
.·,.want destroy ideas of Essence and Subetance& have phl.l, beilo1!ie 
· existence,. Real1 ty cannot be reduced to sc leiit.ific 

DISCUSSION. NicoLas. Eerdiaeffi, .p. "ontol~gy 1&: 1~possibl·e· 
·--E:i1-stetJt1u..l·put,)t-o.r -vtt:w .• Yet H611Jeggel"- &~artre wtt,rt~ ··t..o: 
rational ontology, Sartre even more th•n Heldegger, 

··"Moreover, l am n·ot at 
that the idea of Nothingno•s iu Sartre. approximates the 

Nothingr.ess. i ' gol.~OR HEG~"' NOTHJl .. , ' !-.lAS FOSI!;I:V~:F~·:··~···:~~;iJ~~i~~i~ . BECl!UIBE THE UTU CO~!E.3 FRO '- • cr3TS ONLY BY VIRTUE OF.-, 
NOTHINGNESS, v"tr - "-"iii' , Ra-t.he-r;-r-have 
1mpressioll. that accord 1'ng t.o sartre being begins to 

··.-·rot internally u~der the infl,ueuoe of Nc.thinsnees,· -N~:·~~~l~.~;~' 
put~efaction of be ins •. ~'hh· is NOT AT ALL IN, HEGEL'. ~kf_G~.-'':{1;~ 

would naver have said suoh a thins; . 
"l'ihY -is ontolo0y 1mposo1l:ll·J?Beci · 

ah!ays a knowledse object,ifying existeuce, .·.so •thl>l:' ,in ontoliJi;!'":,~~ 
every ontology--existence var.ishao,,. It .iH only in subJe:c 
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;Excerpts from/A Short Hls,of EJt1stent1al~am by, Jean.' Wahl . 
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N,Berdayeff:'.' For~,NotJ::.lngnese has cs1t1ve result2.' beo 
. the utux-e o ollie a from;( axis s on y by virtue of, 

. Not~ gness, I do.~ot see th in Bartra. Rather,I 
he.ve the iml'l' . s s ion ha t_s.=x:dt o Bartra being 
begins to mpose o rot. internal under the 
influence of No" , a putrefaction . 
of being. This is not at all Hegel's notlon,&he would 
11ever have ca1d auoh a thing," · 
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