
ProfLotz, Phl 421: Sartre, Chapter ONE, Being and Nothingness 
Section ONE+TWO 

1. S rejects the duality of appearance and being 
a. Illusion/being 
b. Appearance/essence (concept) 
c. Act/potency 

2. Phenomenon and being must be on “one level” 
a. Finite/infinite 

i. Husserl: we nevertheless have access to “essences” as the principle of a series 
of phenomenal instantiations (Husserl: Abschattung) 

1. Example: red 
2. Example: perception of chair 

b. Phenomenon can be described (since we do not need to “look” behind); this leads to 
phenomenology; we do not need explanatory accounts of phenomena (via expression or 
causality) 

3. Being cannot be a “predicate” or “quality” of the phenomenon (see also Kant) 
4. Being cannot itself be a phenomenon (as otherwise it would be part of a series and it would be 

in need of a principle)  infinite regress 
a. Being must be the condition of the phenomenon 
b. S calls this the “transphenomenality of being” 
c. The access to being must be immediate 
d. Being cannot be accessed via knowledge 
e. The being of the phenomenon must be “disclosed” 

Section THREE 

1. S rejects Berkeley’s esse est percipi; main point: knowledge is not an object of perception; it 
cannot be subjected to esse est percipi 

2. Consequence: knowledge must be transphenomenal 
3. All knowledge must refer to consciousness (via Husserl), for if knowledge would not somehow 

know of itself, nothing would be known (by anyone) 
4. Consciousness cannot be a particular knowledge, as otherwise it would be a specific act, such as 

thinking, remembering, etc. 
5. The being of consciousness = consciousness 
6. THESIS: consciousness must “know” itself, but it cannot be knowledge “turned back upon itself” 

(11) 
7. Consciousness 

a. Intentionality 
b. is consciousness of something 
c. transcending 
d. TH: Must be “conscious of itself” for being this consciousness of (11) 

8. Self-Consciousness 
a. Consciousness cannot be positional knowledge of itself, i.e., cannot be 



i. Intentional 
ii. Proposition (knowing that ‘x’ is the case) 

iii.  Infinite regress!!! 
b. Self-consciousness must be a self-relation that is 

i. Immediate 
ii. Non-cognitive (12) 

iii. “non-thetic” (13) 
c. Example: counting cigarettes (what else would you count, dude? Remember: we are in 

France at the end of WWII) 
d. Self-consciousness, i.e., the non-intentional being of intentionality, i.e., it is like the 

principle of a series (here, again, S rejects the act/potency model that he also rejects in 
Existentialism is a Humanism) (15) 

Consequences 

1. Consciousness must be “consciousness through and through” (15), i.e., it cannot be 
intransparent, or have “gaps” (although its being is “revealed” and not known) 

2. Already at this point, it is clear that S rejects certain simplistic accounts of consciousness, such 
as mechanistic or simplistic psychoanalytic concepts of consciousness that determine 
consciousness as an “effect” of something else 

3. Consciousness is absolute (i.e., it cannot be explained via nature or via God) 
4. Consciousness is always its existence, i.e., it is how it actualizes itself 
5. The being of consciousness and the being of the phenomena is/are pre-reflective 

 

SECTION SIX 

 

 Consciousness  of ‘x’ Phenomena 

itself 

Is what it is 

is 

for-itself (is not itself) 

Is not what it is (has to be) 

Is not 

Being (of) 
Consciousness   

Being (of) 
phenomenon 

of ‘x’ 

Identity 

(positivity) 

Difference 

(relation) 

Problem of negation 

BEING (in general) 

Human totality 


