tha market a thing end holds that its
umrabla laus .contribute to reifying the relations amung men. But vhen,
siddenly, == to use Henrl Lefebvre's terms ~—-a ¢ielectical econjuring trick
shows us thie monsirous abstraciion as the va'rit'.shle concrete ... then we he

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

Ons would be haré put to match the number of ‘orrora Sartre succeéds
,'m squeesing into le..s than ..our 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 capAtalism is not to be found in the market wa the favorito
htéhting ground of utopians, unﬁei-conbtmptioniata and 'oapitaliat c buyeru of
 lebor powse == but it is to be found in the process of produciilion, amd o

therae,

only

For the mement, it is necessary Lo set aside the vayt accumulation of

. arrora in order to tako note of Sartrals mabhodglogical Gppreach == and Har'.c %,
;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 restructure big
massive mankscripts to take tho shaps of Capital, Volume I. Tho year of pube
lication was 1867, By the time the French were ready to publish a French
edition, the Paris Commune crupted, snd Marx decided to introduce some vary
fundamental changes to which he calls attontion in the foreword to t.hé Freach
edition, 1872-75. 'Iheu]"h&ppon" to be pracisely on the two points that most
concern Sartre in 1960; tho fetishism of commoditles, and the direction of
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WIHE LAW OF MO“‘ION“ of ocapitalist uooiety toward its col'.l.npse. I HAVE
 slgevhera dealt in detall vith MARX'S restructuring of Capital, ‘e whole
point 10 this: because it.involved & total breek with the very conoept of what
- theory is; the urgﬁmentltipn with other thecrsticians was deft for the finel
book. Here, instead, "history and its process", cpecifioslly the proletariat
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.

i

_ ”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~ .
: séﬁisﬂeci him., When the Parisian mess "stormed the heavena®, the form of
the new univem-ul, both as mrkurs‘ rule and as the ubaolute oppna:!.te to
oomod:l.ty fetishism became so clear to the thaoraticia.n that ha then cbanged
the section, Fetish?.am, as he gut it, "in & significant manner",

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

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

in production the fantastic form of oppearance of & welation of things, in the
1872 edition Marx shifts the emphcais 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 parsons and sociel rolations betweon
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thingo. (5)

One furthes word heeds to be stated before refwning to Sartrots
ocomni.c ocnoepts since, besides Hﬁrﬁc. the only other .pm;son Sarire singles
out fo:; atteck as failing to comprehend "subjectiviiy® is Lenin. While Lenin
wrote wany profound ecoromis studies, the "aconumisi™ statemant of Lenints
that he quotes is not from thoss, but from his very cuperficlal ph:.lofophic :
worke, opeoifically the 1908 Katerialisn and Bmirio-Critioism E‘Mty the
green light to yulgar matarialiam, This is the ore Stalinists, Knruschevites,

g

o ::ﬁgohts.' and follou-travellers base themsolves cne ’

| No serious Q_t_;xximt of Marxism, especﬁ.any not a phiionq_phér, can dise

S rega.rd the brask in Lenin¥s philosophis thought at the time of the collapae of |

" the Second Tntmrnationdl. For it ia tals faot, at the outweesk of orld Wer I,

which Jed Lenin to reread Hegel and reconsztitutie his owr vem-srr:‘:‘thocs‘;f thoughts |
It 4s then, snd only then, that he began fully to appreciate !;.ho ingeparability

o ‘of .Eegm philosophy from m:'xian philesophic and economic gategories:

I Nothing so lucidly éxpresaes the tranuformation of Lenints visw of o%aoi-y an

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 aots 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 idealimm, i.e. Lo the human foundation.
Whereupon Sartre writes: "iat us make mo misztake; there is no simultane
eous trunscendence of materialism and ideagUsn.." shich Sarire foot-

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

¢ one and the same time Sorire did credit the Marx of 1844 with a

¥ revolutionery realism which could not conceive of "a aubjectivity
’ outside the world nor a world which would not be illuminated by an

’ effort on the part of subjectivity ..."
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' batis of thet balf sentence run, holter-skalter, to ths wild conciualon that
"by & eingle stroke hu (Lenin) vemoves from himself the right to write vhat
he 18 witing" (p. 32n) cpoaka very poor-ly indeed for Sartre®s "oomprehensiva"
‘method, not to nant..‘l.on his (mm:) socholarship,

llo_rw 'then, to return io the cqntoat of thoé fowr gentences by Sarire

“from page 77, which contended that it smo s dialectical conJuring trikk® to
consideu:* "this monstrous abstraction = reification of the rolations of mon e
to be #tia veritable concrete." Firat. let us ncte that Sartre 48 standing
Marax on his head when he oontinues blithely to talk of the marketl?s inexorable
Laws whers Ha.z-x dmnatrated the inexorable laws to nrisa out of produotion.
They. & re, of course, mn.‘..fasted in the maricet, but t.hey cannot (can go_\}) be.

‘ oonh'wa'tad any place but in prodmtion, amd only by human be!.ngs, sgenirinag_v_ |
; the 15borera, who bad .been transformed into appmdsges of mchines but whoan |
'guast for univarsaligx had given birth to 'naw pagsiong®, tkus malc!.ng thom -

tha'foroes for the overt.hrow of capitalism, The mket. no doubt. contributes

something to the nystifinaﬁon of hﬁmn relations since the only th..ng’ that

- relatas men in the market place is money. But that wes not Harx's_ peint,

Or the contrary, Marx insisted that in order to udaratand what is
taking place'in the market it is necessary to lesve it and yo into th;a factor
It i3 there that relaties among men get Mroified®, made ints thiﬁgs. It is 7
there, at that "process of suction® (6), that cap:l.ta.i grows monstrous big,
but, far from belug an Yabstraction™, 38 the "eritable concrete" which "suaks
dry hﬁng labort, and makes it into a thing, Far from thir being the resu 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~
inally (in manuseript form) to ;ave been the ending of CAPITA.L,
Volums I,




~13=
_ gé the Eini-. of Egaduntion. The "inexvrabls hwu" t.hat arise out of thin, cul

_o_ this am aot out of the markek, make inevitable the collapse of the type of

hmum produntive systez that makes man .‘mto & thing,

Marx stutu and restates all tiids in a thousard differeat un,ya, in
uwunnds of places tharoughout all m works == philosophie, economiz, histéric,
and evan-in ‘the analysis of the ralations of works of art to the specificity
of history. Iﬁr:d.st theorotical 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 "langunga"
‘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

' ,'utapian uocialim. praletnrian democracy from g workerst d:!.ctator 1like Inasalle"
or f.ha new (Har:c's) humanism, which unltes materialism and 1dea1:l.m, from _bﬂ_ag;
the vulga.r materialiom of fvulgir communiem" and the de=huranieed bonrgaois '
'(Hegalinn) ﬂdoa.‘l.ism, vhich, despite the revolut.i.onary dialectic, had to

lapze both :Lnto a vulgar ldealization of the Prussiun bureacracy., fus',
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 intellectusl 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 &t 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 Lo sat forth." (pp.83=-4) .
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&omtm-pn-t =fly e half of th-uholamgmm

davoted to the "ua!.qna charcoter® of ixistentislisn ca -aummul in wat
Burtre calle *the Frogreusive-egrosaive Nothod." The *hedef ormulaticn”
eonsiots of &'z'u !'tadnmu.l "ohcmnumn 0ns, e dinloctind knawding

of uan, according to Hogel and Harx, demtinds a new retiocsality" (PR,111);

to, "Our method La houristis: it tanches ssaething new beasuss St Ja at

0502 Yoth mpoo:un and progresatver” (p. 133) dnd, uu'ﬁ. "the totalimatien®,
of paot awd present, and mjlnthn dnto the future)  "Wns defines himali w
s prajeots® (p, 1.50). his is the aew Exlitentialism “integroted®ithin
‘Herziee, or, unum.mw with mmtuun. tmm-m
., "mechanical materislice® of tadsy'c Marzista,"” mﬁd to imlmlo cm
‘-mem digosplines, though 1¢ will et be fully daveloped witil Sertre bas
omlomvawnnot m-m m-w:mwtuuhwmm-am
coaguar "the hunan dizension.™

s againet v-m-:uu Karzis® with its "leterintsa® wnich’ i;amm
man Sate an inert ob.jcat mﬂ thrown him into "t.!w ucm vorld unldnt eqmlhr
conditioned inerting,™ uheve At could change mht.y anly *in the -y tat a

boab, ¥ithout cosing to objey the prineiple of Lnertlio, can deatroy 2
bullding® (p. BSJ. Sartre proposes to work ont what Marx hisself “auggested®,
He holds that I!l!‘:l"l wish to transoent the oppoutiun of externlity and inter-
mlity, of multiplicity and unity, of amlysio znd synthesis, of oature eod

antlenature, Ls sotujally the most profound theorsiiczl ronteibutien of Marxiom,

But these aro suggestions to ba developwds the mistake wuld be to think that
the task i an essy cne." (p. 87, fta,)

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

axperience®, Sartre exolains:

2] state ag & faot, —absolutely no ona.elthe in the ;
the West,writos or speaks a sentance or a wrd shout us and
tesporaries that is not gross error." (p. 1I1)
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Wiy 18 this mater of hncnue 22 amblvalent, contradistory, wo roote
1008 ¢n the warp and woof of Hegelian and Narxian pbilosophy — the thetry of
S116at00n = and o tho Buxion canoept of the actua,
RT3zky vhmro ho should, as "s paiZosoprer of existancen
mMorwummo&m this theory,

Hogellan disleogics, gtcon Hegel "right pide wpv, Ania% the wmuo tine, sen-
arated itwelf frog what Harx called "quite valgar &ad unthinking communipst
tﬁ.lch W "only the logical arpression of private megarty" apd "conpletaly ,
neptod the permonality of man,t Mh the “infuaion of Narxdsn into
Exloteatialisn did not leas e latter to

=~ wicsmy. On the contrary, Ssgrtre is Eosently aatifying Other with Allsaniion

ard pot in Clapg socletiss bud alse in “eonialis: (gic) Sooletlen." Imloed,
\‘ "the new reality” hariily Jifferg Irom the

. 0ld, ard the old as the Sartro of
‘. Wp&cuvoﬂ it,

The substitution of the Proletariat with
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& okpital P for the Mi.vl.dml. and Hiastory of men defining thewsalves by
in:o project rather than the past sesm not to have multod i1 any onharge s@ate

ator lnmtbodohg- ‘ "

mmuraumww that th!Mlohruthmt'ln
cboh'ut Mwlsﬂdmiww, bat & mm_. This leeds
®in to wwite not caly of diffarences in natiomalitise wt.:rmtilﬁmy !hmtltulr, .
ammwumganumeummqmunor s de 3adg, "Sndo's
peuhiu" wa are um. Joins u}.th idat of the anjmal ory to shem the ﬁom‘;@om
rovelntion gave nothing, end k2 pnoolyod at sbout 1794 that he s sxcloded
fron tho funivessslt olass.® (po(127)e Dils 1s later fetiomed W W e
qmn "usen't Toeaidor rendered possible by the growing disnsesion botimen
tho W and the mml.'l.arg faotion of the -cdw.ra 9!' the cmmtha!f'
™ trm tpat the pecple mpportad the Revolution aat trus, to0, that these

~

distress had comtter-seroluilonsry tntenciee.” (pe 121) S

411 that Sartre reaveals hr mtdhotnnuy r_ggg;_gg ﬁu mﬁﬂnﬁt.i.sn _
of !.swomﬂahl.oe mu that ke wme a true son of hourguu society dmumf;ad

by the domttn of the connept of the ba.chmﬂmn of the atezes w0 nro
.swpondhboinmphhorﬂmmuon their owm, mdthnnfn.oumbom..—
aged, lead, and made tomrkthnhtrdwmdprodmo the mare, Ebrh:la !m.:htamn

on ths particular egaingt the ganeral, the concrete «= "incident hy dAroldeath -a
ay agninst the “abutract ddwlogr of u.nj.uruuw". the historic wcﬁt agninat

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 individucl as woll as tho nesses,

Just as one does ot have to encounter "Other™ ag %eli to becoms aware
of anguish, frustration, impoesibility of effecting & union Ealvean congoious.

ness and being in pelnz and Kothingnass, we one does not hive to wit to
eacounter the mxexttexidwartx practicoe. P r.noﬂ the kinmhip. 13273
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Just as 3artre’s disregard of Qutoqm mwm far
from allowing hix to wixase the hwmin condition in its totality, closed all
exity to resclution of contv=distians, = his “emxace” of History €20 the
Essges ap Subjest in the Critique mede 1t mposeibls to open Any doors to

_ revoluticn, Juvt as it sould not be othorwise shien tho hiran condition wis
amchered 1n purpetoal Failcre, Srustration, contingansy o~ all finite sitmtisss
and each & conatantly collapoing finite, 1% could not be otheruisc when tpon
artual history, there wme lwpocod the ontologleal umeation of preoticoe
Anarte who tould ho mide to mave rationelly only through an culalde force —w
'ﬂuio growp Snfusion”s the Party” (7)1t in true that, wheve in mm-
Angnoss &ommumpm.nwe wmiversal, mthom
the woblu s reversad, Bt this was caly the opposite sids of the cans

ooln =» & 'stasiu; a Msting of opposites, mot 8 lve struggle. Just am, du
Belng apd Nethiagnooe, despite the language of spposition, there var fo Mgher
mmﬂ exorging from the contradiction in Tho Hegelisn penec of Id;t. 20 '!..-s- “

the OrStigue there was none in the Marxian sense of spontiawous revolts am

actul olass strugzles, - \vhu'o. in M‘M_’n the pmceu ot eompu
was overrthing, in Critinue, tha terror of the "collocuv!.zy" e averything.

03:1; of neither dosp_there anerge & mothod, a direction, & developmeiit. It sy
be, s8 oge historian put it, that the Critique had traneforned “perpstial
faflure™ 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 &ty
intentionally praplrs sich & ravelution,” ..twrote Sartre n

In the sane way, we cormot call tha
m.-mw'oum utis navies, though thelr Anterssts ssy
coinoide with those of the party valch is working for the reveiue
tiohees Wnid the Americen Fagroos and tiswowrgsols Jeus wmald iz an
equality of ights shich in no way lmplies & change of atructure
in the proparty aystam, ihey ulsh misply to share the priviloges of
their oppressors «ve 'ho silk weavers of Lyons snd the workers of
June, 1846, were not revoluticnaries, hut riotars <c. ho ravoluts
ionarises, on tho othe hand, is dafined by his guing beyond the
situation in vhich he iw phCK’ et

AR i ot M e

te, 2ade

A RCE RSP PR RS S

e e T

‘-‘,\\t".'nll,.-\p\'umwx'e JR o




. R mm. ’ . i
oritical is the facit that the prolsnrint. nw-rthalun. is preeent, not
s cruuv!.ty. es "uur.hlttr'. Alove a1l, the mussos iwro none of the

"husan dimenslon” tho individeas) had in mgm

Itmdtlkmaarmmnym%rm%emd:mhewu-
isg on the questien of philovophy. %o matter what one thowght of Baing ead |
muuemmdﬂlﬁd&hwwnluoﬂumntydiummo
oarefally elahovated, clssaly argesd worie nmtwmawmmm
mmwmwommu«mmmmmmm
uumlhw. mhnmp-usm. L!J'ou-nnimlal. e world
unmﬁum. ndlnothrpwph“ mma.wwmy
nru- urduau.\y um:i.ru aut hio philogophic categorias of Wta-iw
(m‘s aominmm) and’ Boiau-in-l.ualf (ﬂm sbjecta ef mnoium. or ntee

. cpnecions reclity.) to deonstrate that the vy m,q_af the intvadusl
h be tru. In a mort of purgetory cruhd by "llothinmul' the vedd,

cumsoulncal. md the objocta 11; wis oomimu of, t.ho aruu‘l.o we cmm

ag ln thoe co.nﬁwntntm botumn the "for Atself™, and ‘the "m-xmr".

the permtnont frustrations which smded in Yo FxAi" as tho eonfrmuunn with

Eforeother®, only led to the recognition that "Hell ia Other Peopla,® New

1t im tras that the prevallirg thems w4 that "rsspeci: for othaé's rrnedou

4c an ety wids” At siace Sartre's theory of humn relatisns are “bound

1and and foot and confined to but tuo “fuadsnental sttituwies® — tho equally
nfumuhinlndudm—thmomludtommw
gat it

dsplordhle extrexed
angulsh, lonalineasn, frostration in a sort of an Infinilo regrowc.
is also true that this funtsstic and totally false theory of human relationa

yas in conflict with artre's other theory. that of individuel freedom, Now,

on the other hand, the very nature of the Indiviiual, as of the mANRUS, Boeus

to allow hiamself to be reduced to inert practicalliiy.

1 kel it - - .
bk At At S ] 5
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'Rot saly were 3artra'z two thcuriw = that of husan rnhu.m anxt
that of aiividual freedom — 1o srrecoacilabls coarliot but, as Herbert
 Harouso noted. tho theery of MFRER choloe® Atself wider extunt fescle ves
a. ancatws Jokee ilu-hu-_t Marcuse’s asalysis of this as well cs of .tha uge
dixlectionl Ketimdology of entalogleal Mantification of froebe asd frustre-
uon wat's profooad s

it gy o L bl Uy 8 Sl
tabiiehuent as oantological

charseteriatios. A8 such, they are trecstesporally simultaneous and

trvotorally Adentiscl,

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

: .. oholoe, .blscuce ooth cltermatives destroy the "ramlite humsine' :

~ . . whish'is wpoosed ¢o b o fressom: Fstchlished as the looug of freo~
- © o dom An thw midot of a world ef totalitirian oppression, thw Fpureeol,
...mm%uwmuﬂw{mtr&rﬂmnw
-~ quest of the in§ tukl end materisl wrld, but the last mefusse ;
‘of the individus) in an "abeurd world of frustratica and failuro. T
_ In Bartrs®s philosophy this refuge 1o #til} equipped with &1l the
“ paruphunadis g?u h sharaoterised  the koyday of iniividumlistie

o : uooht‘v.."' ( . v .

_ However, tha conclusion that "Hshind the nlhilistic language of
Deisteatialism luris the ideology of fras compotition, froe ini2lative, &m

-equal opportunity” doas rot, it geats to thls writer, hit the nail on the hoats
o real tragedy wan that "bebind” Sartrets minilistio lurke! we nothings
Just nothing. '
werld wes Mabmeed® nothing could, to the isclated Intullaotial, appsar as &
"oreative® Nothingnees, a blank page of history on waich he could write what
hs wished, Sartro, himself, aust have hadt oome recognition ¢hat exiotentisl

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

philosophy had reache an impasso. Low oles ancount for the faotnote wlich:

polnted to a possihle "redical conversiosn! which noould" resolve Lhs

AIRIIN o

irroconcilablo conflicte betveen total ixdividual freedom unrestricted by
Tother, apd tho *funusmental? husan attitudes of sasochlsm am! mllm?

Harbort harcuse, "xistontislism™ (Philosophy and Fhonologloal
‘tomsarch, March, 1948)
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¥o doubt this w3 a vent which the Resistance created for itself, At the
same time,it was slwo a laok of "totalization® thalt. Sartre, s philescpher
Lelt, L(?} It 1s troo that uhat'.w.é "real" to Sartre was the ontologiesl
Aehzmnised "hwan reality", for which the author of Botng and Nothinpness
had S.wuf.ed a now langisge. Bub it is no less true tlmt‘no academio A

philosepher ever degired more desperately, not marely to interpret the w&rld,

but to ohange it.

(5) Viose considerations (the attitudes tending toward mesochism
: . pudpadion) do not eclude ‘the possibility of an ‘othics of
dpliverance and salvation. But this can bo achieved onrly after
% #adical ms%n vhich we cannot ciscugs hero,™ Being and
g ] Pe 99 ) ‘ N
tgatp, VHES s Biogory", Pistory and

¥

, arly, -(Revieving $he—Critigne-in jAsgent
¢ 1661) under the title, "Metaphysical Stalinism® X
. "he only ontity or character in Sartret?s Critiqus

£40% cen be callel human is thus the political group or pariys
ocapared 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 horizon of Being the historicslly limited form of the
Comunict Party of the perisd when Stalin was its leader.” The
weaknogs of that analysis stonmed from the fact that &oel, af ono
and the same time, clomed 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
4%, 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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Mithin Bdedatiolien to treak with 2, sbove a3l & movement
mﬁﬁi‘mmMn wwmuw.um. Tt 45 to sy, to
male hin sve Marxim "ag the rhatlesophy of the aga", the mfgem of wevelutdan.
™o foet, howwver, that to this day, Surtre crodits, not the *deStalinisation®
Amitinted from balow by e East German Revolt in 2953, but the destalinisation
oft1oially proalained by Kirusheher i 1956, for cresting the cosditlms for
'ﬂthWoto cearge cignifies thet thers I8 no new Sartre.

Bartre'a “raddesl coavarsion® to Listoricimm has not mede the Cpigigre

a oore dhlwmnl sty O the contrary, tho Critique Jwrmu ~1% cwer vest i‘!..,la!a
of thovght = from philosophy to scisnae, from Mteraturs to antiropslogy, from
mm-wmummu Mam;morrnduuom to t&uert;m
!’nlef.arht (the elp.thl Pin Sart:re'l). and from history to t’hﬂ time of dw.
: Mit!.mds nmt.m. ind the reason is nctml.‘l,v the sene Lo lnﬂ:wd:_':
fwd!.ftwontn the coatent, the ssthicdology, or, if dearom-c ton
mstc'ot tho dialestio *in laagusge, in thomal mm.wupwnw
momudmmnemma Latuemqﬂsin. momamm
Ratoingnnps yas srrived at, in part, in a fundamental part, bui only in part
asverthaless, from failure to soe the goolal individwal, lhat Karx salled
Thistory and 1ts procons”, Gyosmphssiionecnt seaing pagues meking history,
the dlalectic of libaration, whather it was the "quiet" aivil wer of the 100
your struggle for the shoriening of the working day, or the vpen revalutions
of 1848 or Paris Comsmne, didn't simply Meoncretive” the Hegelian dialsctic as
"an algebra of revolution®, 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 phiilosophy 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 Harx saw magees, not merely as "matter® but as Keamon,

It wmen®t they swho were "precticing’! Marxism, .It mu'm_nm. vho wes
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univorsaliging theis praxis. For s:r&n. however, writing in 1957, it imaft

the wovezent fros prastise —<the Rwigariss Nevolution « GhAU consbitutes
Stho pronndmv of the Uvad," The sum total of these pmc«lm'w w TOGredn-
Aongs end mmdmu-—hurwnhd mtxmnun thopwtmﬂl&yor
ﬂn lived,» (pe 245)But, “the profundity or the lived® 15 “acerpied® not
from Iifs, but from litarature at bert, and, &t wret, froa aare upmuht&nl
thainking/ !-otdmb wes right wicn he wote Fprecicaly beocuse he, Barire,
porsuce spaouletivaly, tite asarch for the fowdation, ke doss pot stiein sny-
thing furamentale” () mistory thare 43 not caly sulcrdicatad to entelogy
MI:I.IOMW sither to "mnpln"ar *amology® Ceorge Mh@iluw.
"au'h-o'l humano dont cosparata, they #ra threw togathe or, &z he pui "
'mhlﬁ.ud'_ see THUE human DALtTa 1o showa by a atats of affairs viich bum
.au\tod rmmbhnaohuoomnnmmnonp @?mn@\ o

lvlnturw it 19 Gt &rtra. -the con.i.tt.nd !nhllmtml. who prsmt-
l.y ch!m &R l&M o!' Marxism, belivves in and bages his activities on,
‘Sartre, the Retetantial phicsopher, is rollowing a strsight lige of baing
groumded in defents and onls defeats, Just s, in the 1930%x, it way mﬁm

the sitedomn atrikes in Francs shish destroyed the protensiens of fascAta

in his native land, nor the Spanish Fevelution in tho other Aurope hui rather
the proletarian defests hy German and Spanish fupoliss that cet the mosd for
Buing argd Jothingness, so it 1s thet, in the 1950%s, it was nelther tho HungiRIAN
Revelution from Comsuniot otalitArisnims nor the African Sevoluhions from
Weatern laparialise that set the mood.wonbmdkins ather, 1t 15 the stutis

of tho exisiing Comunist totalitarianian that set the mood for gusgtion do
fHeghod.
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The anti-SOALINTHE, ANCI-SADIRALISE, paveLitBHary pcity-lnsn;;ooh Antel=

le;tui. impcdf the victin of the absolute division betwsen mantil and wonusl
hhbu- ﬂu clin.x of ceaturies of divhhn.batmon philoscphurs and workers soened
almys to m- beun rndy to hand over the rols of wrkers’ nlr-mmi.plunn into
tiae hands of Hthe Purty" oven thouth ite "ohilosophy” asountsd to ordering the wot=
kers tn work herd and hearder, In the anrtrm aroates o varitable mystigne &
Abmxt 3talinist terror since it in alvays ¥the politisal ;roup" shich 45 the
?.lnn growp? that overooras the "inertia® of the assses: Ptje comuunel frecdos

TR Y B e T T : " i L
PTG BT ey 3 T e 1T 4 2 AT PN b S T .

oreatcs iteelf as terroc.”

- MwnAm-memtmtummmuamkdmmm
rigor afte he booies an adherent Marzia HNistorical Materialima, would;, st :.aass ia
‘.;hc::v. algannt, to end the bifreation betueen subjest and. objac.., wuld eomnﬁn
Bhis projsct or-gow.uiﬂ as the Subjnot appropriating objntivﬁ.tr, mt vnsa voret. ;
;mtud. having 1s34 & foundation for a nupwm of amm.-r, gartee soems zo~ ’
. u].ly ummacuns of the fact that his nﬁhodohgy is at tho eppoli.to polo- mt-.
from Communimm, but from the Harxime of Marx. Duplta 211 rhetoric avout prcx.‘l.l
sarire's nethodology is oo upsurge from praxis, Far from baing eny nalzctra cf rcvw
luthm" Sartroan meiaodelogzy ia the abstraction which :oﬁ.;hw.v to m:.utn- )
‘t4eons and analogy. The "progressive-regr ogaive" wathod u nei.thor Hogelian nor
Marxisn, resembling more thet of the g Left Hozdhlwluhuhhrz. in The Joly
Feaily wroles “Eistory, 1ike truth, hecomes a person gpart, & actapuyaicsl subiact.

of which tha real individuals are mrel; the bearers."
It may not be fair to julge Sartre by the insoapleted Critique, espo-
cially as he announced that the gubjoot of history propm’ would fics} be analymed

in Volime TI. But we cencentratsd on the question of mathod procissly because it is
complete in itself end has been recognised by Sartre Limaalfl &» belonging at the
ond of the whole work since there ism no othed prool of dialoctic nsthodology but
the whole contant of what precedsd it Unfortunately, Sartre also asserted that

rootod in smeercity and the practicow-inert, ccntain "the formal elements
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of*uv h!.ntory.M.lnh u'. indeed, the old shrerenrilal mm of Hogel waish ks ohareoe
tarinad ag the lynthnrt.lc mathed of abstract identiy. mMaving taperisposed abatract
mdu-stmdmg on the cencrote nanifold of astual hiatory which has boea mrm‘-
into objest in the technioal sense i ich lk(d deploted as "rounded 1q itesle as l
Tormel totality and 1adiftecent to dateraination - anothern, (12)00 movemat forwmrd
vas posmihle wxment tbromlontm-. alisn forve,

For Sartre, thars stands, to one side, the shetrastion-arcrxel olemsats
orwhhtaory"—md. to the other, Marxisa, the olass struggils, ﬂmtminﬂo-uistina
but nerix olaghsing in & woy that a transition arises from it, nndmtmwsmm
ml.t.. bp"thopouthnlmtp." rorlhrx. on the other hand, thﬂnolmh "'F"". i

'mwmmmoumu "thsrunlolmtaorwhhmry" mwi.lanl,yone

hixtury “the oomota. the actval, aad ot thit proceas, shich -aonu!.u hoth ﬁho

‘historical und logicsl development, the class struggle as force an:l w losice there "
-.lu 4 bursting of the alass structure., Because dartre hep M:‘.ltorin procsas as ‘

an sbatraction, in atasis, it has rcn!.und mtion-lus. Precisaly beosuve Sarm i
unable to concelve the mggg__ content having Rpocific  farma of movemspt, he is nl- i
ways drives to scaept zn cutside force as the mediatar, Dfml.to his hstred rm- that }
word, driven, Sartre Secms alwmys to obey ita d!.otat.u. t.o use categorias of a low:-
erdor 1ike inert practicality which he hixself bas orested sad wiich preclde sedf.
wmovewant. Just as, in Being and Nothingnesy, the Beingein-itself and Mng»toruif.ﬂﬁ
rmiudnnnpnrtuttheandultmulhrt.m.mm there 18 no self- -
devalapment though the individuval ig now soodal nan, and the piast iz rot rejecied
but recognized as History with a capltal X,

Torought Ques de ode _ Sartre indeed scts as if the "default of Knrd.s

doea not forgive "today's Marxists® for thet defanlt, snd
had begun with Marx., It i3 trus he/sesms to forgive Marx besause it ovidently

could aot bave bewn othorwise in hie pariod where the ohjechive situstion aade it .
_And he 18 ful) of praixs of Earx fg
neceasary for Marx to limit himself to "slarification" of prais detin/oresting
"the elemania"
the "rudiments"/and “suggestions" for others to dovelop theory. Neverthelssa, Afrz

has left thoory in ite "wm;" and sien
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Sartro l‘l'-lrta dnfusing 1% with Bdntanm.uu. they all tura cut to be Mmha
Wiwrs not Mﬁy m&-m Since b wished 5o bard to becsse a Marxist, how
1 could tals have coms aboutt mwmmm;.ummunmmmumw.
1 totad misendorstanting of what 1t is Tt ez meant by prasds, and hio tatel
Wm&%;ﬁ;r to do with not being able "to resd™ Marx, nf
dbponxina®xtel/ fros the proletariat
it the very point whers Sartre thinks that Marx, boosuss be hed to  to
turn to "olarifying® prectice, bad stopped developing theary, Marx hod brcien
‘with tho loupgeols  comoept of theury, creztsd his most oﬂgim:. cencept of theory
. *m W.rl.nd its process™ast only iz the class atrunhe ontzid- i&.ﬁam:
sl o s, o 0 e,
-5 thish e demizating hin,/retfying aia hkw-ﬁihﬁﬁ'f SEeitT the wrkor wan LR
| tinking bis om toughte, EmkiapkomedaTratdetite apreselag ba total 1
| oppomition to the nodo of lanoi both mu.mttallynndwcﬂl_tﬂ.asz_m;er
. strugzle and now human relations with bis fellowworkers, Wiere, iu Nerv, Blsiory |
cuulumboclmﬁzemuuhavohmm g;h gasly strugels’ &m_

of_produstion to Wrst out matlmoualy. creatively "to -tmu o hoavans® ag o
thay had done in the Paris Commune, in Sarire Practice appsara as .i.nwt puaum.‘l.i.w

berelt of all higteris senss and any counsciousness of nenaqumu. Where, 45 Kevx,
Individmlity 1tself arises through history, in Sartrs History means subordination
of individusl ¢o group-in-fusion who alone know whare the scticn is/ m- the
Bxistontialdst used, rightly, to laugh at Communists for thinking man wes born on
his first pay day, Sartre "“the Marxist" sees even as world-thaking an event ae
the Russian Revolutinn, not at ite celf-ssncipatory momont of birth witk 4ite

creatizn of Wwidlly new forms of warkers® rule-eSoviatsesbut rather at tha moment
vhon 1% waz transforwed into opposits with Stalints violorpr the Zotallitsricn !.n.i.i:_!.J
tion of the Five Yoar Plina with thelr foreced labor campsg Horoow frameevp Irials

And yet it i1p the same phllosopher whoses theory of individusl freedom acted ms 2

polarining force for a vhole generation of fouth in the lLmmcdiste postwr pariod

13282 1 the vest, and for mst furope in the wii-1950%s. It is no acoldent,howsver,




K¢, Sust e he developed his wcistarttalined Merxim n iea be loct aut b

vith Narxiste and the"Hew Lafts, or & greot part of 10, teat 15 moving tovard
lmmhueuuupef theary and praciioe thet, w;mumaﬁmm_ '
BEatize, would Ehilosoohinally meat thet ohadlenge €nd make freedon & roadity, ot
an i#su_hclm. "Ia & wrd, 4t 15 20t uo lmh the politioal ro;:ott mzlmt e |
BAs served to brask the cpell of extstentiadim, but the fast {uat he has v more
£Alsd the themrstis void #inco Lenin'n death than have ths ms o

ﬂi?ry. mhn !a fut.

, bon'(eo&s #uboctivitys the philosophy of ecrlstonce fasledvi u-go"uithk&iu
“becausa. 58 bas remained Bubjectivity without a Subject, wist for revolatisg without

. the feraes for mluuon. ssoapise intos Muorid revolution” gunt at the veiy moown .
. *hon Wit 18 required 1o the concretisation} the ity of pillosophy and reioletiou,

L]

*There are times when Ssrtre himgelf felt so. Thus, although one interview, he
refarred to matters he proposed to deal with In Volume IT; he almo said it was .
Mintereating that the reasons why I wes to write exactly the contrary to what I
wanted to write. But thet is another- gub jent altogzether--tha relationshiy of a
man Co the history of his time, Thus, what I will write one doy 18 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 tha analysis
of the Soviet Unien under Stalin "belongs to the second of my Critinue dé a.hlactzge
reagon, but this volume will probably never be published,! I ]




