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PHIL 573 /D458 (FFAEEEEE 4 )

Sartre’s Being and Nothingness

HASGRSZ & 54853 50%  (RTHIHRSCEiaiso)

REGHI  2015/7/ 31 (G5 LAEEEIFE X kylau@cuhk.edu.hk K PTERFTEFE)
=78 : th3z : 8,000-10,000 ; HIZ : 4,000-5,000

EFREE (EFEE—)

1. PR—J7 A “human reality” ZRFETEA » 557 HIDUEERE & " A
(nothingness)skERIH A Z FAAEFFIE 5 DL TR fE , 2R5UE "B, WA 2EE
A TEEE A& ? Sartre uses the term “human reality” to designate human
existence on the one hand, and on the other explains that human consciousness is
nothingness in its being. Is there contradiction in Sartre’s terminologies?

2. VDL TEE ) & TEH(E ) (nihilation, néantisation)ZcfigfE T & | —fHES o
TAELEE S F S EHETA A ? EFMEEE (FEBER) FiEEE
(ERERVEEEmHEAT 2 Sartre uses the terms negation and nihilation to explain the
concept of nothingness. How do they differ from their use in logical judgment?
What is the theoretical status of these terms in Being and Nothingness?

3. (fA EELEEfm) WY LIEZEMNRAIF1Eqm B (ontological dualityy—— " B
TEFAE | (being-in-itself) € T 5 &7FAE | (being-for-itself)dy — &M - 1% E1
R Iram A P 2[E ? VREVEREARENES 2 Being and Nothingness
attempts at a new elucidation of the ontological duality in terms of being-in-itself
and being-for-itself. What are the similarities and differences between Sartre’s
ontological duality and Cartesian dualism? Is Sartre’s enterprise a success?

4. JURFETER e Em Ay M 7 DL (PR R ) ¥ B Y i
~ = What does it mean by ontological duality in Sartre’s philosophy? Please

explain by way of the analysis of bad faith in Being and Nothingness.

5. R EAF IR LIEAVIERS - BEIREEamIE s - hIkaligsm - mEHE
ERHY o (e —HEEE (oI G BIG AT = MERS 7 K I E AR iR VR S RS 2
Sartre declares that the approach of his ontological work is neither realist, idealist,
nor creationist, but phenomenological. Why is the phenomenological approach
better than the other three approaches? Why can it help Sartre to accomplish his
task?
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10.

11.

12.

IRFRAE R E BB EEERNARNE - BB M AR NT
18 > —{EA TR AR — (B 58 EMFE B8 Al S B (B E B 2R 2
VOIS — SRR TR E A& 2 To Sartre, human existence as being for-itself is
the origin of the consciousness of value. Yet being for-itself is a being of lack and
thus a imperfect being. How can such a being be the origin of consciousness of
value? Is there contradiction in these claims?

YPRHEM Y B AT RRIRM N ZAFAERTE > 18— R B AT ER ~ DIZLEA
FEFR DB TEAS VRS A (A [F 7 VDRV ELZ ARl 2 Sartre’s approach to
the problem of existence of the Other begins by the Other’s gaze. How does this
approach differ from the approaches of traditional philosophy on the one hand and
from Husserl and Heidegger on the other? Is Sartre’s attempt successful?

YRR T OB A ) — % E o MRAEER LM ANS ? A ALE (FEARELRE £ )
N{FEEam TAERIEE T EEALE 2 Does Sartre’s famous saying “the hell is the
others” serve as a curse to the Other? What is the theoretical role of the Other in
Being and Nothingness?

VRS RE LU B N Z PRI R AL B A eam LAF » REEE (P
i) FRESIARRZE R ? BiSE SRS EIEE T EFEAE ? Sartre
begins his ontological work by claiming that consciousness is the basic structure
of human being. Why does he introduce the theme of body in Being and
Nothingness? What role does the body play in the whole book?

TEEEINARE ) BRI R R R KR HIEVERET - 18 (FEAEBE )
o VDR DUB RN R R E T 2 —amlET 2 MAVERIE RIS 7 “Existence is
prior to essence” is the most popular statement of Sartrean existentialism. Through
what philosophical argument Sartre grounds this statement in Being and
Nothingness? Is his attempt successful?

YRR E T N EdrE H R B h oG iia] ? BEEE 2 Is Sartre’s famous

saying “man is condemned to be free” a contradictory statement? Why?

YRR ARSI AE ) NER A\ B E H Y ) ZE A RALE ? Sartre says
that “existence is prior to essence” on the one hand, and that “man is condemned
to be free” on the other. Are these two statements related to one another?

VR NE Fe R EE M ERIFEAE - 2R RS AR (2 A28
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

e MR - fhgE B [EIEERIE ? To Sartre, human being is first of all a being of
facticity, i.e. a being bounded by her situation. But Sartre also says that human
being is absolutely free. How can Sartre be consistent with himself?

VORI Ry OB RREE THVAFAE - i E Mk RE 12k B HAE BB R M E T
TEERM: > B ELEE 2 To Sartre human being is a being of transcendence, and this
comes from his being as a temporal or temporalizing being. Why?

IR (EEAZE R E R EEE 2B ERE © IBWEHA
7z ? Sartre is more a Husserlian or more a Heideggerian? Or is he neither one nor
the other?

R EERE -PIA MR EE —ETHEE ? FYIBRAVE R -
Is Sartrean existentialism a theory of human nature or a philosophy of action?
Please give your reasons.

PRI N AR TR R B TR TR o AT 0 DR
[EIRF a0 A N B CHVEEE - DB RARENERE - HItARIVEE TR
R« FE VIR ER SRR S £ 203 2 I8 8 £ 3% ? Since Sartre emphasizes that
human existence is “nothingness”, he is seen by some as preaching nihilism. Yet
Sartre thinks at the same time that human being has absolute responsibility
towards her choices and even towards the world. This shows that he has a strong
moralist side. Is then Sartre a nihilist or a moralist?

YRR E R A (T IR B G R 7
What are the ethical and political implications of Sartre’s doctrine of freedom?

R AME Ry B AR50 F A L B — B R - EsiA R TS
B CE = —TEbE 7 TR ELEE ? Sartre says that human reality as
For-itself “is like a hole of being at the heart of Being”. Is this a
phenomenological description or just a metaphor? What does it want to express?

RHE (FPAEBLE i) ivasm el - T R EEE —-NESE  MAF —E
e SRR — NESE | BB I ESE 2 e P2 R 8
FHHIHTES 9 Sartre writes in the Conclusion of Being and Nothingness that
“Otherness [altérit€] is, in fact, an internal negation, and only a consciousness can
be constituted as an internal negation.” Does it mean that Sartre’s philosophy of
consciousness is a philosophy of difference and Otherness?
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21. EAAHR 5 2EMRE (GEHLIZAENPEE ) - Other relevant self-chosen theme (please
discuss with the teacher first).



