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The Love Story
That Refused to
Be a Marriage

Simone de Beauvoir

& Jean-Paul Sartre

wo young philosophers met at the
Ecole Normale Supérieure, both
brilliant, ambitious and determined
to build lives unlike those expected of
them.
Simone de Beauvoir was 21.
Jean-Paul Sartre was 24.
They were preparing for the prestigious
agrégation examination in philosophy. Sartre
came first; Beauvoir came second. But what
began as an intellectual rivalry soon became
something much more powerful.
They fell in love.
Yet almost immediately, they decided that they
would not marry.
They would not live by the conventional rules of
romance either.
Instead, they made an extraordinary pact: they
would remain each other’s “essential” love,
while allowing one another other relationships—
their “contingent” loves.
For the 1920s, it was radical.
For Beauvoir, it was also a declaration of
independence.
She did not want to become someone’s wife and
disappear behind his identity. Sartre did not
want a conventional domestic life to dictate his
existence.
They wanted freedom.
And they wanted each other.
A romance built on conversation
Their relationship was fueled by ideas as much
as desire.
They spent hours talking about philosophy,
literature, politics, freedom and existence.
They travelled together, exchanged letters and
discussed their other relationships with startling
frankness.
They were lovers.
But they were also intellectual partners, critics
and confidants.
Sartre became one of the defining philosophers
of existentialism.
Beauvoir became one of the most important
feminist thinkers and writers of the twentieth
century.
Neither simply stood in the other’s shadow.
In fact, Beauvoir’s The Second Sex would
become one of the foundational works of
modern feminism.
But freedom had a price
Their arrangement sounds wonderfully
liberated from a distance.
Up close, it could be painful.
Both had other lovers. Some relationships were
brief; others became emotionally complicated.
Jealousy, betrayal, desire and hurt inevitably
entered the supposedly rational arrangement.
Beauvoir herself became involved with several

women and men. Sartre had numerous affairs.
Their famous pact did not make them immune
to ordinary human emotions.

It simply meant that they had chosen to
confront those emotions without the protection
of conventional marriage.

And sometimes, that freedom hurt.

The letters between them

Perhaps the most romantic part of their story is
that even while seeing other people, they kept
returning to one another.

Their letters reveal affection, intellectual
dependence, jealousy and an extraordinary
familiarity with each other’s inner lives.

They could spend time apart and still remain
connected.

They travelled separately.

They wrote separately.

They loved other people.

Yet somehow, for decades, Sartre remained
Beauvoir’s essential person—and Beauvoir
remained his.

They never needed a wedding

They spent more than five decades connected
without marrying.

They never had the conventional house,
husband-and-wife routine or romantic
mythology of “happily ever after.”

Instead, their relationship became something
stranger and arguably more modern:

a lifelong love affair based on freedom.

They challenged the idea that loving someone
meant possessing them.

But they also discovered the uncomfortable
truth that freedom does not eliminate jealousy,
insecurity or heartbreak.

Their relationship was neither a perfect
experiment nor a simple romance.

It was messy.

Intellectual.

Passionate.

Sometimes cruel.

Sometimes deeply tender.

And remarkably enduring.

Sartre died in 1980.

Beauvoir died six years later, in 1986.

She was buried beside him at Montparnasse
Cemetery in Paris.

After a lifetime spent rejecting the conventional
definition of marriage, they ended up sharing a
grave.

And perhaps that image captures their
relationship better than any philosophical
theory could.

They had spent their lives insisting:

Love does not have to mean ownership.

But in the end, after all the lovers, arguments,
books and decades of freedom—

they still chose to lie beside each other.

4 Young Simone and Sartre - when it began: Two young philosophers in Paris, bound first by brilliant conversations,

and then by a love that would last for more than five decades

» Simone de
Beauvoir - the
woman who
chose free-
dom: Beauvoir
refused the
conventional
path expected
of women. Her
relationship with
Sartre would
become an
extension of that
lifelong search
for intellectual
and personal
freedom.

4 Paris cafés - where philosophy became
intimate: Paris cafés became their unofficial
offices, classrooms and meeting places,
where philosophy, politics, literature and love
could spill into the same conversation

4 The final chapter:
They spent their lives
rejecting conventional
definitions of love.

In death, however,
they were reunited
in the same grave at
Paris’s Montparnasse
Cemetery
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4 Jean-Paul
Sartre - the
philosopher
she loved:
Sartre’s
philosophy
revolved around
freedom and
individual
choice, the
same principles
that shaped the
extraordinary
relationship
he built with
Beauvoir

4 The intellectual
couple: They were more
than lovers: they became
each other’s intellectual
companions, critics

and witnesses through
decades of writing and
changing ideas

4 Decades
passed, lovers
came and went,
but Beauvoir and
Sartre remained
connected, their
unconventional
bond surviving
the complications
of a lifetime

When Seeing Is No Longer Believing

Deepfakes have made deception cheap. A new book asks
whether human trust can survive the age of perfect fakes.

magine waking up one morning to an image so
shocking that the entire world believes it.

A little girl reaches towards a shaft of light
amid the rubble of a bombed hospital. The
picture spreads across the internet, triggers a

UN Security Council session and destroys an eleven-
month ceasefire negotiation.
Then comes the truth.

The hospital never existed. Neither did the child.
The image took four seconds to generate. It took
the verification community six hours to establish that

it was fake. By then, the damage was already done.
This fictional 2029 scenario opens Dr. Manish
Ranjan’s Al and the War for Truth, a book that
approaches artificial intelligence from an unusual
angle. Rather than treating deepfakes and synthetic
media simply as technological marvels or threats,
Ranjan presents them as a civil-defence problem—one
in which ordinary people need to know how to protect
themselves.
The book is narrated from the fictional vantage
point of 2033, looking back at the first decade
of synthetic media. While the future events are
projections, the underlying threats draw on
documented developments, including deepfakes
in conflicts, Al-generated personas in influence
operations and the growing commodification of

genetic data.

At the centre of the book is a simple but unsettling
economic observation.

Between 2019 and 2024, the cost of producing
photorealistic images, cloned voices and convincing
text fell dramatically. Human ability to distinguish the
genuine from the fabricated, however, did not keep
pace.

The result is a widening gap between how cheaply
lies can be produced and how difficult truth can be to
verify.

Across 13 chapters and five units, Ranjan examines
what he calls the “Architecture of Deceit” and the
many ways synthetic media can influence individuals,
institutions and societies.

Yet the book does not remain trapped in
technological doom.

For almost every threat, Ranjan offers a practical
countermeasure: checklists for voice-clone scams,
media literacy from an early age, verification systems
and fact-checking networks that can operate rapidly
during elections.

His research, spanning 13 countries, suggests
that some of the most effective defences are already
being built—often by ordinary people and community
groups rather than large institutions.

That is perhaps the book’s most hopeful argument.
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more basic: pause,
question, verify.

There are moments when the
book’s aphorisms and exhortations become
slightly heavy-handed. But its central idea is difficult
to dismiss: truth is not merely a technological
product. It depends on relationships between people,
witnesses and those willing to trust them.

Machines have made lying cheaper.

They have not, however, made trust effortless.

And that leaves the reader with an uncomfortable
new habit: looking twice at the next image, video or
voice that appears on the screen.

Perhaps that is exactly what Ranjan wants.
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A timely and accessible exploration of
deepfakes, synthetic media and the fight for truth,
with its strongest argument being that technology
may manufacture convincing lies—but rebuilding
trust remains a human responsibility.



