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DT ppeli-l2(re totalization $rel.to PHEN._"In"the PHEN, ,Hage) ngav Lol
' many facets of reality can be unified into a conuistent view -of the werla;z
of .which particular events, .experiences,acilons ,find their plade &oan’baito
gtrued dmcordingly.Howspar afpther synthesis equa onsistent, .compl
centradidhthe former,, ehfooint of view is an ahsolute JLat th m
absolately relative:ths collisions bet.points of view are the oceasio
the endless instability of humanity,.... '

B ‘ . p.13:%An absolutely key congep
thiniing 1s necessarily Hegel's gufhebem Sartrels term is depasser

s the 246 erpet-by ENOLReT, - ; :
-7 absoluts, ¢ : med.

d-viat/ bocomer-s moment.® . T "
- psll:We:

okal collectivibies by acts of totalization..

FE5iE,. A totalization,

el pastsartre ees:ithe
‘sociology &psycho-analysis as.more. or less partial rializationd
omentor, mowents in the ‘dialectic:” Since thay re-noY graspec: by

peason they are blown-up into total theories &inwvitaby- £
. “p,;16:iThus a: whole ;theory of society. will o.olabora 5t

éénflict bet,classes, without afy-adequate grasp.of the’clisses
‘being constituted by a'priorﬁdihlectiC‘begiggfﬂg;yith;p:axi 3!

Sopare T | D
.. (Re difficulty inforientation sven after guidance in

. ' easy to rely on Sartre's earlier writings for his bearinge. To'u8
swxriant  Saptrals favourite expressions, these works are now Adépassé..iBe

e #ioknsirt beingeinsitsell, the l niET FateRcrdy 13/Y.are .abzorbed

| wxerrax gprocess, In-fact, hhé pour so
~—fn, in-the Crif3 he 3 ontetogive

;j'_.‘n%*'fu'* NB, 5
' o)-in—tHs Critique, (ff But are i SRS LTt M TS ITIOARLS
“into later™ as-are in Genet-al ggg_q&ba faith,the dial,of L
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One,Ques.of Method-1.Mxism &Exis.ism | K RS
p.32: A phil,remins effectivels only as long as the praxis which produce
it remains Allivew~the praxis which maintains it &whleh it dnsturn-

1luminates,

ochs of phik.creation in this.sense ‘are rard
3-philosophies (bet,17th~20thc,? atartes-locke; Kant~Hogel;Marx)each:
in their the stuff (humus)ef all particular thought &the horizon of ‘the
oulture since the his.moment which they expressed had not yet pasaed

There whe epme after the great phil.moments of craation &who gi
function to the theoriss,.,These relative beings Sarire ‘calls

_ p.35:(re Kierkegaard's axistentialism as an idealist protest against
w : which therefore was alsgedly sclipsed by Kx & in fact:Iin Atsif
. against Mxism bourgeofs thought at lst relied upon the pust-Kantian,on ‘Kant
' ' himself,%on Descartel Only in the 20th c, at.s_siuge when for the: 1si:
bourgeois thought was on T G5 mierkegaard TreapLe
ambiguities &paradoxes were used against the Mxist dialectic,Bel.
Ger.axgistentialis a steal - _ o -resuscitat
&f T...lapainst Jaspers &the existentialism that
but the other,le.J-P S's owm did not so-develop.tho it too sta
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**“““‘*** without princ tples &of theorjf into .puro &rigtd_ lméwl,
cerT "{As for :Am,sociology we ‘have real dcquisiticns bug' L
Psyché-analysis got off roma-flying starm, but hs.a
¢ fixﬂd &'igido l-thS o . .

p.i0:re micrdplwsics as"o

“Theary of k'nowleage howevar ‘remains the weak p
on. reflection ¥Mat-B~C,notPhil.Ntbks)In the -1
" pure thesry,non-~situated observation,wnile in the ‘_nd.(VIL)i‘ ,

passivity...One_can lapse inte idealism not only by disselv ng.-r_‘ 3
subjectivity ut Also'gﬁ'dﬁﬁ re:nl su‘br E'.’ﬁr‘rtr'ﬂﬁ" A =

2 Problem of Modliations &Auxiliary diseipline =, . ..
oy NB NB NB J_P3 says he begsn reaearch
’ L &?Hbiﬁeg
v@o "presumbly"(sic] Jwas then full of. "&wilid , out Fha etho
- principsl conclusions in thMr to' Occupation ‘eixperionaes
' tays; nothing of " how ‘it was pub'd-during ccupa.tion ‘E‘@%
. X antion &maclmnlcal as to dnte, or: ono da.te) i
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Itrod,~ tic &eritienl dial

~ b)Critigue of critical experienc i
p.9’4—5 :"This dogmatism has persisted Zfr:ﬁ ‘-he baginn
fiegel upside down. There ls a sense

. supericr to. rxist dogmatism &this supe
idealism, F iz vgge—idea&. i popars:
knowing &its objicIE is LRI ‘- '_

nowlndge’ of ‘belng,As 'suﬂh thoight :

hezsamg HAY as's.n,\;.;hi;
ngiledge of the g

x#In one mcmant(in the Hegelian sense)mn is" 51195 to the dia .

: as enemy power, In another moment he creates it/ This' an
+ is the negation o' the 1st which is ths negation of ma‘_r{u;;

P w*u ir) negation of n sgatj.%
oS . he dial.is the law of otaliutioga
Thus, in_a materialist. ialactic. as in the Hegelian, thought rust disooven.
@the necessity of its obj.,..Tha dial, ‘48 the’ 1ivingh
Togic of action.It will be for us to Hwou-that it is-universally &

;/\ necessarily present &£ 8 possibility,as adventure e of all} Tt car
nothing other than its own total "ranslu O eaee

p.105, While we may take oxs,from the wkgclas.b or ithe bourheo:lsie it 4
the primary intenflon of this study ,_dofina_thmm’
classos,but Pather to work out ¥ xw& 4

its totalization &detotalization £all the time 'if r JgibiIH

involving links of interipritygexieriority,its :Lnternal strt..,t.ur“s. [
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part in defined -és - pa INeed‘== & an :l.nt.erioriza 4 he]
: @ lack in’the. exterior to..al fielq of utisfa\ct,ions. Scmathing 15 1nde
or misuing or scarce,: .
T ) et B, lﬁmnn relations a5 med*
' o . different :sectors of ma .
C Haﬁter as total'ﬁgi totality & a 1st arperienca of necessi:.y
I.Scarcity &mode of prod.’ L
p.115:%In speaking of so.a.rcity :
Hxis’ca ¢an often be qmte dagmtic. Engels is often unintelligible &:
a.mbiguous. A form of scarcity they: chrac.,eristically negloct, far :Inst.anus

. ‘\_\,;: is the scarcity of time, ).

P _UTR short. the nag t.%;
“fea-prificiple of -dislectic inte igibﬂity.ﬁan soa8 NiGT
stolen’ &defo*med by the world in which he registers himpelf, Scare
fundament.a‘l for the understanding of our his. Tt remains,howevor.

w3 Nacesr-ity aslgh

i, Social. baing as. mt.eriality & ,part.ic'ular
D/Collactives
: ' p.;.26_- "There are in fact 2 dial
éndiv. ruEis sthat of the igroup. as praxis, & tha pr BIschl
- Anti=dalectic.of eachy ithat 15, tW8 practico:
.- byindlv. &broup, praxis,&is the negation Leth
tha_group.This 45 not recognized in the.thsory of ¥
begins with their(Deilure_tocsan—that-ell-obisatificat
£very ocbjectification becomes other because it is an’obj.
‘of action.of the other, This ig :
-of -Hegel is that ke doesmot recognize that m..oriality' is the
-i- madiary bet, 2 fresdoms.
is that one praxis steals tha meaning from the other, or.at. east. N
alters itieee .
: ‘The following therefore 1s a schema. for the inral..ig;. i1
of pra.xis---practico-inert--p*axis 1)The univocal relation of inta*
‘ 2)The equival relation of:
of practical activities,of which each steels the freedom of: the
more such gibbarish)....

3)The taaqsformation of all free praxis :
- u) ;| " ;
" by the frae praxis of the other. wl(\ose projec..s &parspectives are ‘other
; l 7
by the passive activityof t}w obj. ‘J J N

! BOOK IlI-From the group to historyjh S ol
e, Group, Thy Equivalanca of Wreedom as:;

necosgzity fof necessity as fresedom; limits &extent of all realistic dial. .
§,Conclusions: the individual in a cldss go at.
p.l?é-"'['na scandal is not in the simple existehce of tha other. ‘but-in the.

ole 6" undergone or threatened in each person's: parception of
ot.herthrough interiortzed scarci’ry." ) i
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