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THESIN

VIOLINCE IN THE PHILOSOPHY OF MERLEAU-PONTY

, ( Summary)

ly concern in this thesis Is to show that for Mericau-Ponty,
violence is not merely a political matter but ratﬁcr, that its jusilf!~
ciiien neot be sought at the fundamentally deeper level of 6ntqlogy-
oouihietlcs, 1 begin by presenting the historical context wiihin uhich
Foriecu-Ponty's politicatl thoucht is situated, Following this, }
ditruss my recounins for *aiend ifig baci” from:thls context ond siressing

the ianainder o7 the thesis.,  in chaplers three, fewr and five, |

" t

present ny orcewent that violghéé; fer Marleau~foitly, finds [is ultimate '
RO S
justiavtcavion 1n the ontolcgtcal=-aesthetic 'recln, |

The arvoment conwences with ap exanination of ihe three Kinds
of violence vith wilah Lerteau~Ponty i5 nainly concerned: the existing : e

violence of the Estceblishwent, wiether avert cr cuvert, the political

»

vivlence aiaployed tu change that "system," and the Inevitable viclence

of all humcn relfztionships, Since violence Is alrcady universally
irstitutionaliced, the (vin,principlcs oi nonvioicnce and unrondtﬁional
rcepoct for oilicrs are not viable, Choice of actinn Is thercefore con-
tinzd 10 a chuice cuong different forns of viclean:, There cen be no
anenfute principles. ne' rigrd ethics; the only honest 'standpoint is a ‘
;vluti\c e (I patni out how lierlea-Ponty's study of 64rccpilon

presares the vy for this conciuston). Howcvcr; it bccaqes cpparent

that tierteau-luaty®s retativicm §5 not a "ulgar relativism," Ahat the

cbseace of prn}abricatcd princliples does nol mean the positing of a

Heraclieitean {lux,
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Since our choice is limited to different kinds of violence, the
crucial question centers on the criterion to be employed In making
declsions rcghrding Its use, Merleau-Ponty!'s response to this question
consists uf severel guidelinCS*-probablIity; majority opinion; premise
of, versus threat, to, humIniiy--and the decisijve criterion of
"proa:iessiveness™ (uhether the employeni of a particular forp of
vialerce tends tovard the suspension of violence, whether It js likely
1o preduce a mord human 'cociety), When confronted vith a choice amogb

-~

a varicty of oclions invelving violence, the deterinining factor in
thet -decision should be which of those actlons is most likely to bring
about a society vhich seems“most czpable of creating human retationships

amonq nien, . The criterion of progressivencss, thercfore, Is based on
humanuvm--vlolgnce is justificd to the extent that it is employed in
the carvice of founding & mo,e human, and correfatively, a lecs violent,

)

sociciy, It is allovabie to sacrifice those who ore a threat to
hum:niizﬂipd’:; promote those who n:fer @ promise of humanity.

‘ In having recourse to the criterion of prooressiveness, it is
vitatiy ncéessary to maintain the proper balance between understanding
. and action, paralysis and recklessness, One must loock the vict®m in
the foce, one must appreciate vhat violence meens for him, Hareover,
onz doucs not Kill for‘merely telative progress, herefore, if
revolut fcnery vio|on§c does not offer hope for absolute progress,
one cannot 6nqagc in it, Onc must guestion one's situation and attempt
to respond to its demunds. There ts neither a priori rationality nor

2 priori absurdity, neither determinism nor creation ex nihilo; one

must Ytake up and carry forvard" those structures which one discerns

as promising In 'the glvens" of one's time., All actlon Is a response
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to a de{udl situation, and cach cituation has Its unique and unforeseen
aspects. Conscguently, there dare no ready-made answvers, Since our
actions implicote uthers, It Is imperative to consider not only ‘intentions
but alsu consequences, Good intentions are no excuse for faulty judg- {
ment, nnr doc§ suceess justify everything, Even dlsintere§téd
collaberctons are guilty; one canngt avoid dirtying vne's hands.
Furthereore, mran. and ends arc Inceparable~~revolutionary violence

cannot cploy harbaerism, and can be Justifled only by the vital neceds

uf @ hurenity afroedy In view, Merleau-Penty gradually,beéamq convinced
hat revolutionary viofence cannot satisfy the cri{crfmn of progressivef
ness, Consequentiy, he turned to parliancidary reform as u‘more

prunisinyg method of approximating the Kind of socicty whlch he considered
a prerequisite for the development of man's "true bumanity,"

Humanism, as pointed outl, underlies the decisive criterijon for

the enployeent of violence, Therefore, | 2ttempt to determine what

~

huaznisa reans for Herfeau~Ponly. To this end, | exanine Marx and

Bachiave 1 by, both of whom very considerably influenced Lerleau-Pontyts
conceptiun of humamiea, This humanism is characterized by concreteness, &
by a prinwry concern with concreie flesh-and-biood men, It Involves

virtu=-a 1eal presence to others and to cur limes, It stresses the need

for creaiing on ef{lcctive unlversality omong wen, the need for ﬁcnuine

dialouue, genuine Moponness' to others in the sharing nnd shapinﬁ of @

conatn Vi Id,  Such humanisin unconditionally precludes barbarism, Y

15 & hu onicr wvhich seeks to esteblish the sort of socirty best sul}éq,

g

for the ¢rveloprent of man's true humanitly., .- il

11 becomes evident that Harx's Utopio is merely a prcrcqg}site

for Nerlewu~Ponty's "iruly human® society; ‘as such, however, Marx's
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vislon proves crucial for an understanding of that of Merleau-Ponty,
For the lutler, a iruly human soclety is one In which "truc coexistence™
re;laccs exploltation, and cormunily and communication take the place
of social hicrarchy. There is a living dialogue and a mutual
recognitioh catny m2n, In such a society, relationships are based
en vhat en truly are, rathe( than on money, power, or prestige. In
a truly burmn scclety, the couses of war, exploitation, and decadence
hove disappeared, The inevitable violence of human relatiunships is
tronsforead anto ¢ nateral permeability. it is a2 socialist society,
cund one 1n vhich the violence of the Establishoent and the political
vinlence cnployed cgainst it have been abolished. The absence of
violence (except the natural permanent permeabtlity), ﬁowevcr; does not
Ly itself uvarentee }he presence of trul} human relationships, of a
truly huren society, For such & society, genuine dialogue, genuine
erpression, s nceded &y an essential aspect oi real coexistence. To
te truly hiasn, mcp must have the freedom, and realize that freedom, to
express thenselves creatively. In thus expressing themseives, they
axpress Bewng an its Truth, Ultirately, human relations are of vatue
Lecouse oniy in sucﬁ relationships can Ybrute Being' emerqge and develop
in its Truth, ‘

Hoants outhentic humanity consists in creative expregsion. His
tnherence in, and expression of, "brute Being" is what mikes him truly
haran, The existing violence of tae Establlsﬂmnnt ;nd the violence
ciployed to change it, must be &bolished in ogsbﬁ for true expression,
or true creativity, to be possible, A truly human sociely is one in

N .

virich therc is genulne expression, genuine dialogue, through which

Truth is revealed and created. Violence is justified, therefore, to
i
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the exterit thai its use brings about a society which Is truly human in

/ s

this sence, Tie ultimate justification for violence is conscquent ly B

-

to be {found 3r’thc‘pntological-aesthctlc realm—*thqt realm which deals

vith renfs creative expression of Being,
r

/ +

e

// It Leceres clear that, for lerleau-Fonty, man Is siwuated within,

/
uyu is cien to, Ceing; thot being—ip-iruth and btoing-in-the-vorfd are

4ﬂmcpurajlc; ihet Bewng, druth, and nan are prirordially interrelated;
J bt Peing 1o ibe source of man's creative expression; that feing's

Trutiv dejonds on man's crectyve expression in order to emerqge ang

4 ,
devefep.  The wost perfuct vway of bringing Being to creative expression

is to be foun! in art and philosophy. The tatter, however, takes

ptecedence over the former in that lenquage lends itself to séblmcntation,

-

to o acaouisiiien to be furtﬁgr develgnpod, far more, for excsple, than
Gove i o} nrinting. | cxplafn wﬁy there must be genuving diatogue
beti-on the philosopher ani other men if creative cxpression is to take
ploce, and | oshow further that there is a reclprocal relatlonship

\1’
beaean creative expression and the everyday world of custaons, laws, work
owhd tove, 1t beceres evident that the human moacnt par exceltlence is
thet mcaent of roflection~cxpréssiun vhich is the essence of philosophy.
Finally, | poaint out that Truth is Truth in genasis, and that it con-

[

soguently calls for a nover-ending effort of creative expressien on the

~

pert of en., .

w

- In i1z mest succlnct form, then, the arquient runs as follous:
¥

]

cince vidleuce is already universally institutionalized, it iIs imperative

1hat there be o criterton whereby a cholce can be made among various

¢ Al

forms of violence, That criterion is progressivenass, Progressiveness

dictates that (hat action is to be choscn the employment of which will be
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most likely to produce a more human society, Conseqguently, the criterion
to be consulted in the use of viorcncg is bascd on humanism,

1

(that Is, Merleau-Ponty's version of humanism) nolds that man's trye

Humanism

humaidty consists in wreatively expressing Being inits Truth, éut
creat fve cxp}cssion and Being belong essentjolly to the ontoleqical-
aesthetic rcaimy consequently, hunanism Is yrounded In that realm,
Since ontoleqgy-2esthetics grounds humanism, and since humenlsm grounds
progressivencss, ami since pregressiveness is the decisive criterion
in fcgard to violence, the ultimate justification of violence lies in

?

the ontological-aesthetic reaim, \\

in the course of presenting this ardymcnt, | drew attentlon to
vhat | censider to Le problems and shortcominé§ in Merleau-Pontyts
position, llevertiheless, | conclude that the gr¥unding uf violenc2 in

enwotony-acathetlcs constitules o proidQnd insight, and is an invatuuble

cantributicn to the vihole questiun of violence,

":“‘\?

—h ——

e v e g
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PREF ACE

To date, the writings of Maurice Merleau-Ponty have evoked
reiatively fittlie interest., Those who are acquainted with his work
know him primarily as the author of the Ph¢nomenalogy of Perception,
and cenmentary generally has focused on his relatlonsh(p with Husserl

. or Gestalt psychology.

in this thesis, | propose to draw attention to Merienu-Ponty's
political thought. It Is my contention that this area of hls/
philosaphy contains a valuabie Insight into the problem of violence—~
a problem which lies at the very heart of political philosophy,

Mer leau~Ponty's principal contribution to the political debate, |
contend, 1s the realization that violence is not merely a palitical
matter but rather, that its justification must be sought at the funda-
mentally deeper level of ontJlogy-aesthetlcs. Mer | cau-Ponty h;;self
never explicitly formulated this insight, Nowhere dlﬁ he actually
 present an argument of the sort | shall investigate, involving the
steps: kinds of vialence, criterion of progresslyeness, humanism, and
ontology—aesthetics, Nowhere did he even state explicitly that there
is a connectiaoh between violence and the question of éeing, of creative
expression. Nevertheless, | am making it the task of my thesis to show
that such an insight and its corresponding argument can-—-and shoulde
be inferred, or constructed, on the basis Pf the remarks on violence,
humanism, expression, and Being which are to be found in Merleau-Ponty's

writings. In my thesis, | shall endeavor to extract this Insight from

e a




N .
the historical particularities within which it is embedded In those

writings, and to retrace its development in Merleau—P;nty!s thought
by focusing attention on the timeless questions with which he dwelt en
route, | shafl contend that Merleau-Ponty's concern with the problem
of vlolenée and the questions surrounding it forced him to probe ever
more deeply Intp‘the realm of ontology-aesthetics. By examining the
Inter;al dynamidg of his thought, | hope tq demonstrate its fundamental
coherence, consistency and continuity, and to show that Merleau-Pontyts
position regarding political issues occupies a central place within
the framework of his whole philosophy.

Mer leau—Panty dlgcussed the problem of violence in response

to a 'concrete historical situationy-nametly, the experience of the war

and the appearance of Koestler's book, Darkness at Noon. Moreover,

in his discussion he was concerned to address his felliow countrymen
and to reopen the questjons which haf been raised by the experience

of the Occupation and the Resistance. ln‘order to appreciate the full
slignificance which Merieau~Ponty's éolltical writings had for those to
whom they were addressed, It is necessary to comprehend the hlStorlca{
cortext within which they arose. My first chapter, therefore, will be
devoted to brinqging that context to life for the Anglo-3axon reader,
In chapter two, | shall discuss my reasons for '"standing back" from
the histeorical context andvstressing a specifically 2&!!030M1U3iL
approach to Merlecau-Ponty's writings for the remainder of the thesis.
I deem this dlscussiun’on methodaoldgy to be necessary insofar as a
specifically historical approach'mlght well Inltlaf?y appear to be
more appropriate to the investigation of violence in the philosophy of

Mer leau~Ponty, | shall arque gpat although @ historical approach has

1
- - +
3 . .

i ’

~3
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much to recommend qu a specifically philosophical approach will prove
more frultful in this case, -
S My
In chapters three, four, and five, | shall present my argument
. »

that violence for Merleau-—Ponty finds its justification in the reaim
of ontclogy-aesthetics. In chapter three, | shall examine the varidus ‘
kinds of violence with which Merileau-Ponty is concerned and the
criterion for choice which he proposes. It will become evident that

since violence is already universally institutionalized, it is not a

matter of choosing between violence and nonviolence but rather, among

different forms of vioience. | shall explain that the criterion of
progressiveness which Merleau~Ponty suggests, stipulates that that
vioience is to be chosen, the employment of which wlll be most likely
to produce a wmore human soclety, [t will become clear, therefore,

that the criterion of progrésslveness Is based on the values of

humani sm,
In chapter four, consequently, | shall turn to the investigation
of what humanism slgn!fies for Mericau-Ponty, Wwhereas chapters one and

two draw on Les Aventures de la Djalectique, chapters three and four

make Intensive use of Humanism and Terror. In the course of the

investigation of humanism in chapter four, it will emerge that insofar
as man's true humanity consists in creatively expressing Being in its

Truth, humanism is grounded in,ontology—sesthetics. In chapter five,

-

I shall examine the realm(af ontology-aesthetics in Merleau—Ponty's
’ 4

philosophy. In the_gﬁuige of that examination, it will become clear
.

that violence 13 ]u{&lfled to the extent that it is instrumental in
. S , .
establishing a humqh commdhity-Jn which men have the freedom to express

themselves creatively., 1 shall conclude that despite its shortcomings,

iv
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this grounding of violence iIn ontology-aesthetics constitutes an

- Anvaluable contribut ion to the whole question of violence.
4
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THE CONTEXT OF THE D1SCUSSION

Merleau-Ponty was a French Intellectual writing for his fellow
Frenchmen in postwar France, He and they shared a common heritage
marked by such milestones as Fhe French Revolution and the adoption T
of the Rights of Man, Eric Cahm contends that this heritage contains
the roots of problems whlch\continued to plague Frenchmen into the
twentieth century. | shal | %ot attempt to substantiate Cahm's
interesting claim here. Ho%evec, on the basis of his historical
rescarch, | maintain that Frenchmen In postwar France were confronted
with problems which orlgln?ted Iin the political and soclal divislons

{
of the nineteenth centuryj but were already prefligured in the

!
!

/
in addressing hlé fellow countrymen, Merleau~Ponty was able
{

Anclen R&gime,

to presuppose a knowledfe of French history, and a remembrance of the
violence of its revolutiions and the terror.-of its counter-revolutions,
He could take for granted a knowledge of the development of class
conflicts and party divisions, of the growth of French communism, of
the successes and fallures of various United Fronts and coalitions,

of the nature of the reletlonshlp between different strata in French
society. Frenchmen in postwar France were able to recall the Impact

created by the Spanish Civil War. They knew of France's colonlal

activities; they knew of her relationships with other European countries,

Merleau~Ponty and his feliow Frenchmen had just llved through the
horrors and di lemmas of forelgg‘occupatlon. They had rejolced {n the
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victory at Stalingrad. Thgy had witnessed the courageous role of the
French Communist Party (P.C.F,) and the non-communist intellectuals
in the Resistance Movement, and the cowardly collaboration of the
Vichy government with the Nazis., Frenchmen, In short, had lived
through a common history., Merleau-Ponty's works were written within
- the cun{gxt of that history and presuppose a famlllquty with [t and
with Fre;ch tradition as a whole,

The non-Frenchmah approaching Merleau—Ponty's writings is
therefore faced with a rather formidable problem, French history

was an Intimate part of every Frenchman—a part which he had either

/
experienced personally or acquired ﬁy “gosmosis,' perhaps through

hearing It recounted at his mother's knee. That history, for the non-
Frenchman, iIs merely the dry stuff of which textbooks are made., |If
we are to appreciate the manner in which Merleau—Ponty addressed his ﬁ

countrymen and the sense which his writings carried for them, then

we must endeavor to bring French history ative for ourseives, We must
retrace the main social and political events in that history, We
must familiarize ourselves with its recurrent themes and problems,
with its tensions and conflicts, with the roles assumed by the various
seqments in French socliety, To this task | propose to turn now, so
that the full significance of Merieau~Ponty's writings may be
appreciated by the Anglo-Saxon reader,

Several studies have been undertaken emphasizing one or another
aspect of French history. In my endeavor to bring that history allve

for the Anglo-Saxon reader, | shall have recourse to a number of these

studies: Alfred Cobban's A History of Modern France (in three volumes),

Eric Cahm's Politics and Society in Contemporary France (1789-1971),

walter Laqueur's Europe Since Hitler, Dorothy Pickies? The Fifth French
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Republjc, George Lichtheim's Marxjsm jn Modern france, David Caute's
communism and the French intellectuals 1914-1960, Michel-Antoine Burnler's

Cholce of A on: | The French Existen 1 he Po Fro

Line, Simone de Beauvoir's The Prime of Life and Force of Circumstance,

Charles Micaud's Communism and the French Left, and Edwin Drexel

Godfrey's The Fate of the French Non-Communjst Left. iInstead of under-

taking actual historical research myself, as would be required were

this a h}story thesis, | shall base my account on the research done

by these historians. | shall apply to their works a process of

judicious screening, selecting, synthesizing, and complementing, 'in

order to galn as complete an historical context as possible for the
discussion of the concept of violence In the philosophy of Merleau=Ponty,
Cobban cond Céhm provide a very heipful general account of French

history. Their work is an excellent resource in grasping the main

events which occurred In France during the period with which § am
concerned, Laqueur®s book is useful in situating France within the
larger context of Europe as a whole, Pickles, on the other hand, gives
us an appreclation of the leading features, peculiarities, and permanent
characteristics of the French political system, Lichtheim's book is
lnﬁifuable for an understanding of the development of socialism in
France and for an Insight into the manner in which Marxist theory was
adapted to French conditlions. Micaud and Drexel Godfrey provide an
account of the various groups constituting the Left In France. Cautets
book focuses on the nature of the relationship between communism and

the French intellectuals. It glves an excellent account of the tensions

and relaxations in the P.C.F.'s attitude to the Intellectuals, and

the latter's responses to changes In the party's policies, Caute
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investigates the relationship between intellectuals and workers, the
Impact of Soviet policies on the P,ESF and on the non-communist Left, and .
the varlous attempts which the iIntellectuals made to group themselve'.'; .
together for political action, Burnier restricts himself to an '
examination of the role played by the existentialists In postwar
France, while Simone de Beauvolr provides an Insight into the general
climate pervading French social and pollthaf {ife. Each of these f
studies s useful In Iltlumjnating a certain aspect of Fr;nch history; 3

together, they make possible an appreciation of the context within

which Mer teau-Ponty wrote,
~




A) Historical Background

I) The Ancien Régime and the French Revolutlon
As Eric Cabm points 0utf the conflict between the principles
of the Anclen Régime (namely, authority, hierarchy, and national

supremacy) and those of the French Revolution (namely, liberty,

equality, and fraternity), "has remained a fundamental feature of the
political, social, and economic structure of France,"2
The overthrow of the Ancien Régime signified liberation from

the authority of the monarchy, fre jom of bellgf and expression, and
the abolition of feudalism. However:.as Cahm expliains, there already
existed in the French Revolution a dl;?slon betw?en the wgalthlest
members of the bourgeolsie and the res%‘of socle%y—-the "peuple."

The former claimed to have sccured econamic freedém for all Frenchmen
in the struggle against the monarchy, thq nobility, and the Church.

In fact, however, the bourgeolsie used th¢ struggle to acquire a
monopoly of economic power, which it saflﬁuarded with a new principle
stipulating the inviolability of private property.3 The new Meconomic
freedom" had direct repercussions in the soclial and political spheres,
insofar as [t re—asserted the conception of social hierarchy and
polltlcal\lnequallty-—for the wealthy bourgeocisie feared that
"universal suffrage would threaten its property.

11) The Early Nineteenth Century a;d
*the Ensuing Tenslons

The ensuing class conflicts were further compllicated by the

creation of the industrial working ciass in the nineteenth century, and

these tensions were reflected by a party division into Left, Center,
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and Right. Since 1815, there have been innumerable further divisions
within these three broad groups, but their basic stance has remained

essentially unaitered: put in Its simplest terms, the Left, In the

attempt to establish more democratic political and social structures,

has continued to pursue the struggle against authority, hierarchy, and

clerical influence; the Center has adhered to the status quo; the

Right has represented the forces of reaction and has been for the

most part allied with the Catholic Church. By the twentleth century,
with the emergence of managerial elites, what was at stake in conflicts
"was no longer. . . property as a source of power in society, but

power itself, whatever Its source."4

ii1) The Commune

George Lichtheim contends that the historical roots of all
later party splits and divergencies go back.to the (87| Commune.5 He
devotes considerable attention to the relationship between Blanqui
and Marx, and tée difference In their conceptions of what constituted
the essence of the Paris Commune, The Commune concretized the'gulf
between the Blanquist idea of an elitist revolutionary dictatorship
and the Marxist conception of a democratic dictatorship consisting

6

of the entire revolutionary class, the proletariat.,” Llichtheim places

the twofold development of democratic reformism and revolutionary

syndicalism after 1880, the pecullar featuwres of French communism,
the Impact of the Russian Revolution, and the practical import of the g
Lﬁnlnist version of Marxism in France, within the context sf the

heritage of 1789 and 1793.7 The influence of Proudhon, Marx, Blanqui,

Bakunin, and Sorel on syndicalism, and the role played by Guesde and

f
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influence e's lectures on Hegel, and the problems created by
Nazism, Stalinism, and Gaulllism, are discussed in detail by Lichtheim
as heritages of the Commune.

iv) The Development of Soclalism from
1879 to World War 11

in order to comprehénd the kind of situation into uhlcﬁ“‘
communism Inserted itself In ?}ance, it Is necessary to recall }he
developinent of socialism from the formation of the '"Fédération des
Travaltileurs Sociafistes”" in 1879, (n 1883, Jules Guesde, the earliest
Marxist lcader in France, founded a new "Parti Ouvrier" supported
chiefly by the workers of the factories and mines. The following year
a law was passed authorizing the formation of trade unions, or
"syndicats." These unions were suspicious of politics and were, with
a2 single exception, middie class, However, in 1886, Guesde was
instrumental in forming the '"Fédération National des Syndicats" fot
political action, Thé next several years wltne;séd strikes, repressions,
and the emergence of a nationalism marked by anti—intellectualism,
anti-semitism, and enmity toNthe pariiamentary regime., The year 1894
was significant for several reasons, |t saw a'rapprochement" with
Russia resulting In a Franco-Russian defensive alilance, the gaining
of eighteen seats In the Chamber by the four Sociallst parties and,
most lasting in its repefcusslons, the Dreyfus affair. This affalr

revealed the shocking extent of anti-semitism and corruption in the

French War Office and, understandably, gave rise to a profound dis-

itlusionment and distrust in the functionings of governmental processes,
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France despite its condemnation by the Pope In 1914,

The years which ushered in the twentleth century were fruitful
ones for the arts, letters, and sclences. Cobban points to the
achievements of Rodin, Manet, Zola, Proust, Pasteur. He notes further,
cliting the examplie of Anatole France, that at this period In French
' history, literature became po]it]cally committed, These years also

8
Four years later, Maurras founded the "Comité de !'Action Francalse,"
]
.a conservative, anti-semitic organization whg§¢ journal, TAction
Francaise," continued to influence opinion In post-World War |1
§
witnessed the changes arising out of the industrial revolution, ' %

-
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Millerand's reforms, Combes' anti—clerical campaign, .and the separation—

v

by law-—of Church and State. Divisions resulted among Socialists. The

policy of the "Confédération Général du Travaille" (C.G.T.) and the

liberal idealism of Jaurés, editor of the socialist dally, "L'Humanit&,"
were at odds with the more orthodox Marxism of Guesde,

The central point to be kept in mind through the entire history
is that France was simultaneously Left polltically and Right socfélly.
Cobban points to the jarge proportion of small peasants, the small-
scale nature of produefloq in industry, the financial and industriatl
monopolies operating behind the mass of inefficlient small employers,
the opposition by small businessmen, shopkeepers, and farmers to
planning, and the acute class conflicts, in an effort to explain why
the social structure of France was unfavorable to economic progress
and guaranteed social conservatism and political instability. Cobban

contends that governments of the Left could achleve and retain power

only on condition of refraining from introducing Sfclal reforms.8 ;

That this probiem continued to plagge French politics Is borne out by
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evends such, as the fail of Léon Bium's government In 1937 and Faure's ’
opposition to the economic and social rcf&nns of Mendés-France in the

1950°*s,

The ué%urge of patriotism accompanying the outbreak of Worid
wWar |, and the postwar concern with pzace, temporarily e£{1psed
tensions within the French Left which were rooted in "the destructive,’
yet enduring rifts between Jacobin and sociallist, anarchist and Marxlst;
syndicalist and parliamentarian."9 In 1919, for example, "Clgrté"
was founded to group together on an international scale progressive

and anti-war intellecluals, However, internal divisions soon surfaced

again. The qulf between\¥‘f Radicals, vho believed in reducing’
government to a mlni;um, and tﬁe Socia{&sfs, who regarded the ecoqomlc
functions of government more favorably, was furtpcr widene‘ j%y a )
decisive event—the formation of the French Communist Partyﬁz& the ”

| Congress of the Socialist Party at Tours., The new party retained
control of "LtHumanité,” The leader of the Socialists, Leon Bium,

who had opposed the acceptance of Lenint's twenty-—one céndltions for
membershi \[n the Third internatlonale never ceased to regard the

Communists as encmies of social and dempegatic Ideals.'0 From 1920 on,

there Is a French party which stands under the direct impact of the

1917 Bolshevik Revolution, As a full member of the Third International,

the P,C.F, is frem this time forwdrd a massive presence in France,
Increasingly, leftist thoughg,becbmes potarized around the issues
raised by the 1917 Revolutlon.r This will be preeminently true of the
period we shall be studying closely—-~the imnediate postwar years., Of

cruclial concern in the twentics and thirties is the relationship

between the minority communism of capitatist—democratic France and

X
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the state c?qnunlsm of Russia, 1In 1921, the P,C.F. opposed Russia's
call for a'bnlted Front, In 1924, it condemned Trotsky and expelled
Its most‘powerful intellectual, Souvaqlﬁﬁ;i This created an anti~
lntgllectual crisis within the party. o

These years witnessed the bolshevization of the P,C.F., the
purges, the Intellectuals' formation of a "Communist Opposition,"
the Barbusse-Rolland coﬁtroversy regarding theJrelatlve importance v
of means and ends, the conflicts arislqg around the issues of national-
'Ism and internationalism on the one hand and ideallism and communism
on the other, Duhapel's resignation from"Clarté," the Franco-Spanish
crushing of the Moroccan Rebelilon in lééb and its repercussions in
France (namFIy, the imprisonment of over one hundred communist
- militants, and the jojning with the P.C.F. of Aragon, Breton, Eluard,
and other surrealist writers).- ThQ P.C.F.'s stand on colonial questions
vSrled. ltogss strongly anti-colonialist in the 1920's but maintained
a judicious sllience ﬁé:ween 1934 and the late 1940's, and returned to
strongly voiced antl-colonialism thereafter,

The early 1930's saw a general leftward trend among French
ldeallsts." There ;ere reéercusslons in France following the 1930
ti?ror campaign against Intellectuals in Russia, and Stalin's declara-
tion that the lnteillgentsla was chapable of understanding the
poiltlci of the working ctass, (Heﬁever, the installation of Thorez
as Secretary-General of the P.C.F, eased the tension, and |t was under
‘hls leadership that intellectual front organizations became prominent

' agaln.'z The "Committee of Anti-Fascist Intellectuals" (with Rolland

and Barbusse), and the’"Assoc’atlon des fcrivains et Artistes




"
Révolutionnaires" (A,E.A.R.—founded In 1932 with such flgures as
vaillant-Couturier, Aragon, Nizan, Malraux, Gide, Barbusse, Rolland)
were two of the most important of these groups.
‘buring the 1930's, the fascist threat became ncreasingly
ominous, |n response, the Socialists and Communists formed a Uﬁlted;

or Popular, Front against fascism in 1934, .and prominent communisté

such as Thorez, Valllan}—Couturler,—%nd Duclos made ap

support to the anti-fascist inteilectuals. At t

Communlists stressed the intellectuals! ﬁmlsslon' ead the masses.

Itted to the:

With the prospect of imminent war, writers who wer

problem of International relations and peace voic ¢ need for

¥

"a reappraisal of the international situation and, consequently, of

R N R B Talt

the avenues open for effective actlon."'3 In 1934 Canus, for example,
joined the P,C,F., although he left it a year iater following the
party's modification of its line on the Algerian Mosliems. In the .
esrly 1920's, Rolland had favored consci@ntious objectors, Gandhi and
the technique of Non-Acceptance, By the early 1930's, he "had
travelled a long way from his former semi-pacifist idealism, rejecting
Gandhism in the western context and ridiculing the idea of passive

4

resistance to Black Shirts."l4 in a speech delivered on March IS,‘l933,

Rolland declared that in the face of oppression, neutralism was

\c H Y
impossible and choosing to fight with the workers was the only recourse,

shortiy thereafter (1935), his book, significantly entitlied Par

la Revolutjon_ la Paix, ‘was published. !’ .

The Amsterdam Congress exemplified the extent to which the
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divergent groups on the Left wére willing to unite in the iInterests of

a common cause: Communists, Soclallists, Independent Socialists,

=~ N\
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Trotskyists, trade unionists, and women's organizations were ail
present, The Manifesto produced by this 66ngress denounced aggressive
capitalism and pseudo-pacifism, proclaimed the duty of defending
Russia, and called for the organization of the masses against the
war.|6 The Stavisky scandal (1934) again polarized the various
political factions: Radical, Socialist, and Communist Parties,
supported by Mairaux, Bioch, and many other Inteliectua*s, organized
a demonstration In response to the "fascist" riots touched off by the
scandal. Paul Langevin, the eminent scientist, urged solldarity
between workers and intellectuals, and became co—prefident of the
"Comité de Vigilance des Intellectuels Antifascistes” (C.V.l.A.)

17 the French

which was formed one month later. As Caute points out,
intellectuals enjoyed tremendous prestige at this time, a prestige
which was almost on a par with that of party leaders Thorez, Blum,

and Daladier, Shortly after the creation of C,V.l.A., a\Poaular

Front ("Rassemblement populaire™) headed by an intellectual,

Victor Basch, was founded. In 1935, the first "International Congress
of Writers for the Dgfence of Culture®™ brought together such prominent
intellectuals as Alain, Barbusse, Rolland, Malraux, Gide, Aragon,
Brccht; Tolstoy, Huxiey, The same year saw the signing of the Franco-
Soviet Pact, The unity of the French intellectual Left was further
strengthened by the Spanish Civil War, Russia's unilateral aid to
Republican Spain, and the democracies' refusal to intervene, greatly
enhanced the prestige éf communism, The intellectuals regarded
French non-~intervention as a betrayal of the Franco-Spanish Treaty
(1935) and such prominent figures as Péri, Rolland, Eluard, Aragon,

Plcasso, Mauriac, Maritain, and Bernanos were unanimous in their
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denunciation of the French policy,

However, the unity of the French Intellectual Left was severely
strained by the impact of the Moscow Trials and the executlon*of
Bukharin., Victor gerge, the moral l|eader of the French intellectuai
Opposition, for example, vehemently denounced Stalinism and declared
that “itimately defects in the Marxist dialectic itself had to be
faced."'8 In general, the communist inteilectuals iike Aragon accepted
the line that Trotskyists were accomplices of the Gestapo, Some,
however, resigned from the party—thus, Arthur Koestler and Charles
Rappoport, one of its founders, The non-communist intellectuals, on
the other hand, tended to regard the trials as rigged, We shall be
returning to this central episode |ater,

The Nazi-Soviet Pact (1939), supported by the P,C.F., shattered
the remaining unity and caused many, like Nizan, to hand in their
resignations to Duc:lns.'9 However, France'; entry into the war in
1939, the German Occupation of France in I940,‘the formation of
French Resistance groups, Hitler's attack on Russia in 1941, and the

P.C.F.'s consequent change of attitude toward Germany, all tended to

reunite the dissident groups on the Left,

v) The War Years: Occupation and Resistance
In the years preceding the outbreak of-World War 11 (1933-39),
the French (ntellectuals came under the inf luence of Kojévets lectures

oh Hegelt's Phehomenology of Mind. George Lichtheim gives a fairly

good account of Kojdve's stress on the humanist dimensTon of Marxism
and the indeterminate character of history. Kojéve's audlencgf'whlch

included Merleau-Ponty, retained the important megéage that the thinking
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of the young Marx had been "existentialist™ rather; than determinist,
This reinterpretation of Marx In the light of Hegql made it possible
for Freﬁch_lntellectuals to confront and dismiss the shortcomings of
Leninist orthodoxy, officlalized as Sovijet Marxism, with the argu-
ment;&ﬁat such shortcomings were due to ™a Russian importation into
Marxlsm."zo This determined the nature of many of the criticisms
which the non-communist Left levelled at the policies of the P.C.F,
in the postwar years.,

For many French intellectuals, the war years brought about an
awakening of political consciousness, Merleau-Ponty himse!f admitted
that "polttics seemed unthinkable' to him before World War 1i, and
that It was only after he '"felt the impact of these external
ibsurdities™ that he became genuinely poll;lcally"hngagél"Z'ln his
foreword to tlizan's Aden, Arabig, Sartre states that as a ypuné man
he himself did not feé])the need to be invoived in polltics, and was
even pleased that the establibhed ordgr existed so that he '"could
take pot shots at It with wnrds."22 In reminiscing about the events

of 1939, Sartre writes:

! was apolitical and rejuctant to make any commitment, but

my heart was on the Left, of course, like cveryone else's. « « o
| was discovering the monumental mistake of a whoie generation—
our generation—that had fallen asleep standing up. We were
being pushed toward massacres, through a savage pre-war period,

and we thought we were strolling on the lawns of Peace, 1In »
Brumath | égved out the days of our immense, anonymous
awakening,

Simone de Beauvoir, in her autobiography, The Prime of Life, also
describes the [mpact which the war years made on her llfe: 'History
took hold of me, and never letkgo thereafter."zf For her, 1939

marked a watershed™: '"| renounced my Iindividualistic, antihumanist
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way of life'"; "| jearned about human solidarity, and personal responsi--

bilities, and the fact that It was possible to accept death in order
that Iife might keep iIts meanlng."zs When violence, injustice, folly
and misfortune erupted on such a monumental scale, de Beauvoir
personally experienced "the pathetic ambiguity of our human condition,
its twin elements of misery and splendor."z6 The years before that
"conversion' which turned all her jdeas and values upside down and
awakened her to "political realities” seem, in retrospect, to have

been "wrapped in such layers of ignorance and dishonesty" that they

evoke her contempt.27
The collapse of France thrust French intellectuals Into the
foreground of the political arena:

with the Party leadership wopking under restrictive conditions,
with the trade unions smashed and the working class effectively
dispirited by the police and by deportations, the intellectuals,
with their ability to mgve about France and to live independently,
at however humble a level, and their willingness to write and
agltate regardliess of the personal consequences, assumed an
importance of the first magnitude,

Several Resistance groups sprang up, Even before Hjtler's attack on

™
S

Russia, the '"Free French Movement! under de Gaulle-;later called

“"La France Combattanie"——and the communist "Front Natlon;l" were
founded, This Front eventually attracted Catholic writers |ike »
Mauriac, as well as communlst aéd sociallist lntellectualg. Other
groups Included: "leératlon"; "Combat" (which Camus joined in 1942);
“Franc~Tireur'; the ali-party "™ouvements Unis de Résistance" (M.U.R.);
"Mdouvement de Libération Nationaie" (M,L.R.—this group, which included
Pierre Hervé and André Malraux, in 1945 finally s;llt over the lssue

of fusing with the commanist "Front National"); the communist-

controlled "Front National des Intelliectuels" (which in 1941 already
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Included Aragon, Triolet, Politzer, Decour, Solomon, Etluard); and,
as in the Popular Front period, numerous speclalist organizations
which grouped the intellectuals into "amicales" (for example, the
"Front National Unlverslta{re," the "Comité National des Jurlstes,"
the "Front Natlional des Affs"-—all supported by clandestine papers).
The "Comité Natlional des ésrlvains" (C.N.E.), which proved to be the
most cffective and durablie of these front organizations, gathered '
together most of the writers of tﬁ; Left (for example, Cassou, Aragon,
Eluard, Vercors, Sartre, Camus, .Decour, Claudel, Mauriac).z9 However,
the Trotskylte intellectuals for the most part remained aloof from
both collaborationh and resistance, fearing that a German defeat would
signify the triumph of Anglo--Amerlcan.lmperialism.30 The military
underground was coordinated by the "National Military Committee™
whlch,~likewise, involved intellectuals (for example, Professor
Marce! Prenant).>!

Tasks undertaken by the Resistance movements included:
manufacturing explosives, assassinating Germans, bo@blng restaurants
and hotels occupied by the Germans (the "Francs-Tireurs," for example,
killed 650 Germans and wounded 4,000 others in three months 32),
sabotaging goods destined for Germany, and writing creatively on
resistancé themes (for Instance, Aragon, Eluard, Vercors, Salnt—Exupéry,
Triolet, Thomas, Aveline), The members of the Resistance paid dearly
for these activities. Acts of assassination or sabotage resulted
in arrests, tortures, and the systeﬁatlc execution of hostages. The
French lliltitla, founded in 1943 by Joseph Darnand, undertook such

?

severe repressions that it came to be feared ‘and hated more than

Hitler's S,S. troops.33 Pitard (a communist lawyer), Péri, MaTe and
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Georges Polltzer, Decour, Hé1dne and Jacques Solomon, Feldmann (a
philosophy professor at Dieppe), Chenneviere (a poet), Danielle Casanova,
Marie—Claude Vaillant—Couturier, were among the victims. In the Paris
area alone, 1,200 cogmunlsts were arrested Immediately following
Russia's entry into the war.34 Paul Colette's attempt to assassinate
Laval and Déat falled, and the Germans decreed the death-penalty for
anyone convicted of djsseminating Communist propaganda. The kitling
of two German officers resulted in the execution of ninety-eight
Frenchmen and the internment of twenty—seven others. Shortly there-
after, the Germans announced that reprisals would be extended to the
families of terrorists., However, guerr;lla activities continued
despite severe denunclations by the collaborators., Moreover, close
links were forged between the Resistance and London on the one hand,
and North Africa on the other., The German effort to form an
Intellectuals' collaboration movement falled.>> By the end of the
war, approximately half the staff of "L'Humanité" had dled, and the
P.C.F. was able to refer to Itself as "Le Parti des Fusillés,®
The moral dilemmas facing Frenchmen during the Occupation

were not restricted to the "prablems raised by the existence of
likeable, antli-Nazl German soldlers."37 in occupied France, "simply
torpe alive implied some sort of compromlse."38 As Cobban points
out, the period was marked by ﬁthe moral ambigulty of divided
allegiance™:

Sabotage and rebellion were the needs of patriots, loyaity and

obedience the virtues of defeatists and collaborators, murder

and torture part of the normal machinery of goyernment, and

assassination the method of opposition., On more than one slde
honour was raoted in dishonour and falth unfaithful kept men

falsely true.3?

-
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The Vichy government took advantage of the German Occupation to
crush political opponents, and "Action Frangalsc" Intensifled Its
antl-semitic campaign. Pétain, Laval, Darlan, Doriot, and Déat
collaborated freely with the Germans. Vichy p:bllshed its own "Jewlsh
statute" in 1940, and In 194] Doriot and Déat founded the "Rassemble-~
ment Natloqal Populaire"™ to cooperate with the Nazis in creating the -
new European order.%% Simone de Beauvoir gives a very illuminating
account of the persecutions of the Jews In France."

It is important to note a few points about the Resistance
Movement. First of all, there is a distinction between the activities
of Individual communists and the attitude of the P,C,F, during the
first year of the Occupation, David Caute's study examines the
mliitant activities of certain communist intellectuals in the face
of the party's equivocal position, Caute explains those aspects of
the Resistance which caused numerous Frenchmen to join the P,C,.F,

(for example, Eluard, Picasso, Jourdain, Joliot-Curie, Langevin),

as well as those policies which drove members from the party (for
instance, the tend;ncy to regard escapees such as Pasgor and Sartre

as collabqrators).4é He points out, further, that Stalingrad was
Interpreted as "washing out" or "justifying'" the "crimes" of the past,
inciuding those connected with the Moscow Trials. The 1937-1938

purges were now regarded as a "timely liquidation of inefficient and

traltorous elements," and "the rapid construction of Russian heavy

industry, . . was equated with the moral victory of Marx's communism."43

Bloch'!s regular radio broadcasts from Moscow did much to confirm the

Iimportance attached to the Resistance in Russia, and enhanced the

emotional appeal generated by the U.S.S.R,'s war,effort.44

t
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Secondly, the precise nature of the rotle played by the French
intellectuail Left In the Resistance mist be defined. Simone de'Beauvoir's
recollections recounted In The Prime of Life prove invaluabte in this
regard. She conveys superbly the Intellectual and emotional climate
of those difficult years preceding liberation. De Beauvolr describes

In detail Sartre's extensive efforts to organize a resistance movement

during the Dccupation. She relates the general tenor of the meetings
which gathered together, besides Sartre and herself, such intellec-
tuais as Merleau-Ponty, Cuzin, Desantli, Bost, and Pouillon. Although

Desanti proposed organizing attacks on individuals such as Déat, the s
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others d|d not feel qualified to engage In guerrilla activities. It -

was declded, therefore, to confine the group's activities for the
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time being to recruiting support, coliecting information for
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circulation, boycotting Occupied Zone papers, and preparing——through
research and discussion——3 new program for the Left to be put into

effect In the event that the democracles should be victorious, This

A v o s,

resistance group called itself "Soclalism and Liberty." Sartre tried

J
4

to establish contacts between the movement and certain people in the

Free Zone, To this end, he made a trip to see Glide and Malraux.

ARy

However, the former declared himself incapable of seeing what he coulid

do himself, and the {atter regarded action of any sort quite useless

)for the time being, since he relied on the Americans and Russians to

S5 Ty L e

win the war.45 Sartret's hope that "Socialism and Liberty™ would attach
itself to a large central body, failed to materlalize, De Beauvoir

observes that politically, the group found itself "reduced to a

condition of total lmpotenéh,"46 and concludes that "Soclalism and
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Liberty" and other ;Imllar movements were Ineffectual because
they had come into belng through individual Initiative, and
consisted mainly of middle~class intellectuals without any
experience_of underground action—or Indeed of action iIn
any form,47 ,
Unltke such groups, which lacked experience and coheslon, the
Communists
were well orgadlzed, well disciplined, and possessed an o,
excellent administrative machine, with the result that from
the moment they decided to intervene they obtained '
spectacular results,
Sartre therefore favored a "rapprochement" with the P,C.F. However,
his attempt to establish a commen front was not, initiatly at least,
welcomed by the Communists, who distrusted groups of "petit-bourgeais
‘intellectuais" formed outside the auspices of the party.49
The Gesfapo»arrested several members of other Reslistance
movements, among them Sartre's boyhood friend, Péron, and one of
de Beauvoir's former philosophy students, Yvonne ?léard. Sartre,
seeing what risks the continued existence of "Soclaltsm and Liberty"

would have meant for his friends, and dlscouraged'by the droup's

‘Iﬁeffectuallty, declded to disband the movement.so He ihen threw

himself Into the writing of plays, by which he could appeal to those

sharing a common predicament, By writing plays which were technically

‘beyond reproach but transparent in their implications (for example,

The Flfes), he sought to counter German and Vichy propaganda by
remlndlng_h]s Eountrymen of rebeliion and freedom.s' In 1943, Sartre
was Invited by the communist intelligentsia to join the "Comité
National des Ecrivains” (C.N,E.). The following year witnessed the

liberation of France, Just prior to this event, the Germans engaged
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in wide-scale atrocities on the civitian population. Chiidren were
burned allve or suspended from butcher hooks, and housewives were shot

down In the streets of Parls.52 ’

wvl) The French Left in the Immediate Postwar Years
The German Occupation and the Resistance which It called forth
did much to unite the various elements constituting fhe French Left,

Communists, Soclallsts, Syndicalists, and others worked side by side

in the effort to overcome Nazism, The Communist Party played a very
declsive role in the struggle and, as a result, gained strong support.
The extent of that support became evident in the 1945-1946 elections,
in which the P.,C.F, became for the first time the largest pariia-
mentary party, As Cobban points out, the P,C.F, was the only party
tthat had retained Its identity and its cadres Intact throughout the
underground struggle."53 The Center had been discredited, and the
Right was politically annihilated with Its Peaders In prison or

disenfranchised, However, despite its advantageous position, the -
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P.C.F. falled to selze power., Instead, Thorez endorsed the dissolution

of the armed Resistarce units, Th&? caused resentment within the party, .
Many communists, like Plerre Hervé, felt that Thorez and Duclos had

wasted '"the revoliutionary potential of the Reslistance" and betrayed

the llberation. The "maquis™ and the Liberation Committees had been

opposed to reviving the system of electofai démocracy but, in the

interests of solldarity among all Left groups, had refrained from

proposing a "reclpe" for a new democracy, Now, faced with a tripartite
government and Gaullist paternalism-—a paternalism disguised with talk

of "soclallsm'—they were understandabily bitter.>*
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With the dgfgat of the common enemy, the oid cleavages into
Right and Left reapp!ared.SS Inflation, food shortage, and a result-
Ing rash o! riots and strikes gripped France in the immediate postwar
period, The P,C,F,, although part of the government, supported the
May 1947 strikes and, consequently, the Communist ministers were dis-
missed from office by the Socialist Premier, Ramadier. The '"Ramadier
affair' marked the beginning of open hostility between the Communists,
and the Socla]lsts and M,R.P.%® The Marshall Plan, announced in the
same year, was denounced by the Communigts but supported by the
Socialists. Tﬁe "Kravchenko qffalr" (Kravchenko, a Russian official
who had def;ctéb to America in 1944), which also occurred in 1947,
rallled‘tht French‘lntellesagals and Induced them to reaffirm, albelt
within certain limits, their faith In Russia,”! Earlier in that year,
de Gaulle had created the "Rassemblement du Peuple Francais™ (R.P.F.),
which was to be "a party against parties." However, the combination

. Hom,
of progressive and conservative elements undercut its unlty.58

The
same year saw the fallure of the communist~led strikes of November
and December, and the revolt in Madagascar.

in my discussion of the development of Merleau-Ponty's politi-
cal position, 1 shall have occasion to consider the Left's response to
the events which followed 1947, First, however, | wish to investigate

the role of the "Temps Modernes" group in postwar France,
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B) The "Temps Modernes™ Group ”

The review, "Les Temps Modernes,™ which Qa; founded in 1945
by Sartre and Merleau-Ponty, occupies a central place In our investiga~
tion, The review sought "to clarify a general palicy" on the political
and social problems of the times. Its editorial staff consisted of:
Raymond Aron, Simone de Beauvolr, Michel Leiris, Maurice Mer leau~Ponty,
Albert Oilivier, Jean Paulhan, and Jean-Paul Sartre—André Malraux
refused to join, and Albert Camus was too busy with "Combat" to

become a member, Howéver, the latter frequently wrote articles for

the review, Mijchei-Antoiné¢”Burnier has studied the various lnstallmeﬁfs

of the journal in an attempt to determine and summarize the stand
]

which its editors took on the various Issues which arose In postwar
Frpnce.

As Burnier polnts out, the journal form was particularly well-
sulted for the editors?! endeavor of "hunting" meaning and "uhmasklng"
events,ipolicles, and actions, in order to brfng about change. While
in touch with passing events, the }evlew coug‘"béﬁ detached enough to
reflect on them" and engage in dialogue and crltlclsm.s9 \ln the
"manifesto™ of "Les Temps ﬁodernes,“ Sartre and Merleau-P&nty pro-.
claimed the journal's general political intentlions and sough{ to define
the role of the inteliectuval on the new Left, They declared their
lnte?tlon‘of fighting apathy and ignorance, and of demonstrating that
the world Is not divided neatly "into two empires of good and evll.“bo
Tpey contended, further, that thought need not weaken action, that’
good Intentions da not justify everything, and that it is qulite

possible to discern "a clear enough course of action" |f one endeavors
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to remain Informed. Mer leau-Ponty, who assumed responsibiiity for the
political direction of the review, announced the editors? hope of
rediscovering "™arxism on the road of present-~day truth and in the

61

analyses of [their] times," Briefly, the alm was to understand

history in clarifying actual historical situations, to "unmask"dglth

a view to contributing to the developing of collective revolutlona;y
praxis—in shortg to understand history and to change it. 1In his
lnt;bductloé to‘the first issue af "Les Temps Modernes" (I945§, Sartre
stressed the very real responsibility of the wrlteﬂingnrawlng attention
to the political consequences of his actions as a writer: since '"the
writer Is sjtugted in his time," since every word and every silence

has consequences, "since we act on our time by our very existence,"

it Is imperative that we make this action deliberate and that the

writer "tightly., . . embrace his time n62

in his introduction, Sartre
emphasized that the editors! aim was to address their contemporariés
and thereby '"to particlipate in bringing forth certaln changes in [}helﬁ]
society"—changes in "both the social condition of man and his
conception of hlmsglf."63 Finally, Sartre informed the readers that
the review would not serve any party, but would, "3 propos of the

coming social and political events, , . . take a stand in each case."64

ft is worth noting that in 1947 Sartre expounded the same theme of

responsibility in What Is Literature?: 'The 'committed! writer is
aware of the Identity of word apd action; he knows that the act of

unmasking brings about change and that one only acts in this way in

order to change thlngs."65 in his autobiography on the other hand,

§

Sartre admitted, much later (1964), that for a long time he treatgd his

pen as-& sword, but that he had finally come to real ize how helpless
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the writer ls.66

Burpl?r traces the polltléal development of "Les Temps Modernes"
beginning with the journal's initial problems and hesitations, At o

flrst, though solidly opposed to exploltatlon; coloniatism, war, and

the regimes engendering these evils, it "had difficulty In justifying

its position and relating ontological analyses to political posltlons."67

+ e

it criticized all existing parties and from the beginning adopted a
political llnewwlth its unequivocal condemnation of de Gaulle's -
policies, Its opposition to the Gereral was to be one of the
journalts stead{ast themes for the next several years,

As already pointed out, World w;rtll had a strang impact on .
the French lnE llectuals, In his article, "The war'Has Taken Place, "
which was publjished in "Les Temps Modernes™ in June s@gs, Mer {eau~Ponty
remarks that Yefore 1939 they "separated their personal fate from
European hlstory.""'8 He observes that the Occupation wrought a funda-
mental change insofar as it taught them that "their former freedom
had been sustained by the freedom of others and that one Iis not free
alone.“69 The experience of the Occupation brought Merleau-Ponty
to the (ealtzatlon that '"the wish to be free on the fringe of the
world" would end in thelr not being free at all, since one's "freedom

;70

Is Interwoven with that of others by way of the worid,” = He learned ~

that it Is necessary to assume responsibility not only for one's
intentions, but also for the "external consequences” of one's actions, :

~ 7

for their meaning "in a historical context."7| L §

During the war, Merleau-Ponty had been a ileutenant in the

+
army and lived “face to face with cruelty and death."72 Thereafter,

he found It lmpbsslble to disregard violence In any of Its forms,
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"The war has so drained everyoni;" he wrote, P: .J. that men no longer
have the energy even to look violence in the face, to see it at its
source."73 Consequently, he made it 5ne\of-hls tasks to persuade
men that violence must be confronted openly not only in time of war
but ﬁt all times, for the Occupation had taught him that 'there can
be so room for neutral or indifferent actlons."74 The journal form
was ideally suited for this task of "unmasking" and confronting
violence in an effort to persuade others to do the same., The bulk of
Humanism and Terror, for example, in which Merleau-Ponty confronts
the question of the Moscow Trials by placing those Trials within the
targer context of the different forms of violence, appeared serially
in "Les Temps Modernes.," Through this journal, Merleau—ffonty sought
to exert political influence—not in the sense of persuading others
to vote for a particular pafty, for instance, but rather In encouraging
them to take a crltlzal and honest “approach to the socio-palitical
problems of the times, In this way, he hoped '"to push things forward
in the direction of effective liberty."'> in his view, "this
potitical task [was) not incompatible with any cultural value or
literary task/'because he considered literature and culture toshe
"the progressive awareness of our muitiple relztionships with other

people and the world."76

Sartre was In full agreement with this view of the journal's
political task, As | pointed out earlier, he, too, had "iearned
history" through the experience of the war years., Before the war, he
had spent a year in Berlin and had thereby become acquainted with the
philosophies of Husserl and Heidegger. For the next years, his

interests were primarily phenomenologlcal-ontological in character,
[y i
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as he attempted to formulate his own position against the background

of the German philosophers. The basic orientation In works like

The Transcendence of the Ego and Being and Nothingness (written in

1936-7 and 1943 respectively) was one of idealism., In 1938, his-first
novel, Nausea, appeared. It, too, was a phenomenological~ontological

study, taking a highly individualistic approach. In both Being and

Nothingness and Nausea, Sartre was interested in an analysis of the

"human reality™ which is man, Consequently, his lengthy?ﬁiscusslons

of action, decision and freedom remained on the 1evel cf the Ind}vldual.
There was little, If any, consideration of collective action, Freedom
was a matte} of accepting the anguish of radical contingency and the
responsibility for continually realizing freedom anew through the
creative project. The relationship between lnd(vlduals wa; described
as one of conflict,

The war and the Occupation, however, were jinstrumental in
bringing about a shift of emphasis, a reorientation, Iin Sartre's
philosophy., For the first time, he realized, the need to take an Interest
in history and politics. It became clear to him that the éourse of
events and the decisions of statesmen could radically curtail Individual
freedom, Sartre became increasingly aware that genuine freedom for
the individual required more than an attitude of ''good faith' on the
pafc/ﬁf"{hat indlvldua[. He began to realize that individual freedom
coula’ge brought about 5;1y through collective action and social
change., The full lmpll?atlons of these realizations were not developed
and articulated until 1960 with the Critique de la Raison Dialectigue.
In his book, Choice of Agtion, Burnier examines at length the successive

stages by which Sartre's change of orlentation gradually clarifled
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7
itself He captures remarkably well the amblvatgnce of Sartre's

writing ifor the underground paper, "Combat," The plight of Orestes In

which he wrote during this time, reflects the fact that

"Sartre conceived action as individual although in History. . « .
[and that]| the idea of praxis [remained] u&clear."78 As Byrnier
points out

Orestes\dreams of liberating his country, . . . He finds that
an abstriact freedom without real choices is mere deception,
that History is corporeal and weighs on one, that blood is
frequently the price of progress. He can no longer feel
himself apart from men and their History, . . . Orestes killis
the tyrant and his accomplice and detivers his people, but
instead of remaining to work with others to rebuild the
country. .\, he flees to solltude,’9

Loy
In his tritogy, Roads to Freedom, published between 1945 and 1949, k

Sartre again conflrms his gradual awakening to a full appreciation

of the importance of history and of revolutionary praxis. In the first
volume the hero, thieu, is essentiilly apolitical and individualistic—
as was Sartre priar to the war, He is concerned with freedom, but
purely on an indiv ddal1stlc ievel, He regards his actions as having

no irrevocable consequences. By the third volume, Mathieu Is Q&:::iig/
to face reality, to \take history seriousiy, to criticize himself for

his previous apoliticdal attitude and to recognize that it did not
absolve him from responsibility, He reallzes that genuine freedom

can be reaiized only through collective praxis, and Qewcomm!t;'hﬁrself
irrevocably to political action.% 1t Is worth noting thatxhls’irtlcle,

"Materialism and Revolution,”" which was published in the journal In

1946, is an excellent lllustration of the extent to which the war years

v et e st A,
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had transformed Sartre's position,

In Belng_and Nothingness, Sartre had regarded revolutionaries

3
j
as being In "bad faith": "Revolutionaries are serious. . . o they wish g
1

to change this world, . . , it Is a dismissal of huq?n reallty IQ* I

favor of the worid, . . ., It is obvious that the serious man. . . Is 4
H

in bag faith, . . ."Bl By 1946, Sartre was prepared to admit that
"the revolutionary act. . . . calls for a new philosophy, with a

82 He now realized

different view of man's relations with the worid."
that the revolutionary act, which is "the free act par excellence,"
is "not free in an anarchist and Individuallst way at all," but "from
the beginning, ., . . places itself on the level of solldarlty."83

The revolutionary's "freedom resides in the act by which he demands .
the lliberation of his whole class and, more generally, of all men.,"
Since he had become aware that "other people's freedoms can render
[pne'gj situation unbearable,' Sartre now appreciated the need to
align himself with others In struggling for a "total |iberation,”

He now condemned idealism and attempted, through the vehlcle of the
journal, to formulate the "new phllosophy" to transcend both material-
jsm and idealism, fhls "new philosophy! was to throw light on the o
whole problem of violence, In keeping with his recalization that ''the
revolutionary attitude demands a theory of viclence as an answer to
oppnésslon."as Class consclousness also demanded a "new humanism,

n86 :

above and beyond the ratienal organization of the community. The

[ eV
3

formulation of this "new humanism" was to be one of the prime tasks of
Les Temps Modernes7‘

When the old cleavages into Right and Left reappeared early

MR o

in 1946, Aron and Ollivier left the review, In December 1946, 'Les

Temps Modernes™ was the first to come out with a sharp and unequivocal
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condemnation of the war in Indochina, and a demand for immediate
independence.87 This war was much discussed lniihe review, (In March
1947, for exapple, Merleau-Pon@y wrote an articie "On Indo-China" in
the review,) Colonialism became, and remalneq,kgpe of the key themes
with which the journal concerned itseif, In the years which followed,
the editors continued to take a clear stand on the issues which con-
cerned French political tife (that is, they did so with the exception
of the early 1950's when, at Merlieau-Ponty's insistence, they
"underplayed polltlcs"aa). They endeavored to "unearth' the meaning
of these events and to transmit that meaning to the French public,
The Marshall Plan was discussed at great length, as were the Washington
purges, the Algerian War, the Stalinist camps, the campaign against
Tito, the colonial policy in Tunisia, the massacres In Madigascar,
the Hungarlan ngolutlon, the Suez Affair, and so on, In general,
"Les Temps M6;ernes" sought '"to define the framewark for a politics
of coexistence™ between the U.S.A, and the U.S.S.R.89 1t rejected
power politics and the Cold War, and replaced these with "a politics
of peace" aimed at the‘establishment of a soclalist and neutral
Europe.90
As Sartre points out, Camus was an Iindispensable part of the

cultural domain of France at the time:

Caius co;id never cease to be one of the principal forces

In our cultural domain, nor to represent, in his own way,

the history of France and of this century,?
Unlike his friends, Sqrtre“and Mer leau-Ponty, Camus came from a
poéerty—strlcken home, His father was a poor agrlcultura} worker;

his mother worked as a charwoman following her husband's death, Camus?

studies in philosophy at the University of Algiers were cut short
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abruptly by severe attacks of tuberculosis. The first of these -
attacks came when he was only seventeen, and forced Camus to support
himself by a variety of jobs (for example, selling spare parts for
cars), For a brief period (1934-1935), he was a member of the Algerlan
Communist Party. Just prior to World war 11, he became rédacteur-
reporter for "Alger-REpubllcain," a left-wing paper which was anti-
colonialist and sﬁpported the Popular Front. ODuring the war, he was
active In the Resistance Movement as editor of the underground paper,

"Combat. n?2

In 1942, The Outsider and The Myth of Sisyphus were pubiished

by Gallimard, and shortly a;ter the liberation, the plays, Cross

Purpose and Caliqula, appeared, In these works, Camus stripped the
famhliar world of its Illusions in order to explore the fundamental
absurdity of the human condition, He sought "to be logical to the
bitter end,”" to determine whether there is "a ioglc to the point of
death."93 With pitiless clarity and unflinching perseverance, he

described the irreconclilable contradiction between man's "appetite

for the absolute and for unity and the impossibl!lty of reducing this

world to a rational and reasonable prlnclple."94 Unsparingly, Camus

~
rejected determln}sm, explianatory Qchemata, and absolute truth, iIn

/
favor of the ever-renewed, conscious "confrontation between the human

need and the unredsonable silence of the world.'!95 integrity forbade

his "maskihg the evidence" or “suppressing the absurd" py denying one

of the terms in that confrontatinn.96 He was firmly convinced that

teverything begins with consciousness and [that] nothing is worth

7

anything except through lt."9 Camus catled for a luclid reason uhlch‘
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notes its limits, for "a constant awareness, ever revived, ever alert."98
In his vlew} man's grandeur consists in his Iucldlty and his revolt
agalinst a life which Is utteriy "without appeal.“99 Such a revelt
"gives life Its value. . . « [and] restores Its majesty to that Life, 100
"The certainty of a crushing fate" (that is, death)does not imply
nihilism or despair, but rather offers "a lucid invitation to live and
to create, Iin the very midst of the desert."'ol For the lucld man,
the absurd becomes a Mharrowing" passion which simultaneously M"burns"
and "exalts" the heart. His Is a "desperate joy," '"a will to live

without re jecting anythlyg of llfe."|02 Meursault, the hero of

The Outsider, is such a man—a man of utter honesty, who lives "without

hope, without {tlusion, and without resignation," who gives himself
fully to each successive present.'o3
In th€_[940's Camus was, for his friends, "the admirable con-
junction of a person, an action, and a worf."'°4 His eariier struggles
agalnsf dire poverty and iliness, his "flirtatlion" with the Communist
Party, his work on "Alger-Ripubllcaln,ﬁ his intellectual honesty and
passion for clarity,.went hand in hand at this time with the concrete
commitment to a common social-political cause—namely, the Reslstance
Movement, In the years following the liberation, however, Camus became
increasingly estranged from his friends on the non~communist Left,
This estrangement was largely due to his refusal to speak out clearly
and publicly agalnst the tortures perpetrated by the French on the
Algerians during the Algerian War, Other contributing factors were:
his decision to sign a petition requesting clemency fnr‘Braslllach,

his concern with moral Issues at the expense of political ones, his

growing anti-communism, and his criticism of Mer leau-Ponty's position

-
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regarding the Moscow Trials, !03

Camus® novel, The Plaque, which appeared In 1947, used a natural
calamity to symbolize the Occupation, thereby tacitly equating the two,
To his friends, this seemed to be "merely anather means of escaping
from History and the real prohlems."'06 The decisive break between
Sartre and Camus followed the publication of Canus'Rebel in 1951, In
this work, Camus rejected political revolution, and opted for a rebellion
which stressed the notion of limits. The rebel, contended Camus, must
pay for murder with his own 1ife,!197 Cams insisted on certainty P
regarding the outcome of violence:
A revolution Is not worth dying for uniess It assures the
immediate suppression of the death penailty. . . . When the end -
Is absolute, historically speaking, and when it 1s bellieved
certain of realization, it.ls possible to go so far as to
sacrifice others, When It is not, only oneself can be sacri-

flce?éaln the hazards of a struggle for the common dignity of |
man, .

Sartre felt constrained to criticize Camus' "antihistoricism,” his
idealism, his bourgeois moralism, his refusal "to leave the sure ground
of morality, and to engage upon the uncertain paths of the practlcal."'oq
Sartre was penetrating enough to discern the roots of Camus! anti-
historicism in the basic ontological position formulated in The Myth of »
Sisyphus. In Sartre's view, Canus?! concern with man's struggle against
nature blinded him to man's struggle against social conditions, He con-
tends that for Camus, the Nazis were “accomplices of the blind forces of
the universe."'lo Sartre tells him,

you were fortunate in that the common fight against the

Germons symbolized, in your eyes and ours, the union of all
men against inhuman tatalities,!

In Sartre's view, therefore, Camus'! basic adherence to the status qué

was obscured for a short while by his participation in the Resistance:
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Thus, a concurrence of clrcumstances, . . . allowed you to
conceal from yourself the fact that man's struggle agalnst
Nature is, at the same time the cause and effect of another
struggle, equally old and plitiless, man's struggle against man,
You revolited against death, but in the iron beits which sur-
round cities, other men revolted against social conditions
which raised the toll of mortality. Shouild a child die, you
accused the absurdity of the world. . . . But the child's
father, if he were a lald-off worker or unskilled laborer,

accused meh, o o« o YOU Wanted to realize within yourself, by ‘
yourself, the happiness of all through a moral tension. . . .' 2

It seems to me that Sartre was fundamentally correct in stating
that Camus?® notion of rebelllon must be understood in reference to the

position which he presented In The Myth of Sisyphus. | shall return

to this point presently, for it ties gt the core of the difference
between Merleau—Ponty's criterion of progressiveness 'and Camus' notion
of limits, First, however, | propose to consider the role which the

works of Arthur Koestler played during these years,

-
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C) Koestler and Merleau-;onty

Eariier, | mentioned that the Moscow Trials and the executjon
of Bukharin severely strained the unity of the French lntellectuath
and led some Intellectuals, like Koestler, to leave the party. houé;er,
on the Intellectual extreme-Left doubts were, to a large extent,
suppressed, The result was that at the time, the Trials did not
produce as great ruptures as, for example, did the anti-Titoist Trials
of the late forties."3 Yef there is no doubt that the Moscow Trials
created a grave problem for French intellectuals "who regarded a
sociallist state as the least likely of all to permit Injustices on a
massive and planned scale.""a Since there was no obvious single explana-
tion of how the confessions were ocbtained, it seemed feasible to consider
them genuine, Some surmised that the Oid Bolsheviks confessed because
"they were caught red-handed and there was no way out." Others (for
example, Henri Gullbeaux) argued that the accused pad confessed In the
hope of gaining pardon and later overthrowing Stalin and restoring
Leninism, Still others (for Instance, Krivitsky and Koestler) reasoned.
that they had confesseé as a last service to the party.“5 The hard- v
core Stalinist intellectuals, such as Aragon, wurmser, and Cogniot,
adopted the familiar "for us or against us" principle and sllencedvall
doubts with the reasoning that "whoever protected the accused at the
Moscow trial rendered himself an accomplice of all the attacks which
are hurled by fascism at the present time against peace and against the
existence of the workers of the whole worid,"!!® Those intellectuals
vho questioned the Trials weré Iaﬁeiled Yadvocates of Hitler and the
Gestapo.""7 The dilemma of the‘;profsovlet ]dealléts,“ who Qgre caught

between the Stalinist and Oppositionist intellectuals, can therefore be
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appreclatcd.”8 To outline completely the context within which Darkngss
at_Noon appeared, it should aiso be recalled that, for many Left .
Intellectuals, the victory at Stalingrad "washed away" or vindicated the
Trials,
KoestIer's>ggggng§§_ngﬂuub a novel dedicated to the memory of
the victims of the Moscow Trials, attempted to recxamlne the issue,

When it was published In England In 1940, its Impact was minimal,

However, Its appearance in France (under the title Le Zero et |'infini)

after the war created a sensation, In the book, Koestler portrays the
lengthy dialogues between the Stalinist Interrogators (Ivanov and
Gletkin) and Rubashov, the accused Old Bolshevik, as well as the internal
discussion of Rubashov with himself, Rubashov readily admits that Stalin
"conceivably might be in the right," that there is no certainty, ahd that
the only appeal is to "that mocking oracle. . . called Hlstory."||9 He
reallzes that for the party, death is "the logical solution to palitical
divergencles" because errors have future consequences and are therefore
"crimes" against future generatlons.'20

Though lnnocen@ of -the charges brought against him, Rubashov,
the ex—Commissar of the People, Is aware of 'the higher interests which

are really at stake."'z' He himself had earlier found It "right and

necessary" to have counter-revolutionaries shot, and had condemned com-—
122

rades who dared to criticize the party. At that time, Rubashov had
declared that Individuals might be wrong, but that "'the Party can never
be mlstaken'."'23 He had stresSed the need for Mabsolute falth In
History" and in the party as '"the embodiment of the revolutionary idea
In hlstory."|24 Now he felt himself constrained to put the party "in

question” and to wonder how It was that 'right principles'" had produced

LA
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"wrong results.”™ Rubashov reasons thaf "If the Party embodied the will » ‘
of hlstory, then history itself was defectlve."'zs Gletkln'polnts out
that, Instead of worid revelution, a wave of reaction had foldowed
the Russian Revolution, and that the party had seen fit to subordinate
the policy of the International to natlional pollcy.'z6 In Rubashov's
view, at critical turning points in history, the only possible rule is
that which states that the end justifies the means. All that matters
Is "who is objectively in the rlght."'27 "The question of subjective
good faith is of no interest. He who Is in the wrong must pay; Ne who is

ni28 In fact, Rubashov points out that

in the right will be absolved,
“history hss taught us that often lies serve better than the truth,n!29

Yet he realizes the problem involved here—namely, that only "axiomatic - L
faith in the rightness of one's own reas;hing" can decide in the present , » )
what will be judged truth in the future.'30 Rubashov no longer bellevég

in his own lnfalliblllty.l3l He Is forced to reconsider the costs which ) .
the Revolution has exacted so far, and to ask whether or not "humanism

and politics, respect for the individual and social progre;s, are '
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incompatible, His probings iead him to formulate the "law of the

relative maturity of the masses."l33 He confesses that "humanitarian

weakness and |iberal democracy, when thé masses are not mature, Is suicide

for the Revolution,” and that his demand for a placing of the idea of

man above the idea of mankind, for a broader democracy, for a looser
party organization, and for abolition of the terror, were objectively
counter-revolutionary at that point in hlstory.'34 Under pressure from
Gletkin, he relinquishes the distinction between ob jective and subjective
guilt, He grapples with the problem of terror in an effort to determine

whether there Is an important distinction to be made between mass action
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leading to civil war, and individuat acts of terrorism. Since he realizes T

that Russia’1s backward, and since he sees the necd for party unity,

. !

“ubashov agrees to cohfess to the ‘charqes of sabotage and espionage as » }
a last service for the party (to forestall further defections from the . .

. . * - . - |
porty line by acting as a scapegoat). Hawever, having confessed, . /

Kutethov admits to himself his own disiliusienment with the party. He

wakises thet "perhaps the Revolution had come too early," and that

terhaps he had been nmystaken 1n thinking that the end justifies.-the means

and that the objective rmust be pleced above the SUbjPQtJVé:ljb

-4

After writing Darkness at Noon, hoestler rcturded several times

! H

iu the question of means and ends. In The Yoqi and_the Germussar (1945),

he condemns the VIQW’LDQi.the end Justifies the meons; yet, in Thieves

in_thé Misht (1946) and fremise and Fulfilment (1949), he orques that the
136

use of violence 1s justifiable tn the struggle fgrithe Zironist cause,

<

Ir s Brankers of lhfin[xi, Koestler attenpts to meet some of the

tbjections raised by readers of.ifarknens_ot toon (for exenple, Strachey's -

* n
contention, that the book vas subversive uf present-day colmunism and was _-
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o recction against rationalism and empiricism), Koestler's recurrent

thesis 15 that the intellectual has fatied in his attempts to thanye

s0cicty, beceause he 'has started from the belref 1n the basic pohitical
sanity and rationality of man."|38 in explouring the eiement of
irrationality in political action, Koestler focuses attention on what

he considers to be the two basic drives; namely, '"the self-transcending”
and "self-acsertive" tendencies, |39 .

)

In The Yoqi and_the townissar, Koestler argues that Yogi and

[

Lomnissar stand at 0bposnte ends of the spectrum of human attitudes to

i1fe. "The Commissar believes i1n Change fiom dcthgut.“'du He

A r—— e — e T ©
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regards revelution as the only possible cure for social tlis. In his
view, the end which (evolutlon sets itself (namely, the “radical
reorgariization of the system of production and distribution of goods® '4')
justifies allkmgans.|42 The Comm;ssar beiieves in absolute determinism,
The Yagi, on the other hand, "beljeves that the End is unpredictable °
and fhat the means alone count, He rejects violence undér any circum-
stances,"!43 Unlike the Commissar, he believes in individual "Change
from Within," Wwhereas the Commissar concentrates all effort on the
retationship between the individual and society, the Yogi focuses his
attention exéluslvely on the relatlﬁn b;tween the Individual and the
Absolute (that is, "Truth,” "the universe"), Koestler calls for a
synthesis between Yogi (saint) and Commissar (revolutionary), However,
he is aware of the problems encountered In such a synthesis, since
"apparently, the tworelements go not mlx."'44 He is doubtful, therefore,
whether such a siﬁigegis can be achleved.|45 Koestler analyzes each of
the elements in an effort to account for their past failures, He con-
cludes that the Commissar comes to grief through either "the Antinomy of
the Serpentine'™ or "thc_Antlnomylof the Siopes.” The former, in turn,
involves either of two alternatives: the revolutionary momentum causes
the masses to dliert the leader from his Utopian lde;ls and fq!!bw him
io destruction, or the momentum "fo)s out' and degenerates into the

\
Trade Unionist movement.!4® The "Antinomy of the Slopes," on the other
hand, suffers through the dilemma of ‘'ends and means. As an example,
Koestler cites the "slape" leading from the M"'Healer's Knife' to the
1Moscow Purges.'47 Koestlier contends that the Yogi stides dowﬁ a simllar

-slope. As Koestler sees it, "elther the Means are subordlnated to the

E;E}\or vice versa, . » o If burdened with responslblllty, and confronted
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with a practical decision to be taken, you have to choose one way or the
other. Once you have chosen you are on the slope."'48 As an example of
the "slope" created by the Yogi's subordination of end to means,
'Kggstler points to Gandhi's "siide" from nonviolence to nonresistance
to Japanese aggression., Both ™achiavellijanism" and "Inv:rted Machia-
vellianism" are thus doomed to fallpre.'49

Koestler is convinced that the Commissar "pays" for "amputat ing"
his subconsclous. When faced with "the crisis of his life,” he reallzes

that "the Man-Universe connection has to be re—estabiished,n!0 Rubashov,

in Darkness at Noon, is a prime example. Koestler claims that "since

Rosa Luxemburg there has arisen no man or woman endowed with both the
Oceanic feellng and‘the momentum of actlon."'s' He criticizes the

Marxist interpretation of history for neglecting the "'subjective faétor'"
'ln hlstory.|52 (Mer leau~Ponty considered this to be a misinterpretation .
of Marxism on Koestler's part, According to Merleau-Ponty, "Koestler
could have learned from Hege! and Marx., . . that quality is irreducible

So quantity, that the whole is Irreducible to its parts in virtue of its
own law of intrinsic organization, and that there is an a prlorg or

inner structure of life and history of'which empirical events are the
unfolding and of which, . . man is the agency."'53)

Koestler points out what he considers to be fata} weaknesses in

both "Commissar-Ethics" and "Yogi~Ethics," The Commissar's tenet that

i
"the End justifies the Means," implies that social developments are

rigidly predictable—which Koestler dismisses as "crassly fallacious,"'>*
Moreover, "Commissar-Ethics," as a system based on quantitative criteria,

has no way of determining the point at which quantity changes into quality.
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ﬂuw is the Commissar to determine, for exemple, the prenise point at
which somecne who disagrees with him becomes a trartor? %Wogi;Ethics,"
for 1ts part, undertakes the "extremely difficult" task o* transferring
tne values deraved from passive contemplation into practugkl action,

'hie danjers here, accdrding to Koestler, are guietism, cscd@usm, default,
cnd Ufanatic CnfhﬂSlaSﬂ."'J% These danqer;LnotWIthstandlnuE Koestler
Ccia s tnat Meenteplation stall remains the'only source of &uidance

in c¢iitcal dilemmas vhere the rule—of--thumh criteria of sncng§ utibity

W

. 6 - |
1190 Ghe basic peradox uf man's condition, in Koestler's, vicw, i3
|

AN 3 N
the conflict betveen freedom and determiniza,  (Koestler d|SLu§3cs five
tya2s of reductionist cthical systems i1n tnis context,) The on\y viay of
recohvang this conflict 15 to "ronain constantly aware of the veﬁtxcal

»
dinzasion,'™ “while thinking and acting on the horyzontal plane of|our

\
i

cxustcnce."'bi ‘Koestler 15 firmly convinced that ”6Qlthﬂr thg sa*wt
nor the revolutionary ca;§lave us; only th2 synthesis of the two.”vzb

As | pointed out earlier, Parkne,s at Hoen bad a ti emendous impact
in irance, Kanapa and Geraudy criticized Koestler on the grounds that
there had been no fifth column irn Russia during the war and that, there-
fore, the Trials and Purges had been just and cfficacious~-g non-sequitur,
Clasde Horgan took the line that Stalingrad shoved that the liquidated
upposition would have been very dangerous in the war-—another non-
scquitur.'59 The communists in general rerarded Koestler's book as
subversive of present cormunist palicy, and not oniy tried to intimidate
tie publishers, but alse directed viciois o hour-m ar-aperts as st

huestler., lievertheless, Dorkness at tioon was insiramental in turnens

several young intellectuals toward communisim——alihough 1t heiped 1o turn

vthers away.|60 ‘@
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7 Merleau-Ponty was convinced that Koestler's book had not been

"properly read" and therefore had been pooriy understood.'6| He felt

at Darkness at Noon raised "the problem of our times," but that It had
fafled to pose the question properly, It had led both to exalted
sympathy and to undue condemnation of the Soviet system, Consequently,
Merieau-Ponty saw the need to take up the problem and to set the
question within Mthe historical totality to which it belongs."'®2 I
short, he felt that Koestler had béen wrong to discuss communist violence
in abstraction from the violence of|liberal democracy. To remedy this
error, and thereby to reopen and clarify the important questions raised

by Koestler, Merleau-Ponty undertook \to write Humanism and Terror.

Later, he was to criticize Rousset for presenting an unbalanced view by
refusing to investigate violence in the liberal democracies and the
colonies while calling for an Investlgaylon of the Stallglst camps. This
was the kind of balance which Merleau-P pty already found lacking In
Koestle(:i novel,

Earlier, | discussed the impact which Kojéve's lectures had on N
Mer leau~Ponty and other French intellectuals. This influence is
discernible in the creative interpretation of Marxism which Merieau-Ponty
undertakes in Humanism_add Terror to counter the account of Marxist
dogma presented by Koestler's Commissar.!%3 He criticizes Koestler for
presenting "sociological scientism" (that |s, a mechanistic philosophy
of history) rather than "the existential l%glc of history described by
Marx," and takgs him to task for falling to see "that Marxism has actually

transcended the alternatives in which Rubashov [oses hlmself."'64

Rubashov regards history as entirely objective and determlnate.'65

Merleau-Ponty contends that "in Koestler's version of communism, history

M‘,‘ K {.%1 T
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Is no longer what It was for Marx: the manifestation of&human values
through a process which might involve dialectical detours but at least
could not entirely lgnore human purposes."'66 He arques that Koestler
and Marx differ in their interpretation of Hegel's famous dictum that
"the real is the rational and the rational is the real." Koestler's
Rubashov "has no conception of the wisdom of Marxism." In short, Koestler's

167

understanding of Marxism is scant, Mer leau-Ponty maintains that

Koestler poses the problems in pre-Marxist terms In supposing that Marxism
negates sub jectivity and human actlon in favor of scientific matertatism,
Rather, Merleau-Ponty reminds Koestler, Marxism Is "a theory of concrete
subjectivity and concrete action—of sub jectivity and act]on committed

nl68 |n short, Merieau~Ponty regarded

within a historical situation,
Koestler's account as "lﬁadequate." He criticizes Koestler for reducing
Rubashov's conflict to a choice between ethics (conscience) and discipline
(the party). Mer leau-Ponty reiterates that untike Rubashov, Bukharin
defended his revolutionary honor and re jected the charge of espionage and
sabotage. Whereas Rubashov confessed In obedience to the party, Bukharin
did so because hearecogplzed Yan inevitable ambiguity" in his past
conduct, Merleau~-Ponty draws on the personal experiences of the French

intellectuals during the war, in an effort to understand Bukharin.|69

Mer leau-Ponty contends that "Koestler is a mediocre Marxlst."'7°
Yet, as a communist, he is not alone in regarding history as "an-
unfathomable God," in overlooking the individual, and in failing to
appreciate "the permutation of subjective and objective factors which
Is the key to the great Marxlsts."”| In Merlecau-Ponty's view the
question remains whether modern communism and the majority of comunists
“deny subjectivity in theory and pract!ce.'7z {n Human nd Terro

i

Mer leau-Ponty set himself to reopen the following questlons:

i
;

N
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Is there in reality any alternative between efficacy and humanity,
between historical action and morality? Is it true that we have
to choose begween being a Conmissar—working for men from the
outside, tre&ting them as instruments——or being a Yogi—that Is,
calling men to a completely inward reform? Is It true that
revolutionary power negates the Individual. . . ? Is it true
that, . . there are only two possible positions: absolute
docility or treason? Is it true, finally, that. . . politics Is
the modern tragedy in which the truth of the individual con-
fronts the demands of the collectivity. . . 2173

b
i
!
:
?
|

The central quegtlgg however s one which, according to Merieau-Ponty,
Koestler never reall& formu | ates, Namel}:

Can the Revolution emerge from Terror? Doeg the proletariat
have an historical mission which is simultaheously the dynamic
force of the new society and the vehicle #f human values? Or,
on the contrary, is the Revolution inevifably an altogether
arbitrary enterprise directed by leaders and a controlling group
to which the rest submit?!74

Ironically enough, Humanism and Terror was In turn misread and misunder=-

stood by both communists and non~communists. Pro-Stalinist intellectuals
regarded it as anti-communist and pro-fascist, while "liberal” intellec~
tuals (for example, Camnus) took it to be "an apologia for the Soviet

Unfon and #he Moscow Trials."!7® Needless to say, It was neither, In

his article on Merleau-Ponty, Sartre declares that Humanism and Terror

created "a scandal" everywhere, particularly by its contention that men

P

are responsible not only for their intentions but also for their actions
and for the Involuntaryﬂresults of those actions; and that, In certain 5

sltuations, the opponent becomes a traitor,'7® sartre remarks that this

contention "had everyone screaming,'" but "is now U%I] accepted by i

everyone as a baslq truth, universally valid even beyond the limits

intended by the author."|77 Sartre confides that this book was decisive

4

in his own political development——that It made him discover "the reality

)
of the event' and released him from his immobility and his lndlviduaflsm.'78

Humanism and Terror did not confine itself to Darkness at Noon
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in its criticism of Koestler, however, It also responded to The Yoqj

and the Commissar. Merleau-Ponty contends that Koestler has falled to

grasp "the'dlalectlc between subjective and objective factors in Marxist !
politlcsﬁ"'79 He rejects as artificial the dichotomy between "Cunnlssqr-
Ethics" and "Yogi-Ethics.," Instead of "a series of alternations between
the inward and the external, subjectivity and objectivity, or judgment v
and its means," Merleau-Ponty puts "a dialectical relation, that is to i
say, a contradiction founded in truth,"'%  Koestler's discussion of
freedom and necessity is "wrong-headed," according to Merleau-Ponty,
because Koestler dismisses the dialectic and the}efore fails to grasp .
that actions are neither "necessary in the sense of natural necessity

nl8l Koestler has failed

nor free in the sense of a decision ex nihjlo,
,to appreciate '"the real tragedy of historical contingency," which rests

on the fact that "a dialectic whose course is not entirely foreseeable

can transform a man's intentions into their opposite and yet one has to
take sides from the very start.“l82 Koestler does not appreciate the
fundamental ambiguity of history which underlies the dialectical relation-
ship between intention and action, means and end—between what a man : 3
is in his own eyes and what he is for others, For Koestler, the Moscow o

Trials portrayed the drama of '"the Yogi at grips with the Commissar—

moral conscience at grips with political ruthliessness, the oceanic

feeling at grips with action, the heart at grips with logic, the man

183 However, Merleau—ﬁonty

without roots at grips with tradition,"
argues that this view misses the real tragedy of the revolutionary who
thinks that the revolution is moving in the wrong dlre;tipn, who witnesses
the transformation of his action "into things which it cannot recognize

as its own product and yet cannot disavow without coniradlctlon."‘84
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Unlike Koestler's Rubashov, the historical Bukharin appreclates this

inevitable ambiguity and consequentiy is able to adopt history's viewpoint
on his actions while defending his revolutionary honor, The split

is not, as Koestler would have us believe, between man and the world,

but between man and his historical role.!8> In proclaiming, in fact,
"abstract humanism, the purity of means,.and the oceanic feeling,"

Koest ler "[inakes] It impossible to define a poiltlcal position in the

world as It is."18® Koestler has lost "the sense of the concrgte."w7 ’
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D) The Development of Merleau-Ponty's
Poiitical Position
The years following the war were turbulent ones, These years
saw the emergence of the Cold War, the gradual shift to communism in
eastern Europe from 1946 to 1948, the Czech coup of 1948, and the Anglo-
American intervention in Greece, The issues which came to the fore in
the 1948-49 period again raised questions about Soviet communism and led
to strained relationships both within the P,C,F, and between the Communists
and the non-communist Left, Tﬁe Cominform campatgn against Tito forced
Yugosliavia out of the Soviet-bloc, caused divisions between pro~Tito and
pro-Stalin elements within the party, and alienated the non-communist
Left. Some (for example, Kanapa, Wurmser, Baby, Courtade, Hervé)
regarded Tito as an American agent or a tool of Britain, and denounced
his police, his prisons, and his concentration camps. Others (for example,
Sartre, Cassou, Aveline) saw him as the builder of a "true socialism" and
claimed that he was the victim of Soviet imperialism or great-power

188 Simitar splits were created by the Rajk-Kostav trials

chauvinism,
and the subsequent execution of both Rajk, the Hungarian Minister of
Foreign Affairs, and Kostov, the Bulgarian Deputy Prime Minister.

The same sfraln which was evident within the P,C,F, also emerged
in Merleau-Ponty's writings during this time. Nevertheless, until 1950
Mer leau-Ponty, although always critical of some aspects of Marx's thought
and highly critical of what\ﬁe considered to be inadequate lnterpretatlons
of that thought by some of his Marxist contemporaries, adopted Marx's

theory of revolution as embodied in his theory of the proletariat.

Thereafter, he apparently became increasingly disillusioned with even

¢
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the basic tenets™of Marxism and rathér rejuctantly turned to parlia-
mentary reform as a more promising method of approximating the sort of‘ T
society which he considered to be a prerequisite for the development of - ‘.,
man's "true humanity" (I shall discuss what Merleau—Ponty means by this,

later).

i) The Articles for "Les Temps Madernes"

‘ In his article entitled "Concerning Marxism,™ which he wrote in
August 1945, Merleau-Ponty warns that criticizing mechanistic inter- = .
pretations of certain Marxist formulas "does not authorize us to transcend
or 'go beyond' economic analysis or to drop the guideline of the class " .
struggJe."'Bg“ At this period, Merieau~Ponty, who was writing in the*
midst of the chaos wrought by World War |{, saw a proletarian revaolution
as a necessary precondition for reconstructing a society which would be
such that "human® relationships and values could flourish., His position
here is definitely not one of naive optimism—he does not regard the
wockers' expropriation of the property-holders as being the "cure all"

for society's jiis, He simply holds that it is a necessary, though net

necessarily sufficient, condition for the creation of a more human

Grhiet e

soclety. He recognizes that it is vital for the liberation of the
proletariat to be a process of self-|iberation: "If one's goal is to ///
liberate the proletariat, it is historically ridiculous to try to attain
that goal by nonproletarian means, . . ."'90 The concluding paragraph

of the article sums up most aptly the nature of Merleau-Ponty's adherence

to Marxism in this period, 1t conveys the anguish of a man who, having f

just lived through the horror of war, patiently tries to discern the

lessons to be gleaned from that collective experience:
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The only thing certain is that, having seen history multiply
its diversions, we can no longer assert that it will not keep
on Inventing others until the world sinks into chaos, and ) '
consequently we can no longer count on an immanent force in . v
things guiding them toward an equilibrium which is more probable
than chaos, We are sure that the worid will not become organized,
will not stop rending itself, will not extricate itself from
precarious compromises or rediscover beliefs and values unless R
the men who are least involved with the special interests of -
imperialisms regain possession of the economic apparatus, We '
know nejther whether this necessary condition will be reallized
nor whether it is a sufficient condition, and consequentiy we -

do not know what is the correct value to assign to these pauses,'
these instants of peace which may be procured through capitalist
compromise, It is up to us to observe the world during these
years when it begins to breathe again., . . .!9!

Although he regarded a revolution in the Marxist sense as s k
necessafy and Marxism as "the only universal and human polit!cs,"'92
Merleau-ﬁonty even at this time saw grave difficulties with this and
other aspects of Marx's teachinds. He agreed with Marx that only 5
proletarian revolution can purify traditional values (Merleau-Ponty
mentions work, family and country),‘that only a classless soclet; can
-lay the foundations of a "renewed ;ulture." However, he felt the need
to fenew Marxist theory regarding the "Lumpenproletariat' and extend it
to cover "broad social strata' which at one time would have been
capabie of revolutionary action but gére no_longer so, having become
"corrupted, morally ruined, and poiitically annulled."'93 Mer leau-Ponty PR
conceded that that state of the pro}etariat "may make it unlikely that a ,,“"‘ , : P
revolutionary consciousness will be formed in the immediate future,“'94 i .
yet at this time he believed that suéh a consclou&qiss could well

reappear at a somewhat later date.

’ Nevertheless, he was clearly even here aware of what je termed

i
i
|
|
|
- § ,
the "central difficulty™ of Marxism; namely, the Marxist contention & 4
14 B

that "history is both logical and contingent.”™ If history is truly

‘.‘« P
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contingent, then Marxist explanatory schemata lﬁ;vltably become confused

»-

through unforeseen events with the result that Marxist analysis "loses
¥

its ;Sy in cross—-phenomena and unexpected reactions, runs after events
without catchlné up to them, or in any case without ever getting ahead
of them'"; and generally M"is weak when faced with concrete events taken
moment by moment."I95 Although he hastened to add that "we are perhaps
mislied by the importance we inevitably assign to the present in which

196 Merleau-Ponty was honest enough to question the basic theses

we ljve,"
of Marxism in view of this problem: since contingency implies the
continual possibility of error or failure and the ever-present elements
of chance and ﬁlsk, the revolution loses the character QJ a necessary
future and "the logic of history becomes nothing more than one
possibility among others"—for example, it becomes quite possible that
effective history will for centuries consist of a series of accidents
or dlverslons.|97 In view of this, he asks: ", , ., doesn't the
revolution cease to be the fundamental dimension of history?" a&d "isntt
the person who judges everything from the angle of the class struggle
putting things into an arbitrary perspective?"'98 The point ;s that

it no longer makes any sense f; treat the class struggle as an

' essentjal fact if we are not sure that effective history will

. remain true to its 'essence' and that its texture will not

be the product of accidents for a lang time or forever.!99
And yet, at the writing of this art}cle, Mer leau-Ponty still belleved
that there was a possibility and even a probability that the class
struggle would reappear "tomorrow'" and become once more the "motivating
force of hlstory."200 . ¥

in his article "For the Sake of Truth," written three months

tater (Nov, 1945), he observes that revolution is in a state of

ot
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stagnation throughout the world and that in Russia revolutionary themes
have turned into "a collection of a posttrlﬁ?l justlflcations."zo'
In his August article (discussed above) he had written that a universat
socialist production was a necessary condition for the overcoming of
the internal contradictions of the world economy bu} that he did not
know whether this was aiso a sufficient condition., By November, he saw

a4
more clearly that socialist production per se would not necessarily’

-

eliminate certain problems:

Today. . . & State has socialized production but regulates
its relations with other States along the lines of traditional
diplomacy and strategy and doe¥ not openly seek to unite the
scattered proletarijats against capitalism, -

- i N

By this time he waSngre pessimistic about the reappearance of the class
struggle and the possibility of a Marxist revolution: ° -

We said that today -the class struggle is masked, This does not
mean that it continues unchangingly along the lines laid down
in Marxism's classical works and is simply veiled by words.

. Marx thought the class struggle could not bring about revolution
as long as It was unaware of what it was; he also thought that
no predetermined process makes such awareness inevitable, and
he feared that for a want of understanding its own history,
the world may rot and gissolve into barbarism. It may be that
we have reached this very point, The proletariat is too
weakened as a class to remain an autonomous factor of history at
present, . . . Proletariats are divided among themseives and
are more or less won over to class collaboration, , . ,203

Mer leau-Ponty now‘also voiced increasing fears that even if a revolution
were to occur, it might no longer be of the nature envisaged by Marx;

namely, a process in which destruction stands in a dialectical reiation-

ship to reconstruction:

There is always the possibility of an immense compromise,
of ‘a historical decay where the class struggle, although
strong enough to destroy, would not be sufficiently power-
ful to construct and where the dominant lines of history,
as indicated in the Commnist Manifesto, would be erased,
Are we not, to all appearances, at this point now?<0
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He was forced to admit that a prolet?éjan Marxist politics along

classicaT’lines was no longer viaﬂle ;?cézse it had "lost its grip on

the faéts," thereby becoming "abstract and arbitrary.“zo5 Nevertheless,

although he now '"put.a questionvmark next “to Marxism,” he did not revert

to "some conservative philosophy of history which would b;‘;ven more .
abstract,n200 Rather, he felt that since he and his fellow Frenchmen

Aid nat know how the sitdation réally was il the U,5.S,R, or the U,S.A,

or Great Britain, since they knew very {ittle about how a state gocialism

in Europe would really look under Russia's influence, and as they could

not be sure which of .the 'big powers!—ijf any-—wogjd be willing and

able to undert;ke the task of reconstructing Europe and at what cost to ‘ ‘ ‘ |
individual liberty, the ;nly recourse was a reading of the present .
whlfh was as full and as failthful as ﬁossible and which did not prejudice
its meaning.207 Mer leau-Ponty hoped here that new "information and
facts" would resoive some of these ambiguities and bring the "“walting . %

-’

game' to an end. Meanwhile, his:advice to his countrymen was: "Pursue

whafbls, in effect, the policy of the Communist Party. Reconstruct

with the proletariat: for the moment there is nothing else to do."208

" In practical terms, this meant supporting strikers in the event of
strikes, and workers in the eveﬁt u?fklvil war; and striving to avpid
[ '

confrontations between the U.S,A, and Russia, 1t meant maintaining
-politica! balance, As we have seen, Mer leau-Ponty devoted himself to
the restoration of such balance in Humanism and Terror (1947). We shali

. s h\w
study this work more closely in subsequent chapters, '

By l94é,~Merleau-Ponty had become more aware of the. fact that

in Russia itself expioitative relationships existed which were established

{

-
Y

-
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on. the basis of collective production., Some in}ormation regarding tﬁe
concentration camps and the police syé%um had filtered through to France
and this made it increasingly difficult to regard Russia as a transi-
tional §tage on the road t’o‘sociallsm.209 Frenéh intellectuals
endeavored to collect evidence on the camps. David Rousset showed that
. a Special Board (O;S.S.O.) of the N.,K.V.D. had received power, in 1934,

- to sentence "soc;élly dangerous" persons to forced Iabbr up to five
years, Caute gives a good account2|¢ of the divisions which this
discovery created in the non—communigtrintelIectual Left, Some, like
Camus, openly condemned the camps, Q;ile otﬁbrs initially maintained
silence. In 1949, Rousset appealed #o all former political deportees

to support a commission of inquiry ihto the camps, This appeal provoked
angry denials from the P.,C.F, and i&duced some intellectuals on the Left
(such as Sartre and Merléau—Ponty) to speak out. Pierre Daix met
Rousset's appéal with the retort that there existed only very short—te}m
corrective labor inflicted by an elected tribunal, Sartre and
Merleau-Ponty responded (in 1950) by declaring that, contrary to Daix's
stat;\ between ten and fifteen million Soviet citizens had been

deho ed with neither trial nor time‘limit. However, they cﬁﬂticlzed
Rousset for failing to provide political balance in refuslng'glmu!taneous
investigations into the conditions in Spain, Greece, and the colonles.2|l
Merleau-Ponty was shocked by the extent gf repression which Rousset:s
discovery indicated, and felt that it called for a complete reevaluation
not only of communism but also of Marxist &octrine. Was the oppressive
bureaucracy of the Stalinist system an uﬁ;ortunate accident dﬁe tn’thc

weakness of the Russian praletariat, or was it perhaps already fore-

shadowed or pre~formed in the Bolshevist organization of the party?
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If the latter were really the case, what measures, if any, coulé be

taken to prevent its happening agaln?z'2 These were the sort of questions

-
P

which Merleau-Ponty now felt Fomﬁelled to pose, and they reaffirmed his
contention that there was a real and pressing need '"to map out in spite
of everything a path leading to a humanism for all men."2|3
Merlieau-Ponty's discovery concerning the extent of the Stalinist
camps did not, however, immediately drive him to support American
iiberal democracy, for he did not allow the horrors in Russia to blind
him to those of the United States——"forcei\lébor in colonies, colonial
wars, the condition of American Negrt:'i'es."zl4 He still held that whatever
the nature of Stalinist Russia, the U,S.S.R, was, on the whole, "situated,
in the bplance of powers, on the side of those who are struggling against
the forms of exploitation known to us."z'5 The Stalinist camps did not,
in his view, either render free enterprise desirable or Marxist criticism,
in general, nul[ and void, Consequently, although he did not condone
present Soviet pol}cies, he refused to "make a pact" with thg adversaries
of communism, While conceding thaf’the degradation of Marxist values
such as thé recogéi}lénfo? man by man, internationalism, and classless
society was inevitable in Rus;ia itself, Merleau—Ponty pointed out that
""to the extent we draw away geographically and politically from the
U.5.5.R,, we find Communists who are increasingly men |ike us,dand a

Communist movement which is sound."z'6 He stresses at this time (1950)

the need to criticize exploitation and oppression both Inside and outside
Russia, and to "maintain at least a few islets where men love and practise
liberty in some other way than in opposition to the Communists."2l7 He
does not elaborate what he means by such "islets” or such an "other way";

presumably, communism far removed from Russia--for exampie, the
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Martiniquan communism which he mentions in passing—or a non—communist

-t 1

Left might be what he has in mind here,

ii) The Silent Perception of Events
The Korean War created new dilemmas, when intellectuals on the

Left realized that the North had attacked first. In his essay on

Mer leau-Ponty, Sartre tells us that "for Merleau-Ponty, as for many
~others, 1950 was the crucial year," Convinced that socialist society
had engendéred imperialism, Merleau-Ponty could now no longer accord the
Soviet Union a privileged status, He elected to remain silent, to .
refuse complicity.2I8 Although he maintained that silence on political
issues for the next five years, he kept informed about events, His
perception of these events reinforced his growing disillusionment with
Marxism, The "Henri Martin affair"™ (1950), the antl-Rldgw?Z&ggmonstra—
tions (1952), and the arrest of Stil and Duclos, called forth protests
from both communists (Picasso, Aragon, Triolet, Eluard, Vaillant) and
non-commnists. The Left also regained a measure of unity in the anti-
Americanism sprlnglng.from McCarthyism, the execution of Julius and
Ethel Rosenberg, the American support of South Korea and Nationalist
China, and the 1954 American intervention in Guatemala, During these
years, the problem of the Americanization of the French cultural ;éene
becam; prominent, Intellectuals on the Left feared that the Marshatll
Plan would lead to econbmic, political, and cuitural domination by the
U.S.A. On the other ﬁ;nd, the Slansky trial and the case of the nine
Russian doctors (1952-53) revealed the practice of anti-semitism under
Stalin. The death of Stalin and Khrushchev's denunciation at the

Twent leth Party Congress (1956) helped to improve the relations between
the French Left and the U,S.S.R.

The Algerian War (i954) revived the tensions between communist
4




-v\ i

56 -
and non-communist elements in France., Although feft-wing inteltectuals
had devoted themselives wholeheartedly to the kégse of Algerian indepen-
dence ("tes Temps Modernes," "Esprit," '?Tanc;-Obse:vateu;," and ’
"L'Express' published articles in support of Aigerja), the P,C,F, avoided

committing itself outright until 1957,

Y

ili) The Adventures of the Dialectic
By 1955, we find Merieau-Ponty questiohing the very idea of

revolution as such, This Is in a major work, Les Aventures de ia
Dialectique, which is of interest to us for twa principal reasons:
it represents the definitive break with Marxism and the definitive
break with Sartre, We shall loock here at the relationship with Marxism,
In regard to revoiution, Merleau-Ponty now writes:

Mais la question est de savoir, . . Si la r@volution ne fait pas

par principe le contraire de ce qu'ellie veut et ne met pas

en place une nouvelle élite, fit-ce sous le nom de révolution

permanente.2'9

\

But the question is to know, . . whether the revolution doesn't

in principle accomplish the opposite of what it wants, and

doesn't establish a new élite, be it in the name of permanent

revoiution,
He now warns that concentrating all negativity and all sense of history
in the proletariat means giving those who represent them in power
"a blank cheque," In order to prevent the separation of action from
truth there must be not only actors but also spectators who point out
the truth of their actions to.them and can replace them in power,
Mer leau-Ponty now goes so far as to say that there can be no dialectic
without opposition and freedom, and that revolution does not tolierate
any oppositton for Iong.220 Thus, presumably, he now sees revolution
and dlSlectic as being mutually exclusive; indeed, he writes that the

2

interior of revolutionary thought is equivocal rather than dialectical.

221
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It is not an accident that ail known revolutions degenerate; they
degenerate because they cannot be the same as movement and as regime,
As movements they are true; as regimes they are false—the essence of
revolution lies in the interval in which the vanquished class no longer
rules and the conquerors do not yet rule, Accordingly, Merieau-Ponty
queries whether there might not be more future in a regime which does
not claim to remake history from the bottom up, but only to change it,
He indicates tha¥ we ougﬁ? to look for and support such a regime instead
of becoming entangled in revolutlon.222 ‘

Merleau-Ponty now also sees the need to criticize Marx's con-
ception of the proletariat: perhaps seeing the proletariat as the final
class involves an arbitrary closure of history (or pre-history) or
amounts to a mystification or a "projection of present dlsgust."223
He now regards the [dea that the di;tatorshlp of the proletariat is
the answer to society's problems as a "dream" and contends that such
an jdea merely expresses our wish to find a ready—méde solution to the
horrors of history within history} It can offer no solution because
revolution inevitably fails.224 Even permanent revolution provides no
answer because it always carries with it permanent decadence, The
proletariat as a ruling class would not be immune to decadence either,
for power is always ambiguous. To ‘locate all movement in the proletariat
and all inertia In the bourgeoisie is to fail to understand that both

225 Consequently,

movement and inertia belong to history's structure.
Mer leau~Ponty now finds that he can no longer believe in the fevolution
of the proletariat: to believe in it is to affirm arbitrarily that
history contains its own remedy, and such an affirmation "disregards the

’

facts."zz6 . .
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Since he cannot regard the revolution as offering hope for Co
absolute progress, he now feels that he must renounce it because
revolutqu involves bloodshed and one does not kill for mere%y relative
progress. Although one can sympathize with revolutions and even be
associated with them, one cannot make them—that is, one cannot be a
revolut{onary if one thinks that revolutions can accomplish only relative’
progress.227 Moreover, Merleau-Ponty qyestions whether, for the :
proletariat, communism is worth the cost. Consequently, he stresses
the need for a non-communist Left which confronts and criticizes both
capitalism and communism by posing the problems of Marx in modern
terms, Such a Left, he contends, would be a new Liberalism which would

5

not be a.-compromise between fhe two ldeologles._z28 He no longer- thinks
that the docial problem can’be solved by the power of the proletarian
class or by its representatives, He now believes that progress can be
made only by enlightened action which confronts itself with the jwuauwnt
of an opposition, A non-communist Left would refuse both the dictator-
ship of the proletariat and free fnterprise.

Mer leau-Ponty now supports a parliamentary democracy on the
grounds that par!iament is tﬁe oniy known institution which guS?antees
a minimum of opposition and truth., Yet he also sees the dangers of such
a system—for example, parliamentary democracy often does not pose the
real questions, or poses them too lafe.zz9 He is aware that parlia-
mentary democracy is no real solution eijther, but innts out that social
probliems do noawadmit of solutions in the way that arithmetic problems
do, There is no freedom without aialectic, and capitalism can be
dialectical if It stops being a rigid system and admits a politicp

other than its own, Merleau-Ponty still thinks that a politics founded
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on anti-communism is a politics of aggression, but he now sees that
there are many fruitful ways of being non—cunmunlst.23°

The Korean War and the situation in Czechoslovakia had made
sympathy without adhesion no longer possible, and indicated that to
walt for a reappearance of Marxism was to dream, As he fells us in

The Adventures, the Korean War reminded Merlieau-Ponty of the identity

of theory and practice. He could no longer regard Marxism as remaining
true as a critique or negation but false as positive action., To do so
would be to put himself outside history and outside Marxlsm, and to
Justify i& for non-Marxist reasons.23l He now believed that the failures
in MarxisL action must be foreshadowed within the critique itself.232
Marxist cfitique therefore must be reexamined. Revolution, Merlieau—Panty
now real[zed, does not put an end to misery; and the Marxist conéeption
of revolution as absolute action is a Kantian a prlorl.z33 The

certainty af judging MHstory in the name of history via ldeas of
preexisting relations in things makes Marxism into dogmatism by pfzventlng
self-criticism, Mkrleau—Ponty therefore now replaced the idea of [

revolution with the idea of responsible reform,

iv) Later Essays and Interviews
The Russian intervention in Hungary had tremendous repercussions

34, general, the non-

in the French Left, as Burnier's study shows,
communist Left regarded the Russian intervention as a reversign to
Stalinism, while the Communists claimed that it was the only effective
shield against fascism and western mjlitary intervention, However,
communists like Aragon, and non-communists like Sartre, who were members
of the Directing Committee of the C.N,E., publicly called on Kadar to

/

protect the Hungarian writers. In response to the outbreak of the
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Korean War, Sartre had advocated alignment with the Soviets, whereas
Merleau~Ponty had declared that only silence remained, since "brute
force" would decide the outcome.232 In 1952, Sartre had identified
himself unreservedly with the P,C,F, and had denounced both the moderate
Left and the neutralist extreme Left, In 1956, however, both he and
Merleau-Ponty were driven to speak out sharply against the Russian
intervention and the P,C,F,'s stance on the Iésue. Sartre saw fit to
break off all relations with the party: '

+ o « We have engaged in dialogue wlthjthe Communists for

twelve years, At first flercely and then in friendship.

But our aim has always been the same: to collaborate as

much as possible in establishing unity among leftist groups

which alone can save our country, Today we return to the

opposition for the simple reason that there Is no other

alternative, Alliance with the Communist Party as it is and

intends to remain can have no other effect than canpromising

the last chances for a common front,236
Both Sartre and Meyleau—Ponty feit that the P.C.F. had become "frozen"
and cut off from the masses. In his article entitled "On De-Stalinization"
(1956), Merieau-Ponty wrote that the Hungarian intellectuals' appeal
pointed to "a