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SARTRE'S SEARCH FOR A METHAD TO UNDERMINE MARXISM

L.

In 195( Sarire had written an eosay. _yhich he bad entitled “En Bhan-

tigli=zm and Marxism" ard published in the Pelish Jouraal Tworgzosc. . later, he
tells us, he 2liered it "considerzbly so as to adapt it to o tie nesds of French
readers” and published it in his cwm journal, Les Temps i{cdérnes, In 1900 tha
sysay reappeared as the Introduction 3111 pageﬁ of His mzssiva (795 pages).
Critique de la Rajomon Dislecticue, Volume I, and was entitled Sear<h For A YMethod¥,
' Tn %his form 3% bas now been published a5 & sepa.ra.te booic 181 pe.gﬂ .

It is difficult to kmow wha.t to make out of Search rork ethod.
In part, and only in part, this is duve to the fact that it is Intweduetion T &
work we do not have in Lnalish and vhich hus, in any cece, not yet been completed.
Yot it is no accident that the booi: under considersticn here had undergone three
different types of publications before, in its sixth year, it came cut at an in-
dependent work. Sartre himself felt that it "logically" belonged at.the end of
the C:r'itigue since it comprised the method for which the Critigue laid the founda-
tions, As & philosopher, Sartre knows well thut methodology is the moot concentre-
ted expression of theory, a result of a complex interaction of the spirit of-the
times, class baso, theoretical analysis, prectical activity, including a struggle
with rival theories, rival praxis, rival methodologies. In & word, to use ocne that
is a favorite with Sartrs, it is & "{otalization," By this it must be ;judged..

* Search For A Hethod by Jean-Paul Sartre. Translasted by Hazel E. Barnmes. (Wew
York, Alired A. Xnopf, 1963)
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And, indeed, the difliculty in understunding vhst Sartre is trying to say is,
fundamentally, not related to the bock being only an introduction to a work that
io only half finighed. Rather the difficulty arises from the fact that Search
Tor A ulethod is weightod down by contradictory stetemonth.’

Take the centrzl thesie, that Merxism, and only Marxism, is the
philosopky of our age, while Ixictentiali=m ie only Van ideclogy', "an enclave
inside ¥arxisa,® ( p. oxxiv) It iz stated, Peried, The argumentution that fol-
lowa over the ncxt 181 pages c¢ontradicts 4his exther directly or irdirectly. For,
waile Existentialiam kas, “in general", been demoted to & "parasitic system which
lives on the mzrgins of reel sciencze”, specifisclly it has noved forwmard while
“Earxism stopped.™ 1p.21) This is suppoued to refer, not o the "Harxism of Marx"
but to "today's Usrxists," Nevertheoless, ss we shall see, it is not "ioday's
Harxists" Sartre is undermining, "Todey's Marxists", s very loose expression at
best, becomes, in the hinds of Sarire; a cover~ull nei only of Communists, Trotsky-
ists, ex~Trotskyists, and inderencdsnt idarxists of all sorts, but of Marx himsell

- insofar as bis theory, saye Smrtre, is only "in its infancy." (p.30)

Neveriheless, this book is of the essence te the naw Sarire, the
one who proclaims himsulf a derxist, properly de-Stalinized ("Stalinized Harxism
assumes sn air of imnobility ..." p.125) ; properly condescending to "revisionisn
{"As for 'revisionism', thic is’ either a truism or en absurdity." p.7)j and, in
his own eyes, sufficiently de-existentialiseds "I consider ifarxiem the one philo-

sophy of our time whick we cennot go beyond." (p.xxiv) -

_ The central core of all of Sartre's oriticism of "today's Jarriste"
rects on the accusation that they hove become "dogmatists" who fail to aee the
particular individual, the given events, the facts, the concrote experiaente, the
new; in a word, reality, and have therefcre czused "tbe temporary arrest of Hary-
_iam." (p.89). Since the essay was origirally written in 1957 for a Polish periodi-
.cal, we shall stert with the reclity of thet Historic period -- the crushed Hun-
garian Revolution, It is, moreover, the cnly current avent Sartre deals with; all
the rest of the book concerns iteelf with such pressing realitiep as the Great -
Trench Revolution at the end of the 18th cemiury, literature in gonaral snd Flau—
bert's Jdadame Bovary in particulur, anthropelogy, microphysice, posychoanalysis,

and other analyses by "toduy's Marxiste" — or elee it is on 2 subject "teday's
Marxists" huave fziled to analyze. ’

Sartre!s Distorted View of Reality

Sartre rices to ever new hei.his of indignation againat "today's
Harxiste" who had, before "tke second Sovist intervention” (p.23), on November 4,
1956, alre:dy made up their min's, thereby displaying tleir method "in all its
nakednesa” to be one "which reduces the fects in Hungery to a 'Soviust asct of zgures-
sion ageinst the democracy of Torkers Committess.'"(p.34) Sartre bemocans this
fact as well as the fact thut, even thougn news, "a grest deal of news" poured
forth only afterwards, "I have not board it sald that even one darxist cbanged his

opinion." (p.23)

: Although Sartre himsalf hed opposad the bloody suppressior of the
Hungarian Revolution by Russian might, at least on the ground that it was "not necer-
sary", nor enhanced the "security of socialism", he hers pours forth his indignation,
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not against the Russian gountel= revolutionaries, but those of neodpy'e Marxista"
whooe "method in all ite Takocneca" was wuoed to make a new category of the Workers!
Counoils ap "a democratic ipnstitution'tong con even maeintein thet they bear with-
in them the future of the socialist socioty," Sartre continued,™ But this does

not alter the fect that they did not exist in Hungury at the time of the first
Soviet interventions and thelr appearance during the Insurrection was much too
brief and too troubled for ua to be able to speci of an ORCANIZED democricy."
(p.24, my cophasis, TD) ‘

Because the Yorkers!' Councils werse not an or@nized demooracy,
neatly packaged for the modern Kierkeganrdian of the Hungurpasgable opaguensac.™
{ p. 9n), because the spontancous, gsalf-orgenizetion of the Touncils pad a 1ife
ibat "was much 100 brief end too troubled”, {(p.24) <“his consequence of their
forced suppression becomes the gufficient ground for the dromatist Sartre's pre-
Ference of spesking about the Hungarian Revolutlon && ngha tragedy’’ rather than
she elemental creativity. Sartre wants us, not to build a philosophy of freedon
n that reality, op ket "unsurpassable singularity of the bumen adventure', on
seat unaymed mess facing the armed, organized, state migut, Fe are supposad, in-

“2sd, to follow Sartre in gomning a full suit of adminisixsiive armor to ocover
np Existentialism's’ distorted view of reulity, in 21l its pekedness.

. . We have already quoted Sartre's gratuitous remark on "rsvisianism.“(l)
-r.¢ myriad of new, tendencles —- whethor expressed by Hungarian ravolutionaries ot
salish non-revolutionaries, by intellectusls or workers, by youth newly aspiring
. 4o “socialiet Humanism", or old Communists like Imrs Nagy upon whom freedom £ight-
 ers suddenly thrust new leadership —= one end 211 of these 1iving forces, the true
humen dimension, ged head-shrunk into a non~differentiated category, nravisionien”; .
aud shrugged ofY with a "gespite their good intentions..," The fact that the ap~
aelotion wes not theirs, but that of "Other", their tormentors, Khrusbehev and Hao,
who have long since trensformed Earx's toecory of liberation into gtate-capitalist
erniavemént does not sesn to disturb the philosopher of existence. Though those
o fought for freedom from Russian: Communist overlovdship ware: the real Maxistenis”
in %he Poland of 1957 whom Sarire was sddressing, the puileoopher of "the indivi-
dual" "didn't take time out to personaiize a Bingle one — unlesc the questionable
choice of that time and that place for launching an attack on the only truly origi-
nal Communist philosopher whe finally got awept up by the revolution in his netive.
land — George lukacs — can be called vperaonclization' s "It is not by chance
that Iukacs — Lukacs who so often violatbe history — has found in 1956 the beot
definition of this frogen Marxism." {p.28) - '

Now it would be eesy, all too easy to-disecount Sartre as & mere
f£allow~traveler. e would then, however, miss the main point: the ecompulsion for
Savtra's first return tophilosopby since the publication of Being and Nothingness
iwenty years ago. The totelity of the orisis, on tha one band, snd the uncompro-
mising stands of the Freedom NOW movement, on tbe other haud, demand- that we face
reality not one-sidedly hut philorophically, AS 4 Wy of life and as a comprehensive
view. :

As Sartre Sees Himself Now, and A3 Ha Is

First, it must be stited that Sartre!s "Question de methode" {wrongly
translated( 2) as Search For & Method) is not & gsearch for, but a pronouncenent of,
a method, Sartre expects the whole world to sit up and linten becouse our age
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"demands a new rationality. Beceuse nobody has been willing to establish this
rationality within experience, I state o3 & fact".=—— Sartre loudly proolaims
"abaclutely no one, either in ths Ias%t or in ths Wezi, writes or speaks a sentence
or & word about us and our contemporarive that ls not groes error," (p.111)

Sartre's declaration thst 'mobody ...absolutely no one" knowa how
1o utter anything that is not "grose error” directs iis sharpest arrows againat
"today's Sarxists.,” Not only coes the larxism of Harx, lowever, remain, supposed-
ly, inviolate, but the rerity of "the periodsof philosophical creation are rare"
is stressed: “"Betwean the seventeenth century and the twentietk, I se: three such -
periods, which I would designute by tha names of {he men who dominated them: there
is the 'moment® of Descartes and locke, that of Kant and Hegel, finally that of
Harx." (p.7) As ageinst the creative philosophy of Marx, which remains valid for
our day, Existenitielisw, says the founder of French existentialism, “is a parasi-
tical system living on the wargin of Knowledge, which st Tirst it opposed but into
which today it seeks to bLe integruted,” (p.8) The very last words of the book re—
iterete this thesis: "The comments which we heve made in the course of the present
essay are directed ~— to the mcdest limit of our capah:.hties — towards hastening
the moment of that dissolution."(p.181) . -

Daepito this most catogoric atutement, Sertre fails to act out his
commitment. It remains altogether unclear, for emple, why he docen't do what
"today's Merxists" seem incapable of deing, Instead of rising G to the cballienge
to resuscitete Marxiasm in its original state, Sartre not only holds on to the -
autonomy of French existentialisn but aleo parades proudly ite origins in Kierke-
gacrd, This, despite the fact thut Sartre attributes' the reappeerance of "the
Dane", at the beginning of the 20th century, to the fact that it was a time "when
‘people wili take it into their heads to fight against Marxism by opposing to it
pluralisms, ambigu:.t:-.es, paradoxes ..." {ps 15)

'

Nor doas Sartre f":mch from using hmsalf ags an example of Harx's
dictum, that the ruling ldeas of any epoch are the ideas of the ruling olass, In-
‘deed, he gces so for as to say that what the students of his day Qid Yo oppose .
_“the sweet dreams of our professors" was to becoms proponents of "violence" s "It
.was & wretobed violence {insults, brawls, suicides, murders, irreparable catastro~
phes) which risked leading us to fascism ..." (p.20) The wer, however, "shattered
the worn structures of our thought" and they "discovered the world.," (p.2l) They
were then Yconvinced at one and the sume time that historical meterislism furnished
the only valid interpretation of history end that existentialism remained the only
concrete approsoh to reality.”(p.21) Though the contradiction in this attitude

is now so apparent t¢ him that he wants existentislisa "o be integrated into

M arxism", Sartre takes considerable time out to show how "Marxism, after drawing
us to it as the moon draws the tides ... 2bruptly left us stranded, Marxism

stopped.” (p.21)

Again, the reference to Marxism is supposed to be the Marxism of
"$oday's tarxists", "lagy MHerzism", Again, Sartre gives no reply to the obvious
question, why didn't the existentialists “totalize" their experiences and inte-
grate them into "the whole." If wo are to find ocut wh,,r, we will have to do our
own digging. It is necessary to begin our journey downward intoe Sarireist ideology
by makin, sure tbet we do not allow his_general oath of allegiance to Marxiem to
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blind us toward the profusion of hig specific departures from "dogmes", that is
to say, the heart and soul, sinewe ard bones of Marxizm,

Somewhere D, H, Lawrence wrote: “Never trust the artist, Trust
A careful reading of Sartre's book will roveal quite s tale as

the tale." (3)
s Testate the tarxism of Yarx for our age.

to vhy Sartre didn't, end couldn't
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Lgrx's Theory of Knowledge and the Fetiskiam of Commodities

Altaough Sartre always capitalizes Knowledge when he is referring
to Marx's philosophy to signify that this is nthe whole", in which Zxistentialism
ig but an "enclave", Sartre, in a footnce (pp.32-3), stetes that "the theory of
knowledge continues to be the weak point in tlarxism.” Sartre drawz this conclusion
zfter he bas gquoted one centence from Marx on the matericlizt conception of hig-
tory, and one from Lenin on consciousness as "reflection of being", after which
Sartrs remerke triumvhantliy: "In both geses it is e matter ol suppressing subjec—
tivity; with Marr, we ere pleced beyond it; with lenin on this side of it." (p.32n}
That this beseless generalization flies in the face both of all Marx wrote and all
Mars did does not deter Sartre. He stubbornly mainteine thst the sentence he guoted
Prom Marx -— that "The muterialist concepiion of the worid signifies sinply the
conception of nuture as it is without any roreign addition.” —— amounts to _nothing
less horrific than this: "Having stripped avay all subjectivity and having assimil-
ated himself intc pure objective truth, he{liarx): wallks in & world of objeots in-
habited by object-men." (p.32n) :

. And, one agein: "Both (the refersnce is 2gsin to-the siigle quota-
.tion from Marx and the hulf of onc gentonce from Lenin) of these congeptions emount
to breaking man's real rélation with histoxy, since in the firvet, lknowing is pure
theory, e non-situsted observing, end in the second, it is a gimple passivity."
'(‘p.32n5' Thess straw ideas thit Sartre bas Jjust strung up and ettributed to liarx
and Lenin he labels Manti-dinlecticel”,and “pro-Marxist" {p.33n, emphasis is
Sartre's). He notes condescentingly thut "in Marx's vemarks on the practigal ag-
pecte of truth and on the generel relations of theory and praxis, it would be easy
to discover the rudiments of a realistis epistemology which hns never been devel-
oped.” {p.33n) Proviously he bad assured us that the "sclerosis" in ilarxisn
did ™no%  correspond to noxmal aging ... Faxr from being exhausted, larxism is still
very young, almost in its infancys it hap scarcely begun to develop,” Despite
the feot that Sertre has proclaimed Harxism to be "$he one philesophy of our time, ™ .
and despite the fact thet it will, gquite obviously, teke a Sartre to develop the
Wrudiments" for an epistemology in liarzism, Sartre considers his whole work, even
after the infusion of Ixistentinlizu inte idarxiem to be “a prolegomensg” to any
future anthropology. We, however, muct follow the logic here as he leaves Chapter
I, entitled, "Marxiem and Existentislism," :

. ¥
: By the second chapter, "The Problem of Mediationa and Auxiliary
Disciplines," Sartre will stump — and this tims not only in footnotes but directly
within his main text - where angels, st least knowladgeable anes, would fear fo
troad -- the domuin of o.e of Harx's most oviginal discoveries -- the fantastic
form of the appearance of production relations among men as exchange of thingat
the fetishism of commodities.

Hare is wbat Sortre writes: "The theory of fetishism, outlined
by Karx, has never been developed; furthermore, it could not be extended to
cover all social realities. Thus Marxism, while rejecting organioimm, lacks
weapons againet it. Marxism considers the market & thing and holds that its in-
exorable laws contribute to reifying the relations among men. Fut when suddenly —
to use Henri Lefebvra's (a "todey'sm iarxist rd) terms — a dialecticel conjuring
trick showa us this monstrous abstrection as the veritable concrete...then we believe
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that we are returned to Hegelian idenlism." {p.77)

One would be bard put to metch the number of errors Sartre succeads
in squeezing into lees than four sentences, Judged by them, Marx has wasted the
arduous labor he put into the creation of the thres volunes of CAPITAL, which
aims at establishing that both the pivot of his theory, ss well as the actuality,
of capitalism is not to be found in the market — the favorite hunting ground of
utopiens, underconsumptionists and capitzlistic tuyers of labor power —— but it is
to be found in the process of production, and anly thers. : . ‘

But, first, it I8 necessary to deal with aititudes rather than con-
tert. For the moment, therefore, we'll sct aside its vast. accumulation of errors,
and consider only the superficiality of Sartre's approach. Contrast it to Marx's
attitude that, despite a guarter of a century of labor that went into the comple-
tion of CATITAL, led him to introduce some fundemental revisions in the second edi-
tion of his work, and precisely on the two voints raised by Sartres the fetishism
of commodities and the inexorable laws of capitalist developmment which go to make
up its "law of motion." Between the first edition of Volume I, in 1867, and the
second edition, in 1872, nothing less historic ocourred than the Peris Commune,
This brought about, “af one end the ssme ting " =~ & favorite phrasa of Sartre's
whenever he is about to force a unity between two irveconsilable opposites, but
which we use purely factuslly — Marx's profound historical work, ,The Civil Var

in France, and a new edition of kis greatest theoretical work.

In Civil War in France Karx, elaborated a new theory of a workera'
state, rooted in the reality tbat the Farisiane hnd “stormed the heavens' and "at
last disoovered the political fowm in which to work out lebor's econcmic emancipa-
tion." The new form of humen-relations established during the Commune ~- though
its oxistence too had been "too brief and too troubled" — had so illuminated .
Harx's conception of the whole yuestion of "the form cof value", iie, , the fetish.
ism' of commodities, 'am will 2s the "inevitable® collapse of capitalism, that he
decided to make fundmsental additicns to CAPITAL. These he considered of such
great significance that he acked those who had aircady read the work, to reed the
new edition since it contuined "s seientific value independent of the original."
In the Afterword to the French edition, he calls attention to the fact that. he
changed the meciion dealing with fetishism "ip a significunt manner," We . sssume
Sartre has this edition since it is %he avandard one and we bope he alsc has an
1867 edition. A compirisen.of the two will show that, where in 1867, Marx laid
the main emphasie on the form of value giving the relations of men in production
the fantastie mppearance of a relation of things, in the 1872 edition Marx shifts
the emphesis to ths neceseity of that form of appearsnce becuuse that is, in $xuth,
what relations of people ares at the point of produz('t}om "material relations be~
tween persons and social Telatiuns betwr en things," 4 '

This, by no weans, complotes the history and significsnce of the
ohanges Marx introduced into the srenech editions, chonges which included, in an
expanaion of those "inexorable laws" of ocapitalist production, a prediction abvout
the tllgimate form of centraliczation of capital which we today ozll siate-capital-
ism,\ 5 Here, howsver, we must limit ourselves to the ralationsbip of the gques~
tion of fetishism to the personalitios Sarire chosc to attack in that footnote on
"subjectivity," The only one, basides llarx, who wos singled out for attack wes
Lenin, Now it happena thet, while Lenin wrote meny profound econemic studies of
oapitaliom's "inexorable lawa", both in theory and in the Russian actuality, his
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pbilosophic works were quite superficizl, and with the 1908 nmajor study ——
Haterizlicgn and HEmpirio-Criticism —— he gave the green light to vulger material-
ism, Thie is the one Stalinisis, Khrushchevites, Maoists, and fellow-travellers

bage themselves on.

No serious student of llarxism, especially not a philosopher, has
eny right to disregard the bresk in Lenin's philosophic thought at the time of
the oollapse of the Second Intern:tional, For it is this fect, at the outbreak
of Vorld “Jar I, which led Lenin to reruad Hegel and reconstitute his own very .
method of thought. It is then, znd only then, theat ke begun fully to appreciate
the inseparability of Hegelian philsophy from Marxian philesophic and etonomic
categorisy. As lenin himself expressed it in his mew (1915) PHILOSOPHIC NOTEBOOKS:
YAphorism: It is impossible fully to grasp M¥arx's Japital, and especially its
" first chapter, if you have not studied through end underatood thas whole of Hegells
Logic. Consequently, none of the Harxists for the pact 1/2 century have under-

stood Harz!i?

That Lenin included himselfl emong the arxists who bad not fully
grapsed CAPITAL, "especially its first chapter", which includes the section on
fetishisms, is, however, in this 1nsta.nce, not half as important as the continu-
oua stress he put on the theor_; of knowledge, and the role of practice in the
theory of knowledge, both in Hegel and in larxz, It led Lenin to this phenomenal
conclusion: "Alias: Man's cognition not only roflects the objective world, but
creates it." For scme one in 1963 (or 1960, if you wish to consider only the
French publication date) to write as if, to lLenin, consciousness was only the re-
flection of being "at best an approzimately accurate reflection” and on the basis
of that balf sentence run, heltsr-ckelter, to the wild conclusion ihat 'by &
single stroke he (lLenin) removes from himself the right to write what he ie writ-
ing" {p. 32n) spet.ks very poorly indeed for Sartre's "comprehensive" method, not

to mention nis scholarahip. .

New then, to return to the content of those four centences by
Sartre from page 77 which contended that it was "a dialeciical conjuring trick"
to consider "this monstrous abstraction" — reification of the relations of men —
to be "the veritable concrete.,” PFirst, let us note that Sartre is standing Marx
on his head when ke cantinues blithely to talk of the merket's inexoruble laws
Yhere Marx demonstrated the inexorable laws to arise out of production. They are,
of course, manifested in the market, but they cannot (cen not) be controverted -
any place but in production, &«nd only by huzan beings, zpscifically the labarers,
who bad been transformed into appendages of machines but whose Yqueat for univer-
pality" had given birth to "new pasaions", thus meking them the forces for the
overthrow of capiteiism, The markot, no doubt, c¢tntributes something to the my-
stification of human releticns since the only things that reletes men in the mar—
kot place is money., But that wac not uarr's peint.

On the contrary, ilarx insisted that in order to understand what is
taking place in the market it is necessary to leave it apd go into the factory.
It ia there that relations among men(ggt "rei’ied" made into thinges. It is

there, at that “process of suction" that cap:.tal growe monstrous big, but,
far from being an "abstraction", is tha "veritable concrets" which "eucks dry liv-
ing labor", and makes it into & thing. Far from thie being the result of "a dia-
lectical conjuring trick", it is the literal truth of relations of men at the poin’

4151




-.9-

of production, The "inexorable laws" that arise cut of this, out of this and not
out of the market make ineviteble the collapse of the tyre of insene productive
systat that wakes man into a thing,

Harx states and restates 8ll thia in g thousand different ways, in
thousands of placas throughout all his works e philosophic, economic, historic,
and even in the analyois of the relationa of works of art to the apeoificity of
bistory., Marxist theorstical battlefieids are strewn with the boneg of those,
including tho martyred revolutionary, Rasa Lluxemburg, whe thought that this talk
of lebor as cepital was not reality, but only a matiar of "language." Y¥arx, on
the contrary, states over and over £nd over again, thet unless cne grasps this,

61 _this, there is nothing to distinguish "scientific!" from utopian soclaliam,
proletsrian democracy Tron "a workers' dictater like Iessalle", or the new (Harx's)
bumanisn, which unites materialism and idealism, from both the vulgar materialism
of "wulgar communism" and the de~tmenizad bourgeois {(Regelian) idealism, which,
despite the revolutionary dialectic, hed to lapse back into & vulgar idealization
of the Prussian bureaucracy, "Thus," concluded also the young Merx, “nothing
need be said of Hegelts adaptation to religion, the siate, ete, for this lie is
the lie of his Prineiple,” . o )

And thus also, the chepter in Sartre's book which ie supposad to

. 'be a plea "to recenguer man within darxian" (p.83), enda, instend, -with a plea

for integration of intelleotuel disciplines ~= and from "the West" at that{ e
have shown that dialectical meterialism is reduced to its own skeleton if it does
not integrate into itsels Lertain Western disciplines," concludes Sartre, "Our
examples bave revealed at the heart of this philosophy a lack of any. conorate
anthropology .,.. The default of Marxism hag led ua to
curselves ,,, according to principles which givs our id
prineiples which we

h ' ‘ II,
The Dcmiha.nt -DoEatiam of Sartre
—— and this writer

of the disintegration of bourgeois angd petty~bourgeois
fhought under the blows of Depression, Fagoism, and the Fall of France — the bock
was a carefully elaborated, closely argued woric. Mhig is not true of Search For
4 Method. Where not totally ‘wrong, its argumentation is verfunctery, It jumps
all over vast fields of thought «— from philosophy to acience, from literature o
anthropology, from economics to psychoanalysia, from analyses of revolutione to
those of the Proletariat {the capital P is Sartre's ), and from history to the
time of day. But it lapds nowhers, ‘ '

Its rootlessness leaves a deep gap in the book, which is not due to
the faot that we huve not s-en the whole work. Rather it ig of the essence to the
whole work. The abyss opened up here (§_earch For 4 Method) will be the more glarw
ing in CRITIQUE DE Ia RAISON DIALE:CTIC_UE, Yol, I. Let's follow the indications
in the work we?re reviewing. "Sadels pesainicm,” writeas the uniguely equipped
dramatiat Sartre, "joine that of the manuel laborer, to whom the bourgeois revolu~
tion gave nothing, and who)percaived at about 1794 that ks was excluded from the

'universal' cless,” (p,117
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Now, Sade's pessimism “joined" that of the senual laborer neither
in theory, nor in lifej neither in the epecificity of the act, nor in the given
gituation. Novwhers, in fact, except in the head of the Exiatentialist Sartre
could "the lived hope of & noble, outlawed by his class" {pe 116) "join" that of
the manunl lsborer who by the very fact of being "excluded from the tuniversal!
clasa", would gain that "quest for true universality'which would lead him, not to
sadism, but to revelution.

All that Sartre reveals by intellectually forcing the unificatlon
of the irreconcilables is that he is & trus gon of bourgeois soctaty dominated by
the dogmatism of the concept of the backwardnesa of the mrsses who are supposed
to be incapable of thinking on their own, and therefore rust be managed, led, and
made to work the harder and produce the more. 3By his insistence on the particular
egainst the gensral, the oonerste — “ineident by incident —— as against the “ab-~
stract ideoclogy of universelity", the historic event against the s priori judgment,
Uabsolute empiricicn” as against dogmatism, Sartre may bave destroyed as many dog—
metisme as he cleims, But one, unstated, yei all~perveding dogmetiss continues teo
be the underlying motif of all Sarire thinks, writes, does. It is the dogmatism
of the beckwsrdness of the masses. _

Sartre seems to Tevel in "revealing' that the Proletariat is no¥
“an abstract ideology of unilversality", but a ooncrote separatensss: "There is more
than one Proleteriat, simply because there are national groups which have developed.
differentiy.,” (p.89) Or Sartre will ask rhetorically: Myentt Thermidor render-
od poasible by the growing dissenaion tetween tke sans-culottes and controlling
faction of the members of the Convention?" {pp.126~1) And then the shooking
conclusion: "It is true that the people supporied the Revoluticn and true; too,
thet their distress had counter-revolutionaTy tendencies. (p.121)

‘ He gees "“counter—revolutionnry tendencies" everywhere — exoept,

of course, in himeclf, and in the Comnunist Party, which even when it perpetrates
actual counter-revolution.ry acte, continues io remain "“the only revclutionary
Farty." He held such 2 position during the Rssistance, where, as againat the
Communist Perty which knows where it is going, he. holds that the non—Comaunist
Resisters had but one theme: "We are fighting the Germani,{)but this does not give

us any right over the period which will follow the Waz." He held such a
position after Liberation, as the guotetion from his 1946 writireg? ventifies to

° his misconception of the CP as “the only revolutiorery party." Ten years
later, during the actual Communist supprescion of the Hungarien Rovolution, Sartrets
opposition is restrained by thoughts of "the security of scciallam" {sicl). On

the other hand, although the most exciting page in the history of the late 1950's
and early 1960!'s is that written by the Afrioan revolutions that, in less than a
decade, literally reshaped the map of the world, the Fhilosopher of existence writas
that “scoieties of repetition" are "without histoxy" {mic!) Since no reactionary
could have uttered & more oondescending lie =— and Sartyoe is a "progressive” who
strongly opposes colonialism —-=—, here is how he tried to extricate himself by in-
venting & distinotion betwaen nistoricity and "living historically"s "Man should

not be defined by historicity — since there are some sociokies without histoxry -—
tut by the permanent poesibility of 1fving bistorically the breakdowns which some—
times overthrow societies of repetitidn." ('i—._ﬁm_—l




-1 -

Here we sze the results of Sartre's "comprehensive", "Progressive—
Regressive Kethod," It is time we turned te¢ the methoé itself and its underlying
theory.

Iv.

“The Progressive-Regreenive iethbod" and the Theory of Sezrcity

"The Mpryist method is progressive becsuss it is the result -— in
the work o Warx hims.lf -— of long snalyses," writes Sartre. "Today synthetio
progreasion is dangerous ... Our method is heuristiio; i4 tsachss us something new
because it 15 at once both regressive and progressive.” (p.133)

For a comprehension of this method we muet comprehend the theory
il expounds. We must, therefore, £irst retrace our steps to the scction on “darz-
iom and Existentialism", at the point where Sartre z“:‘.:-sf }ntroduces to his "new"
theory, the outworn, pre-darxist "theory of scarcity," 9}, 7Tho sentence follow-
ed the one which said be supported "unmrezervedly! Marxts thesis, that "The mode
of preduction of material life generally dominated the development of social, po-
litical, apnd intellecturl life," Straightsway after this "unreserved" approvaly,
however, Sartre wrote: "But Marx's statement seems to me to point to a factual .
ovidence which w2 cannot go beyond o jong as the transformation of social relations
and technicel progress have not freed man from the yoke of scarcity." (p.34)
Sartre follows with still another quotation from Warx-about the 'reign of freeddm
«es boyond the sphere of material production properV, after which Sartre concludes:
"As soon as there will exist for everyone a margin of peal fraedom beyond the
production of life, Marxism will huve lived out its spanj a philosophy of freedom
will take its place. But we bave no means, no intellectusl instrument, no con=
crete experience which allows us %o conceive of this Pfreedom or of this philosophy."

(p.34)

On a first reading, this appesrs to be a restatement of Marx's con-
tention that we who are living pre-historically, that is to say in a class soclety,
cannot write & blueprint for a class-less society. OSince, however, Marxism is
a theory of liberation, Sartre's -shocking phrasing, "a philosophy of freedom will
take its (Marxism®s) place" compels & rereading of the Smrtrean interpretation , .
2longside the full passage from Marx who defined the reign of freedom as “that de-
velopmsnt of humen power which is its own end, the true realm of freedem which,
however, can flourish only on the realm of neces?it;}' ag its basis, The shortening
of the working day is its fundamental premise,” 10 .

. ‘Failing to perceive slienations as manifestations of class contra—
dictions, Sartre stands everything on ite bead and has alisnations “give birth"
to these contradictions: "“In a socielist society, at a certain moment in its de-
velopment, the worker is alienated from his production ..." (p.178) "...the
new alienstions which give birth to the contradictions of socimlist socoiety and
which revesl to it its abandonmenty that is, the incommensurability of existence
and practial Knowledge." (p.179) L

Since, to a pailosopher, an “glienated existénce" is an analytical
phrase rather than an exploitative reality, it becomes easy ‘for him %o think that
introducing another idea, such as the notion ox "future", therefore means the
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achiovement of a "gynthatic tranecendencs” rather than the #iving up of the today
for the tomorrow. Thus, Sartre writes glibly: "For the man in China the future
is more true than the present." (p, 97} And bow oen the existontislist Jargon
about "the incommensurability of existence ang prestical Knowledge" compensate
"the man in China" for "Its (mocialist societytz) abindcrment"?

Why is this master of lenguege so 5lippery, apbivalent, contradic-
tory, confusing on the warp and woof of Hogelian angd iarvian philosophy ~= the
theory of alienation — where hLe should, ns "e philosopher of existence" get along
bo swimningly? The Humanism of Marxism is grounded on this theory, Here iarxism
transcended Hegelian dizlectica, siood Hegel "right sids up", and at the game time
separated ftselfl from what ilarx called "quite vulgar and unthinking cortmuniem .
thich wag “only the lagicel expression of private property” and ",ccmpletaly negates

tho pergonality of man." (5)

A8 egainet [Harx's concept of any property form, including communel,
being "the logical expression of private property”, Sartre net only mekes this the
8pecifica differentia-between capitalism end aocialism, but iz himself so much the
Prisoner of his theory that he extends it to "going beyond a situation" : " For
us man is characterized ahove 2ll by his going baycnd & situstion, and by what he
Bucoesds in making of what he has been made «— even if he never recognizes himsel?
in bis objectification. This going bayond we £ind at the very root of the human— .
in need. It is need which, for exampls, links the scarcity of women in the Mar-
quesas, as'm structural fact of the group...." {p.91) . -

No doubt for the author of Being and Nothingness who rooted man

in desire, anguish, Gread, finding "the root of the DUDAD ~— in need" is new.
But this, too, was long ago answ.red aven by the young Harx who took pPsychology .
to task for this, just this: "What should we think of a science (psyohology)
where such an extensive reelm of human activity (labor) says no more to it than
what oan be-sazid in one words ! Feed, common ne=d'!".And his anawer was this:
"Frivate property has made us 20 stupid snd one—sided that any kind of object is
ours only when we have it, i.e. when it exists for us ao capital, or when we
-possess it directly — eat it, drink it, wear it, live in it, ‘ete. -— in short
use 1t .., in place of all the rhysioal senses, there is the sense of possessiocn,
which is the simple alienstion of a1l the e senssa, To such absclute poverty has
buman essence had to be reduced in order to give birth tov its inner wealth!" _

Since, however, Sartre conceived of “need, common need" as the root
both of capitalist and socialist socieiy, ne moves eway from fundamentals to the
epiphencmena: "Exploiter and exploited are men in conflict in a syeten whoge -
Principal character is Bcareity, o ve sure, the capitalist owns the instruments )
of labor, and tle worker does not own them: there we have a pure contradiotion,- (11
But to be precise, this contrediction never succeeds in accounting for eash event."
(p. 127) "Whatever men and events &re, they certainly appear witbin the compasa
of searcity ..." (p.132). "The object of existentislism —- due to the default of
the Marxints -— is the particular man in the sociel field, in his olaes, in an en-
virommant of collective objects and other partiocular men .,.. lazy Marxists weke
use of it (synthetic progreseion) to constitute the Teal, & priori ... They can
diecover nothing by this method of pure exposition ... Our method is heuristic ..."
(p.133) "This meanc that it will sttempt to clarify tiue givens of Mavxist Knowe
ledge by indirect knowing (that is, 28 we have seen, by words which regreseively
denote existential structures) .,." (p.181) “"Furthermoxre, in order for notions
1ike reification and alienation to assume tteir full noaning, it would have been
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necesgpsary for the questionsr and thke cuestioned to be mado one ... But before
Harxigm, itself & produot of the sooiasl conflict, could turn to thesa problems
it had to acsume fully itoc role as a prectical philosophy ~— that is, as a theory
clarifying social and political praxis. The result ic a profound lack within

contemporary Marxism." (p. 177)

The solution? "That the Marxists allow themselves to be duped by
mechanical mzterialism is inexcusable," writes Sarira, "since they know and approve
of large-scale sociulist planning.” zp.9?) Just as Smith and Ricardo, despite
their discovery of labor as the source of valum, bacume prisoners of “the fetish~
ism of oommorlities" becausc they could not see crpitaliam as anything but a “natu~
+ ral order”, nor labor not only as “scurce' but .a "subject", and thers mev their

"historic barrier, so Sartre wet his in the S*ate Plarn. 4And, as Smith and Ricerde
tried sxpleining away labor alienztion as g “"feudel blarnish”, so Sartre sesks to
explain away labor alienations under “sociazlisz" by hia Ytheory" of scarcity —
scarcity inthis over-productive, state-capitalist, sutometed, “microphysioc, atomic
age of curs! It mey riot be much of a theory to explain tha ills of capitalienm
in the United States or ‘iestern Zurope or oven Japan. 3ut, obviously, when he
first dragged in the Myoke of scarcity" (p.34) in talking of Harx's analysis of
the reign of freesdom and claiming that "we have no means, no intellectual intru-
went, no concrete experience which allows to conceive of this freedom or of this
‘philogophy", Sartre was thinking of “socielist societies," Befors therefors we
* Jump to tha conclusien that Sortre's new theory of scareity reveals more a scar-—
‘city of thought than s meterial scarcity, let's remewber that new reality whioh
did not confront Marx , the stete-capitalist societies of Russia and Chins which
ke calls soeizlist. (Conscicusly or unconsociously. it im for'these he crezted the
" theory of scarcity. No wonder then that the Communist theoreticiana, who ers too
well acquainted with Harx*s writings and their own olaims 4o a socisty superior
to capitalism, societies of soarcity prior to the Indusirisl Revelution,.to do
anything but laugh at his thaory, remind us that "there is another" Sartrs, one
who "leans tewards socialism in his practicel activities," (1) <

' © . One need not agree with the viaw of the translator and enthusiastic
admirer of Sartre, Hazel E. Barnes, that, with the publication of Being and Noth-
‘ingness, "Sartre was recognized as the proponent of the most radicael view of
human freedom to appear since the Tpicureans."{p.vii} It is obvious enough that
this writer bolds no such view. 3But i{ wec at leust true that, deaspite the fact
thet a beatnik existentizlism seized the slogan-like '
statements of Sartrean philosophy —— There is no ioral law. lan is a useless
pzssion., Life is meaningless. The world is a neusesting mess. Hell is other
people ——~, to Sartrs these emerged only afier ardususly working out his philosophic
categories of Being-for-itsels %man'a consciousness) end Being-in-itself {the
objecta of conscious, or non—ccnscious reality) in order o see if the individual
could be free. In 2 sort of purgatory, crzcted by the "Nothingness", the void
betwean consciousness and the objects it was conmociocus of, the sirugsle between
the "Por-itself'" andg "in-itself" were first to contront the true "No Lxit" in the
“for~Other", that is to say, relations with other human beings.

Now it is true thaut Sartre's pervading pessimism and deep oyniciem
led him to oconclude, to(?g? his own expression, that “'respsot for the Other's free-

dom is an empty word." And no doutt George Gurvitch has a strong point- -~ .
when he saye that the philosophic categories Sartre oreated are "bereft of con—
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sequences and & sense of history," (13) Surely, Sarire's thecry of humen rela-
tions that are bound hand and foot and confined to but iwoe "fundemental atiitudes"
— the squally deplcrable extremes of masochism and sadiem ~- cén lead to nothing
but anguish, loneliness, fruatration in & sort of en infinite regress, But it
is algo true that this fantuctic and totelly false theory of buman ﬁ}ﬁtions is
in_conflict with Sertre's other theory, thet of individual freedom, Indeed
by the end of Boing ond N Nothingness the conflict han remched so impossible en
inpasze that Sartre himself sttempts to force an exit , or point to one in &8 foot-
note (p.412) at lesst: "Thess considerantions (the sttitudes tending toward masoe
chizm and cadism) do not exciude the possibility of an ethies of deliverance and
salvation, But this can be achieved only after & radicel conversion which we
cannot discuss here,"

It was, no doubt, symbolic of the vent that the Resistance created
for itself as Being and Nothingnest went to press in Nagi-oocupied France, Surely
Sarire, as an individual, tried the Kantian, moral way out in the pericd afier
Liberation, even tried, in some instances to oppose both cepitalism and communism, .
although even in his best independent days, he was all too ready, as we saw, to
throw a halo around the "Communist Party is the only revolutionury party."
However,. wbatever it is that Sartre, the committed intellectual who presently -

. claime to be an adherent of .arxisw, believes in and bases his activities on, .
Sartre, the Existential philosophsr is following & straight line of “inspiration"
from defeats and only defeats., Just as, in the 1930's, it was neither the sit—
down etrikes in France which deastroyed the prebensions of fasclam in his native
lond, nor the Spanish Revolution in the other Europe, but rather the proletarian
defeats by Gerwan and Spanish fasciom that set the mood for Being and Nothingness,
so it is, that, in the 195078, it is neither the H.mgarmn Revolution from Commun~
isi totalitarianism nor the African Hevolutjons from “estern imperialism that set
the mood. Rather it is the victories of the dounter-revolutions that set the mood
fox' Search F'or A lethod and the Critigue of Dialecticul Reason . :

. In any case, in his return to strictly philoscphic works, we got,
not the promised "Etuics", but the work at hand which aimply escapes from resolv-
ing the conflict between his theory of inlividusl Fro.dom and his theory of human
relations by shifting from man the individual to man in the mess. 'ilere "Hell is
other people" becomen "Hell is the practico-inerte." In a word, the diviaion
between the "pussive" masses and the "active" elite which has stood capitalist
production and its philosophy of raticnalism so well from its beginnings to its
state-capitalist stage is given & new ooat of philosophic paint. This is the
remorgeless logic of the failure of seeing creativity in the proletariat.

' In his Critigque Sartre states that his new work could not have been
written if the free air oreated by De Stalinization had not taken place., We can
only guess what will happen when the ¥Xurushouev-Mao oonflict reaches total rup-

- ture, What casts & better illumineztion on the compulsions for the work is this:
the very intellectucls who wore blind to the "new roads to socialiem" that were
opened up in 1life by the June 17, 1953 Past Germar Revolt, which first put an end
to.the myth of Stalinist invinoibility, were the ones who rose to the debate once
Kihrushchev had given the green light in FPebruary 1956, They are aleo the ones who
repoiled when the Hungarian Revolution in Ootober 1956 showed that: DeStalinization
and "polycentrimm" wcre neither mersly academic debates nor Iinited to ending “the
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cult of personality", but wore guentions of life sand death. The retreat lead to
the elaboration of a r.ther meeningless "Progressive~Regressive Mothod" which
seeks novertholess to undemmire kerzism through infusion inte it not only of
Existentialiam but also totalitarian Cemnunisn.

The anti-Stalinist, antli-capitalist, contemporary petty-bourgois
intellactual, himself the victim of the abazolute divicion between mental and
manual labor, the climax ofcentuiries of divicion between philosophers and workers,
is all too ready to hand over the revolutionary role of their self-emencipation
into the hende of the Commmist Party and its philesophy of the eiite who will
continue "to lead" the workers while the latter muot continue to lsbor as bofore,
only harder. In the Criticue Sartre cruates & veritable mystique about the
political group" which fights the “inertia" of the massas; he even glorifies
terror: "The commnul fresdom crestes itself as Terror."

. : he methodo~
logical Toundation., for the new Comun.ma* metaphyu:.c bes been laid by Sartre here
in Search For A dMethod.

Detroit, itickigan o .~ Raya Dunayevsksya

September, 1963

ffootnotes

{1). Due appreciation for this is tendered Sart:e by no less & persenality thsn
. the chief philosophar for Polish Communism: "Sartre's ideas on revisichisn are
of interest. The texm is, he says, either a trulsm or en a.'bsurdlty." (p.3T)
"This thought of Sartre's goes far beyond the shellow but loud propa.g'a.nda. of the
revisionist miracle-mokers, and, in my opinion, deserves a deeper snalysis. So
we see that Sartre not only avo we ldarxist philoaopbs but atiempta to defend it
from etteck.” (p.38) (Admm Scheff, A Phnosophy of ilen, ¥ew York, Honthly
Review Press, 1963, $3.25)

" (2) While the imprecise translation of the title is due to postic analysis rather
than to any lack of knowledge of the French language ur the Sartrean philoscphy,
it is also true that Miss Barnes is unacquainted with tha ilerxist terminclogy
and translates such famous concepts as "tbe fetishisms of commodities" as "the
fetishism of merchandise." I have therefore disregarded her translation of
passages in :Harx that Sertre quotes and used, instead, either the ztandurd Eng-
lish translation or, in the case of the Iarly Essays of Marx, my own translation.

(3)Studies in Classic American literature

{4) CAPITAL, Vol.I, p.84. {Chicage, Charles il, Kerr and Co.)

(5) The analysis I made of atute-capitalism — and it was the firat ever made from
originsl Russian sources of the Mivg Yeur Pluns —— appears.in my MARRISM AND
FREEDOH, which includes, as Appendicesn, Uarx's Farly Loonomis~Philosophic Lesays
1B44, It ic this translation whick I usa in all pussages cited above from the
young Harx.
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{6) In the Pussian edition anly of the Archives of Yarx and Lnpels, Vol, II
VII) p.69. This is from ths chapter that whs originally (in manuscript form) to
bave been the ending of CAPITLL, Volume I.

{7} Sartre par lui-m2me by #. Jeansen, quoted b, Y. Cranston's 'Jean-Paul Sartre,
p. 38,

(8) "iaterielisme et revolution" (Les_Teppe Hodernea:Vol.I, Noa § and 19, June-
July, 1946) In 1947 the old pericdical, Felitics, transiated this essay on
Misterialism and Revolution™, It reappenred s Chapter 13 of Sartre's Literary
- and Philosophica) Lscays (New York, Criterion Books, Inc.) in 1955. This edition
bears a footnote by Sartre , which reads: “As I have been unfairly reproached with
net quoting Marx in this artiole, I should like to point that my criticisms zre
not directed against him, but eguinst Herxist scholasticism of 1943. Or, if

You prefer, ezainst MNerx throush MNeo-Stalinist farxism.” The truth, however, is
thet the amticle cculdn't have referived to "the Harvist scholastioism" of -1949
since it was written in 1946. Wor could it bave heen directed against "Neo~Stal-
‘inist Harxism" which-did not arise until -ft.r Gtalin's death, Sartre, at the
time of writing his originel avticle in 1946, (which duly .uoted Stalin as an
authority on Marxism} was such a millenium away from thinking about "Neo=Stalin-
izt Harxism" thet ths chief turget of his wes -— Frederick Iingels, Instead of
being then wrought up about "Weo~Etzliniem" which was yeoi to appear historically,
he couldn't find it in hinsslf to recist footroting even the favorable wention

of Marx'e Humenism as follows: "It is, once egain, Uarx's point of view in 1844,
that is, until the unfortunate meeling with Ingels". It is ona of the marks of
our state-capitalist sge that our intel_=ctuals seem more adept at re-writing

bistory, than at writing it. - ) .- oo

(9) It needs no Marx to ansver tuis excuse for class exploitation, The "scarcity
theory" — basis of primitive societies «— .and the "buying cheap and’ selling dear" -
idea of pre-Industrial Revolution socisties were answered by classical (bourgeois)
‘political economy of Smith and Ricards. The Marxien theory of surplus value, which
said Mery, was really implicit in the SmitheDigardo theory of value, is besed on
the assumption and the feet that the technologicel revolution put an end to eny
"theory" of acarcity as an excuse for the maldistribution of income or the cauge
of crisis,
%10) CAPITAL, Voluwme III, pp. 954~5 : .
11) The very first sentence of Marx's Private Property and Communism ntates:.

.+ “But the opposition between the 1edk of property and property is still an un-
diflerentiated opposition ... Se long am it 1a not conceived BRs the oppoaition be-
tween lgbor and capital it is not yov a contradiction,

(12} Being and Ketbingness, p. 409

{13) It is part of the discussion appended to A Short History of Existentialiem
by Jeen Tehl (N.Y, The Philosophical Library) p.39.

14) For a rather fine analysis of this point and other of Sarire's books, aee
Jean-Psul Sartre by ... Cr'neten (¥.Y., Grove Press, Inc. Ivergroon Pilot
Bookas, 95¢)
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