RRCEN & % ms"'oax-—e \ntory. ATHELEY S
. Concept of Ideology:
Random 'rbun.196'?)

»I By way of Int.rod.GL writos "In postwar ance the philouoph-n-s me rasplved *

not to interpret the worl 4k, Fe
[} faw yrs. it looked as tho tha i‘o‘rces let loocss at-the libeor r
.. g&bridge the map bet.the intollectual slite Zthe massas, But hin.refuud. to bo
?‘MP??TT? rowritten, the rev, did not tutske ce, &the philosophora retur
- studles, Sartre is the inheritor of this failure,"(p. 36\9))‘,,,

says JP3 1
GI./thenr-e tried anew intall.aynthasis.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 hers,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 method w’hieh is 1at to .be stod b_; ‘.H;S ‘dpplie _'

298:“.’11‘ histgry ig' not simply a ergo,it is heen.usa Gonge]l usn

"'~ repre@ents’ the slément of {reedom vitich enables the: partio '

b to elucate themselves thiTo Harx called praxis! :

:th f’i{uture by shaping their circumstances !n accordance with theix

vf ‘slementa of freedom is embedded in the TIME SEQUENCE, inasmuch. as

themsclvez consciously({-.299)to thair fut a_wall &s to tha

PS(pp.Gj-bh n) ' The @ Laloctit—an-s-—moVement, of realit.y

‘ acticql,
of the futm'e as such.''" Thie is

v 8 T _
Qg;ﬂa’-im-ln..amr__c_ag_e_ilea.ds ba.ck %o the trigdd tioull

istenos, essence, freedom,immoraIity. !
ts root. nnuapt:bn

, T : ne:1)
: '(“thit the inherert problems of diala%fy reesoning dre ultimntel_v“oﬂ‘m .m#v*?o )
P - aGL refers you to Part-II of Critique pp.120=12?. where he shows. that qui i
1 ’ v inverting Hegel MIaid bare the trus contradictlqns of paalism, W(JPS 4" phr
o 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 lopiond
- \/ concepts in our heads corrasponcl to 4o : ‘
\.;. MEARIAE of hivtory-meBE be diBwoverdd in the hilstorical process itself,ty
. _ ,‘— - an investigation of men's aotivity, his praxis. CF JFS A(Critigue,p.131)abou:
8 an not.only submit the dialectio,but makes it{RDito me the key ia7
& stated correctly by JPS when he says dualities
be overcorie whon one ¥m,'lays bare- the

. s Existential S“
a0 sofl ONTOLOGY :

- ucture of reality.) This,svidently, is what JFES snte “himsel
T ro do with Critique,now that we are final],j ovnr, Mothod ,&down . to t.ex'h ghich
i PS calls[Theorie des ensombles pratiques aw‘u s TARORY OF HIS. X

— I

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

enormous &very wearirome detour into anthropology.” Trouble bagins ® th

”- ' . 's concept 4f  the Mmractico~inerts "hy which he leoignates the iha
. rela.tad practice of human beings enught up tn the{Immediag their daily.toily.
' - '\*‘ i, ' "Only bond that unites is need in an environment of 8 _ggg}_t-z_."

i’t,ha latter designating at ence & sooial mii: mLL:\.au and & time soouanae f‘rom

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

TS TR AR v*l et tha ""W




by matter. via“igber ‘&the onf‘!l&
) L man."(ch-.p.EZJ.}"Violenoa s tho:"
Rl constant inhuma*lity of human conduet(sicl!) fi\\ \,\ .._:‘;,\f\;- : N NAY Wi e
[ N . 9 .__,-_.w-"“-r,"\-
I SR 0 GLYp. 305 MRttt is(s's) whola theory h{ngas on’ %h:ls
]1 e ; conjunction ¢f altérité & allenstion; it is only
Sl becaune everyone sees in his r:l.'ly the Other that hiatory- has dcv'q
a3 it hes,."GL also correctly calls attention to the faet that the 2 concrete -
© .- -examples -are nothinw nag_tut ha e-baun -often. used--by. historians Sedonomista(l)-
¥ deforestation of Ch.(2) ?th c ot of_pold_fnom.thm selfBdafoating - :
.- attempts. of European govt.-to this withou cauair,p a price rize.:

RS Wlfb\”ﬁ o (g

‘Totalizmation here comes into nits own¥(d SN :
han the dial. of actior,thoughi,ee. = e
P.308:"As a former Cartesian wh% offort of WILL has tur'led

~ "thinker of the modern post-Hegelian kind, 5 remains hal
: " Cartesian probtlem of relating the outside world to tho soli
HIIS at the- game timo his intellectusl consoiBnoe’ telie-hin that HG oUght toS
be thinking:about the ongoing historical process.®q Lufabyvre¥ 'precih R
he" pursuos speculntively ho ‘seatch for the’ i’oundat:l.on. he(b) daas mtf atta

formrer Sta :
E’fﬁ:ﬁl&:&; 8001EL. st socisty in proceus of .

- conatruction ooL.ld ONI.Y(sic :1{ be ...thke indissoluble aggregation. of t.ha
- bm"eaucracy. the Tedror and” (sicl)the cult o.f pm'sonalit\y.s!; .
‘ . The last 2&- p~J

; eserve‘ but it does show the positive in S's contribution as "originﬂ
2 @) +303:"How to say that 'the Whole'lis intelligble is tantamount to
Fhet it- haa identifiable sirusture, . It alsg progupposes, if not an
Time nead not stand
\ s8till to oblige the philosopheN, but theére ars bave to be.
“PRIVILEGED MOMENTS when the process discloses 1ts meaning. In their d:li‘faront
oth Hegel &Marx thought they had lived thru &parceived ‘sugh’ &’ mnment,

makes transparent the ONTOLOGICAY structure of human existence. The’2
together IN THE ACT\hware :
3 e 4 it', neither God nor Natura.Sartre -axpreasly
mat.There is no dialectic- of -neture to- render:
pecia.l cz8s withln the universal process.-ﬂw

- pour_spi - has no need of a metaphysic to sustain-itsoli in its flight from’- he
frozen past of the en—soi,"’

"The thinking thit rz eals lpgic._ci- hist.or,\f at the same t.:l.ma"""t"

Man creates himself & his world. . .History :f
t g8
plausible the humalzH torv aa

agninst B/N IS hare adopts the Mxist pesition that the un being
%consciousness S%ﬁ ‘be. achiwﬁ@:@im.thﬂ pra.xis. j' S:fhat

af. any- rate closed the gap in his own thinking about higfory by im¥s pr;rat.i.ng
an's prexig in the dialectic of bs! sciousnesu@o human. na‘Lura ‘can b
uhown to be of such kind that it{ neaasser% seis theSiistorical procasss’ in;
. motion,. the diehotomy of. phil 1 A BBC m-uo-hts' arcoma.&the world haa,_cau

to be myaterieus, !
e Py TV VYV Tl arare P fixm;{&




R . ,'.,__.;..;.-______ — ;SJ"E-- _“ [

) o

-, ' ."';\ . \"_ R Y ' . S ‘/
‘..“‘" v ) : 1\
' T - ' (“ w \gdr W\ ' ‘%\) '
] . . H_—,-T‘\‘-,_/f‘_._‘__ 3. '“‘ —.’/
e

SARTRE, MARXISYM and HISTORY

R The Doncept of Ideclogy and other Essnys.)b:,r George Lichthein

C{ P. 301) Bub Bartre is' persusded that the meaning Af history can
never be apprasched.by this route, ‘It must be discovered in the .
nistorisal process itself, through an Trvestigation of manfs activity,
Y7 praxis.. The Merxiad antinomiocs of being and conscdiousness, which

/ come to lizht when the Her;alian\ksyntllgg_ig' collapsed, must be overcome

\ .
4 y hrough &n effort to lay bare €3 ontological structure of historic
! I e
e uelure will demonstrate that Man
p

feality, The elucidation of thls str
o Soad not simply submit to the dislectle, but thal he rakes it. .This
d demcnairation-is-ghe subject of what & artre calls his theory of the , .
The t.g_mxbla-bgg:t.nsq.zmhm!%iq,‘:-gﬁ:eign-,g_fﬁ_th_g"l-‘

Y T"'/ ,,,,‘-------'.j"q_'iéaemb‘laa p:_'a.tiqua’sg cene { ; ;'.
6 : /H ‘m 7 which haésiznates the unrelated practice of humari;
F 77 A\oEAES CEGERL up of their daily toil This is done thr,u@

in the immedizcy

s process to whose analysis Sartrs devites.qver handred pages of y

hairsplitting ingenuity. Tie Cinert practicaligjg:'ﬁ of steisty - that is,.

did failure to copprehond itseli'as SORIELY = iz sraced back to its’ '
as-tie blind activity of -1solated beings, eacyq .

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

e 'f&: Fi_}- (p. 307) .. in Book&{%) he expounds at length a pethodological principle::
best described by sayiné that hefiden fies HtotELLLFY With structuref .
{edT Strusture-eEEeTgroup"

. N ‘.5\. Although he makes the point that the "on ,

, K%Xy_ \ {p. 43D) is constituted by human praxls (instead of being "organic! as’' . =

o /<“ Withi"fhe Romantics) t_heﬁrax 5 1, constitules-the. group is precisely .
' ‘ / the ('iher{praciicality’ M@which@m turn\gxenplified no  © -

7
S more tRan & certain community of #stiny imposed Ey@qomgr;éhsnd@~ ——
o /| together, or as he p L Wear Tal Ted B} -
: /A o

gakeiahacessity. rtre's humans do not cooperate: ._tg}_gy_gr'e_'tﬁbun__

darigey, by hungef, b axteri:

N\ preasure.uzy group hostility, by machinery, or simp‘lj l:y*ha.ving waié.
\for the but. /- ‘ .
. —— s

harsh to say, as Lefebvre doos, that "pre~

cisely because he pursues speculatively the search for the foundation,

he does not attain anythlng fundamental,! but one sees what his eritic
Notwithstanding some brilliant excursions into applied

(p. 308) It may seem & trifle

R L]

/ i has in mind, _

L5 T | A sociology, Sartre on the whole rameins. “abstract! in__t_;p_glha rarely

- ;o : b sucgqeds_img;a_gp_ing‘_tgg__hi_sj;pr;gal moment_in its unigueness. "Mat ter!
o [ anil consclousnass®, when brought face to facs, turn out to he Linked only’
- by the tenuous bond af Fis‘own speculatlive constrn’c/tion‘." e
. . B from one stage ty the nd¥t is managed anly with the greatest dif sulty, -
= : %: ‘arg devoted to the analysis..of-static re'IZtig')'(-

e (e},g__b_uggjned “of pagos, , )
stiips; and Linally t!i@ from being an intelligible principld

£ historical existonceér—egtomat ar;ﬁrjz__iependent motive force. Yone of this

Y . \Ms surprising te the siudent of his earlier work, or imleed of the literary

' 3 : "'a{nd philosophical tradition in which ha grew up. R \>~ ]
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_ (pe 31%) .| What Man experiences in history (and at & remove in thisking .
abopt-At) is simply his own boing as it comes back to him mediated by
the timowsaquetices The thinking that ravaals the logiz of kRistory at

. the same, mkkes Transparent the bntological isiructure of haman

; 8 tWG gome togetlier i the gl yhercby Man creates Kinsslf
is world. . Hlstofy I8 caua sui. Taere is nothing "behind 1t", nefther:
God nor Nature, rire expressly refuses to ground historical matecialism .

in dialectical mﬁ.arialismg.‘ There is no dislestic of nature to render

plausible the human story as a spocial case within the univerzal: LLEY
P our-sol has no need of a metaphysic to sustaln 1tself in i{%
om the Trazen past” H‘?h?‘ﬁ:?-’iﬁﬁ“‘ﬂnﬁ'it“mgdS*ts'%.é"ﬁia“r“éﬁﬁg ‘thatd
“hds mate the World ol histeTF amd can never cease to‘project ‘itsel:
Porverd in an endlesz quest for a union that cannot ba 2

ared with LIEtre-ei.le neant the principal diffarence’ a.pps-ér_ s to

*hat while in that work Sartre presented human existence. as a
-attempt to realize the Unio§n’ of ‘being and consiousness: (en=sc
" he kas ncw adopted iha Marxist position that_the project. is exp

. v(—/ ‘through history” 'a/ﬁgﬁﬁ'hr‘"thi't mey be,-he han at any.rat
RV A - gApTinTkisoun t # about history by inccrpog::ating man's praxid
‘,“’ . we the'dlalectic of being and consciousness. soes Jl{‘x'fom tlis ‘opposite
\_\_uﬂ+l 9‘7./) peint, Sartre's Marxist cpitics have denouncod t.ﬁa_attempt to" subord

Hp human praxis to ohtology. YConcelvably Sartre his o oached himpelf: amd "

i"allen—-batween_tha,pasitiuua.b.a—seakrto—~trgnscend X1t iz norothels
~—&pparent that his tour de force has created B-new #itiation for the’’
philosophy of history: things are never goifg to Le quite the .same: ,
For whatever hea may have failod to do, Sartre has demonstrat, «fha '
"historicism" is pushed td its furihest Jimit, 5% bocomes- g(',\_selﬂ,-,co £,
position and thus has to bo taken seriously, - TN _

h . ‘.,;_..___'_l_;,.r-‘—%/

ye

e




