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because he adopts a system of protective measures with regard to them. 
It is because of this ensemble of measures that an earthquake or a vol-
canic eruption can destroy these cities or these human constructions. 
The original meaning and aim of war are contained in the smallest 
building of man. It is necessary then to recognize that destruction is an 
essentially human thing and that it is man who destroys his cities through 
the agency of earthquakes or directly, who destroys his ships through the 
agency of cyclones or directly. But at the same time it is necessary to 
acknowledge that  supposes a pre-judicative comprehension 
of nothingness as such and a conduct in the face of nothingness. In addi-
tion destruction although coming into being through man, is an objective 
tact and not a thought. Fragility has been impressed upon the very being 
of this vase, and its destruction would be an irreversible absolute event 
which I could only verify. There is a transphenomenality of non-being as 
of being. The examination of "destruction" leads us then to the same 
results as the examination of "the question." 

But if we wish to· decide with certainty, we need only to consider an 
example of a negative judgment and to ask ourselves whether it causes 
non-being to appear at the heart of being or merely limits itself to deter-
mining a prior revelation. I have an appointment with Pierre at four 
o'clock. I arrive at the cafe a quarter of an hour late. Pierre is always punc-
tual. Will he have waited for me? I look at the room, the patrons, and I say, 
"He is not here." Is there an intuition of Pierre's absence, or does negation 
indeed enter in only with judgment? At first sight it seems absurd to 
speak here of intuition since to be exact there could not be an intuition 
of nothing and since the absence of Pierre is this nothing. Popular con-
sciousness, however, bears witness to this intuition. Do we not say, for 
example, "I suddenly saw that he was not there." Is this just a matter of 
misplacing the negation? Let us look a little closer. 

It is certain that the cafe by itself with its patrons, its tables, its booths, 
its mirrors, its light, its smoky atmosphere, and the sounds of voices, 
rattling saucers, and footsteps which fill it-the cafe is a fullness of being. 
And all the intuitions of detail which I can have are filled by these odors, 
these sounds, these colors, all phenomena which have a transphenomenal 
being. Similarly Pierre's actual presence in a place which I do not know 
is also a plenitude of being. We seem to have found fullness everywhere. 
But we must observe that in perception there is always the construction 
of a figure on a ground._No one object, no group of objects is especially 
designed to be organized as specifically either ground or figure; all depends 
0':1 the direction of my attention. When I enter this cafe to search for 
PIerre, there is formed a synthetic organization of all the objects in the 

 on the ground of which Pierre is given as about to appear. This organi-
zatIon of the cafe as the ground is an original nihilation. Each element of 
the setting, a person, a table, a chair, attempts to isolate itself, to lift itself 
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upon the ground constituted by the totality of the other objects, only to 
fall back Once more into the undifferentiation of this ground; it melts into 
the ground. For the ground is that which is seen only in addition, that 
which is the object of a purely marginal attention. Thus the original 
nihilation of all the figures which appear and are swallowed up in the total 
neutrality of a ground is the necessary condition for the appearance of the 
principle figure, which is here the person of Pierre. This nihilation is 
given to my intuition; I am witness to the successive disappearance of all 
the objects which I look at-in particular of the faces, which detain me 
for an instant (Could this be Pierre?) and which as quickly decompose 
precisely because they "are not" the face of Pierre. Nevertheless if I 
should finally discover Pierre, my intuition would be filled by a solid 
element, I should be suddenly arrested by his face and the whole cafe 
would organize itself around him as a discrete presence. 

But now Pierre is not here. This does not mean that I discover his 
absence in some precise spot in the establishment. In fact Pierre is absent 
from the whole cafe; his absence fixes the cafe in its evanescence; the 
cafe remains ground; it persists in offering itself as an undifferentiated 
totality to my only marginal attention; it slips into the background; it 
pursues its nihilation. Only it makes itself ground for a determined figure; 
it carries the figure everywhere in front of it, presents the figure every-
where to me. This figure which slips constantly between my look and 
the solid, real objects of the cafe is precisely a perpetual disappearance; 
it is Pierre raising himself as nothingness on the ground of the nihilation 
of the cafe. So that what is offered to intuition is a flickering of nothing-
ness; it is the nothingness of the ground, the nihilation of which summons 
and demands the appearance of the figure, and it is the figure-the noth-
ingness which slips as a nothing to the surface of the ground. It serves as 
foundation for the judgment-"Pierre is not here." It is in fact the intui-
tive apprehension of a double nihilation. To be sure, Pierre's absence 
supposes an original relation between me and this cafe; there is an infinity 
of people who are without any relation with this cafe for want of a real 
expectation which establishes their absence. But, to be exact, I myself 
expected to see Pierre, and my expectation has caused the absence of 
Pierre to happen as a real event concerning this cafe. It is an objective fact 
at present that I have discovered this absence, and it presents itself as a 
synthetic relation between Pierre and the setting in which I am looking 
for him. Pierre absent haunts this cafe and is the condition of its self-
nihilating organization as ground. By contrast, judgments which I can 
make subsequently to amuse myself, such as, "Wellington is not in this 
cafe, Paul Valery is no longer here, etc."-these have a purely abstract 
meaning; they are pure applications of the principle of negation without 
real or efficacious foundation, and they never  in establishing a 
real relation between the cafe and Wellington or Valery. Here the rela-
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tion "is not" is merely thought. This example is sufficient to show that 
non-being does not come to things by a negative judgment; it is the 
negative judgmen't, on the contrary, which is conditioned and supported 
by non-being. 

How could it be otherwise? How could we even conceive of the nega-
tive form of judgment if all is plenitude of being and positivity? We 
believed for a moment that the negation could arise from the comparison 
instituted between the result anticipated and the result obtained. But let 
us look at that comparison. Here is an original judgment, a concrete, 
positive psychic act which establishes a fact: "There are 1300 francs in my 
wallet." Then there is another which is something else, no longer it but an 
establishing of fact and an affirmation: "I expected to find 1500 francs." 
There we have real and objective facts, psychic, and positive events, affirma-
tive judgments. Where are we to place negation? Are we to believe that 
it is a pure and simple application of a category? And do we wish to hold 
that the mind in itself possesses the not as a form of sorting out and separa-
tion? But in this case we remove even the slightest suspicion of negativity 
from the negation. If we admit that the category of the "not" which exists 
in fact in the mind and is a positive and concrete process to brace and 
systematize our knowledge, if we admit first that it is suddenly released 
by the presence in us of certain affirmative judgments and then that it 
comes suddenly to mark with its seal certain thoughts which result from 
these judgments-by these considerations we will have carefully stripped 
negation of all negative function. For negation is a refusal of existence. 
By means of it a being (or a way of being) is posited, then thrown back 
to nothingness. If negation is a category, if it is only a sort of plug set 
indifferently on certain judgments, then how will we explain the fact that 
it can nihilate a being, cause it suddenly to arise, and then appoint it to 
be thrown back to non-being? If prior judgments establish fact, like those 
which we have taken for examples, negation must be like a free discovery, 
it must tear us away from this wall of positivity which encircles us. Nega-
tion is an abrupt break in continuity which can not in any case result from 
prior affirmations; it is an  and irreducible event. Here we are in 
the realm of consciousness. Consciousness moreover can not produce a 
negation except in the form of consciousness of negation. No category 
can "inhabit" consciousness and reside there in the manner ofa thing. 
The not, as an abrupt intuitive discovery, appears as consciousness (of 
being), consciousness of the not. In a word, if being is everywhere, it is 
not only Nothingness which, as Bergson maintains, is inconceivable; for 
negation will never be derived from being. The necessary condition for 
our saying not is that non-being be a perpetual presence in us and outside 
of us, that nothingness haunt being. 

But where does nothingness come from? If it is the original condition 
of the questioning attitude and more generally of all philosophical or 
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