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! “What exists as profound existence liberated from the forms of appearance? Most often the hasty and
ill-considered answer is given as if the question what is there that is imperative? (what is the moral
value) and not what exists? had been posed. (“Sacrifices,” Visions of Exces: Selective Writings,
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1927-1939, 131)

2 A fortiori a historical representation of the formation of me (considered as a part of everything that is
an object of knowledge) and of its imperative or impersonal modes dissipates, and this allows only the
subsistence of the violence and the avidity for the dominion of the me over the void in which it is
suspended; at will, even in its prison, the me that [ am realizes everything that preceded it or surrounds
it, whether it exists as life or as simple being, as a void submitted to its anxious dominion.
(“Sacrifices,” Visions of Exces: Selective Writings, 1927-1939, 131)

3 “It supposes the imperative completion and sovereignty of being at the moment it is projected into
the unreal time of death. It supposes at once the exigency and the limitless breakdown of imperative
life, the consequence of pure seduction and the heroic form of the me; it thus attains the rending
subversion of the god that dies. .... The death of the god is produced not as metaphysical alteration
(concerning the common denominator of being), but as the absorption of a life avid for imperative joy
in the heavy animality of death. The filthy aspects of the torn-apart body guarantee the totality of
disgust where life subsides.” (“Sacrifices,” Visions of Exces: Selective Writings, 1927-1939, 132)
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The loss, at the apogee ( E{‘E"J gﬁ) , is what is extremely disconcerting to the
speaker, and it is something that only the movement of ‘negative theology’ has
the power to contemplate as an object, if it is true that in that movement the

object in question negates itself as an object, that it becomes an object.” (The
Accursed Share 11, 316)
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(“But if I say non-sense while searching, on the contrary, for an object free of
sense, I deny nothing, I utter the affirmation in which all of life is finally
revealed in consciousness.” (“On Nietzsche: The Will to Chance,” The
Bataille Reader, 339).

“This beauty without consciousness of itself cannot therefore really — but not for the
same reason as life, which ‘recoils in horror fro death and wants to save itself fro
annihilation’ — bear death and preserve itself in it. This impotent beauty at least
suffers from feeling the break-up of the profoundly indissoluble totality of what

is (of the concrete-real). Beauty would like to remain the sign of an accord of the
real with itself. It cannot become conscious negativity, awakened in dismemberment,
and the lucid gaze, absorbed in the negative. This latter attitude presupposes the
violent and laborious struggle of man against nature and is its end. That is the historic
struggle where man constitutes himself as ‘subject’ or as ‘abstract I’ of the
understanding, as a separated and named being.” (285)
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“All practical principles which presuppose an object (matter) of the faculty of desire
as the ground of determination of the will are empirical, and can furnish no practical
laws.” pUE REOREZENE Y RLE RIS > S0 ERERR I FPEVZEE L oRL o SBPFE2H
PGPV ORISR » A5y :E'ﬁ’fmijtﬁ IR IRRL T ERAYRGE < xgphie
Rk Pl %J i EEF &kl - “if the desire for this object precedes the practical rule,
and is the condition of our making it a principle, then I say (in the 1first place) this
principle is in that case wholly empirical, for then what determines the choice is the
idea of an object, and that relation of this idea to the subject by which its faculty of
desire is determined to its realization. Such a relation to the subject is called the
pleasure in the realization of an object.” (Kant, “Critique of Practical Reason,” 227-8)

I prees fﬁ ~ 3 5 (self-love and private happiness) » f.L * K1/~ FL sk £l 4 fv7RL
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T A S P R T flS “Pleasure arising from the idea of the
existence of a thing, is so far as it is to determine the desire of this thing, is founded
on the susceptibilitiy of the subject, since it depends on the presence of an object;
hence it belongs to sense (feeling), and not to understanding, which expresses a
relation of the idea to an object according to concepts, not to the subject according to
feelings. It is then practical only in so far as the faculty of desire is determined by the
sensation of agreeableness which the subject expects from the actual existence of the
object.” (Kant, “Critique of Practical Reason,” 228)> {"|Z= y Tf«L];'%?\E] VPR T B
ST et ORI L[S O o~ 1 PO T P (R
Ejfﬁﬁl /Eﬁ%‘/iﬁ]’;% ) EE TR 2 2 fﬁ}éjﬁﬂ R g4 (how much and
how great pleasure they will give for the longest time) o #8738 [ ~ Rt “‘Jfﬂ
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i T UGS o “Reason, with its practical law, determines the will immediately, not by
means of an intervening feeling of pleasure or pain, not even of pleasure in the law
itself, and it is only because it can, as pure reason, be practical, that it is possible for it
to be legislative.” (231) “To be happy is necessarily the wish of every finite rational
being, and this, therefore, is inevitably a determining principle of its faculty of desire.
For we are not in possession originally of satisfaction with our whole existence—a
bliss which would imply a consciousness of our own independent
self-sufficiency—this is a problem imposed upon us by our own finite nature, because
we have wants, and these wants regard the matter of our desires, that is, something
that is relative to a subjective feeling of pleasure or pain, which determines what we
need in order to be satisfied with our condition.” (Kant, “Critique of Practical
Reason,” 232)J_—Ellii”mﬂ*“self love 23 '] — F=pU+ =V L > PdpP=sty 2k 8 L | (2
P e
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JERYTJEEL o “Act so that the maxim of thy will can always at the same time hold

good as a principle of universal legislation.” (Kant, “Critique of Practical Reason,”
238)  YERLED > HOESAURRFIILRL TRGE LA o AJpUR &L | (the will is
objectively determined absolutely and immediately) e lﬁﬁﬁlﬂr HEpVEGE | - sk
WIS = Bl A MRl FE 4 = 8 Sl * P FrHE Pl R L
$ (moral law)(““We may call the consciousness of th1s fundamental law a fact of

reason, because we cannot reason it out from antecedent data of reason, e.g. the

consciousness of freedom (for this is not antecedently given), but it forces itself on us
as a synthetic a priori proposition, which is not based on any intuition, either pure or
empirical. It would, indeed, be analytical if the freedom of the will were presupposed,
but to presuppose freedom as a positive concept would require an intellectual intuition,
which cannot here be assumed; however, when we regard this law as given, it must be
observed, in order not to fall into any misconception that it is not an empirical fact,

but the sole fact of the pure reason, which thereby announces itself as originally

legislative (sic volo, sic jubeo). [-)%ﬁﬁgjf’i '&J IR ORRREEIAIT) > - @?}‘r—?ﬁ o ]
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%nlil f"ﬁ i(heteronomy) o SE{EPRTH 1% - “EERLS PR FRUF TR o SE BREIERA
SRV “Jﬂ“lj%im'[aiﬁ;ﬁﬁéf QIF:' PERVE 1= % o “this independence is freedom in the




negative sense, and this self-legislation of the pure, and, therefore, practical reason, is
freedom in the positive sense. Thus the moral law expresses nothing else than the
autonomy of the pure practical reason; (Kant, “Critique of Practical SReason,” 241) 1
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G, rﬁ r }[ﬁ’ BRIV E SN ﬁfﬂ[ﬂj * E sk 45 o “Therefore it was not the object
(the happmess of others) that determined the pure will, but it was the form of law only,
by which I restricted my maxim, founded on inclination, so as to give it the
universality of a law, and thus to adapt it to the practical reason; and it is this
restriction alone, and not the addition of an external spring, that can give rise to the
notion of the obligation to extend the maxim of my self-love to the happiness of
others.” (Kant, “Critique of Practical 5Reason,” 242) F I ZAU¥E[[} ﬁ@% * MR
[Ed E[[Jrﬁ Pf o (“the maxim of self-love (prudence) only advises; the law of morality
commands ”244)“” FEBEESR RS rf’j FH,BEEJE le 1o 2 HE3E (Rl A FT@‘ ;‘,'J
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“A man must first appreciate the importance of what we call duty, the authority of the
moral law, and the immediate dignity which the following of it gives to the person in
his own eyes, in order to feel that satisfaction in the consciousness of his conformity
to it, and the bitter remorse that accompanies the consciousness of its transgression.”
(Kant, “Critique of Practical Reason,” 247)
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u % A R AUEEFSe o Tt is the notions of good and evil that first
determlne an object of the will. (Kant, “Critique of Practical 5SReason,” 250)

W R AR A [ﬁﬂ?‘ﬁ{iﬁgﬁiﬁl%\ = “When I subsume under a pure
practical law an action possible to me in the world of sense, I am not concerned
with the possibility of the action as an event in the world of sense. This is a
matter that belongs to the decision of reason in its theoretic use according to the

law of causality, which is a pure concept of the understanding, for which reason



has a schema in the sensible intuition.” (Kant, “Critique of Practical Reason,”
2SUSFIWB S AR o )R BRI o T (e -

AP ERRI B

L T El FEdid. o “What is essential in the moral worth of action is that
the moral laws should directly determine the will.” /SRy EUE U= #IEL
R Y= R SRR R [l LS BB R - (Kant, “Critique
of Practical Reason,” 255)
t J[?J%iﬁfﬁvﬂ/a@ [3%[1Y pleasure and displeasure,!’] = J%%E”%’Z"’E"? FIHD - AopEdreg
ZEHEE Ry F VRV IR TGS 1 i B B RLMEEF 1= (256)sel f-regard
IF“Aﬁr i BA%%%BTUWE‘I 5] JFF IRE FV?? (Kant, “Critique of Practical Reason,”
257)4[15}& P R O 2
SBR[ Jfﬁﬁj o HYHR TR [%pﬂif@ﬂrgﬁml PRI Jﬁﬁ
M= ERLE B HlFY - “The disposition that he ought to have in obeying this is
to obey it from duty, not from spontaneous inclination, or from an endeavour
taken up from liking and unbidden; and this proper moral condition in which he
can always he is vurtue, that is, moral disposition militant, and not holiness in the
fancied possession of a perfect purity of the disposition of the will. It is nothing
but moral fanaticism and exaggerated self-conceit that is infused into the mind
by exhortation to action as noble, sublime, and magnanimous, by which men are
led into the delusion that it is not duty, that is, respect for the law, whose yoke
they must bear, whether they like it or not, that constitutes the determining
principle of their actions, and which always humbles them while they obey it.”
(Kant, “Critique of Practical Reason,” 267)
SUBBFRL T B B RLE [?EFS‘ELJ”Y? % =AY E Jﬁi"?i T

FPURPIELERZZENS SRl Rz o iy PARLIETR ’F'j"‘?ﬁ U3E BRAE
xﬂfiﬁ | ;y?ﬁﬁ@ﬁg RIS E SN J%“E”"’?ﬁ?iyo (Kant, “Critique of
Practical Reason,” 268)
Duty! Thou sublime and mighty name that does embrace nothing charming or
insinuating, but requirest submission, and yet seekest not to move the will by
threatening aught that would arouse natural aversion or terror, but merely holdest
forth a law which of itself finds entrance into the mind, and yet gains reluctant
reverence (though not always obedience), a law before which all inclinations are
dumb, even though they secretly counter-work it;

Liﬁ = ?E} » respect-inspiring idea of personality ; to dread the inward

glance of self-examination” £} " T IFEF 1= 15 [ e I greatest advantage of
life Lo 3p1 08 = £
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Critique of Judgment
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1. The judgment of taste is aesthetic. ™5 [F35HT S UPEE - T ﬂﬁiﬁ}i{l‘[ﬂrﬁj%’ i
L {3 A 1) P % PP YL T TR (feeling of
pleasure or displeasure) ° Fﬁ#,PﬁF 2B RL 2 B 2 R 5 AR
L P10+ RFRLS P9 - 5 (PR 2K IS (ELRLE 3 o
KL I AT ?ﬁ?ﬁj TR ?E};'/ @ o (This denotes nothing in the
object, but is a feeling which the subject has by itself and in the manner in which
it is affected by the image. )3%% ]'[*"I‘a?q‘ﬁﬁ?ﬂj\‘ﬁfl/ Il A JF‘E“%TJE“ =3 Ff“pfj{ﬁﬁ{
o ﬁ‘ﬁ}H M5y i £l %El?a” TEANE D B AV T i Er*‘écp% NP} =
FTJ (to compare the given image in the subject with the entire faculty for
imagining of which the mind is conscious in the feeling of its state) (Kant,
Critique of Judgment, 293)

2. The delight which determines the judgment of taste is independent of all interest.
e 2 (W ER Rk :Ef_’:ﬁ'"r}gi}"dﬁ’?{ﬁ?@?ﬂfm‘[‘%‘[ﬁ » ZHiAL £, FEJ%@\ | (interest) » %
WL SR ORI SRR IR
PRI - RS BRI FEE RS (interest) - PITE S
S GRRLH U9 © [RE 0 SRR 280 FELE ® GEIRAY - (Complete
indifference) (Kant, Critique of Judgment, 294)

3. Delight in the agreeable is coupled with interest.’st fva,"FTﬁ W&k 57 4~ feeling and
sensation : @ | [ sensation F [ 35 Y {RUE EAH T%%‘i“ . %ﬁ‘@ﬁgiﬁf’ﬂ f-L(agreeable,
interest, desire, gratification) ; S H[I T 1 Py 1% » [ RLIRE - (Kant, Critique
of Judgment, 296)

4. Delight in the Good is coupled with interest. JE,)%J F1 1 (good)fu [ 170 F
Efﬂ%’i;'/ (BRI Ry SR AR J[‘E?J i(what pleases immediately) » [fi|
T ﬂ?} RLEHS L%"', o “Only by what a man does heedless of enjoyment, in
complete freedom and independently of what he can produce passively from the
hand of nature, does he give absolute worth to his existence, as the real existence
of a person.”

5. Comparison of the three specifically different kinds of delight. = Efé‘)’ﬁﬁ\ [ﬁj f
il Pk © the Agreeable » i’ Fij*?{ s FIJTJ{] EL & s the beautiful » —?J M
the good » * F"TJ?*[P BLpE > Al “;aj

6. S ¢ R \Ef@. TR LR e R
FLF | HPIpafsi =t o IF“& o N IR i N t - Taste is the faculty for

estimating an object or a mode of representation by means of a delight or
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BT =

aversion apart from any interest. The object of such a delight is called beautiful.
(Kant, Critique of Judgment, 300)
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The beautiful is that which, apart from concepts, is represented as the Object of a
UNIVERSAL delight. 3 £ Fﬁ“ RNV @ﬂpfj?ﬁﬁ (ENTE Bg'gﬂp@g
] 1% - The judgment of taste, with its attendant consciousness of detachment
from all interest, must involve a claim to validity for all men, and must do so
apart from universality attached to objects; i.e., there must be coupled with it a
claim to subjective universality. (Kant, Critique of Judgment, 301)

Comparison of the beautiful with the agreeable and the bood by means of the
above characteristic. = ffit ~ ST H- < [fiF 1,V Hi(agreeable to eye or ear)ﬁ[ﬁ? 17

[Filp Fﬁ[HPﬁF o g P ﬂﬁf (i ~ BY o (Kant, Critique of Judgment, 302)

SRR AR EJ% [+ aspect of the relation of the ends

Finality in general. {7 ﬁw% ELTRFSfY > Bl I‘EIJ‘[?EEIU » ALY S I E@T T o
The consciousness of the causality of imagining the state of the subject as one
tending to preserve a continuance of that state, may be said here to denote in a
general way what is called pleasure; whereas displeasure is that imagining which
contains the ground for converting the state of the images into their opposite.”
(Kant, Critique of Judgment, 303)F5i5 (5% > A& ﬁﬁ?@@éﬂj% o
The sole foundation of the judgment of taste is the FORM OF
APPROPRIATENESS of an object (or mode of imagining it.) Fﬁ#,PﬁF H[ErppeE—-
UL 3 9%)58 [ i A 7 0 g s
(AFEEL 2P = 25 PP SCHY » RLETE Y= gy e i SRLETE R I 1
f* o (Kant, Critique of Judgment, 304)

The judgment of taste rests upon a priori grounds. FﬁhPﬁF Y 2[Rl e
TY[EF R ‘I‘*W{JH IEFrE Y > BT P RSOT < IS LR Fi 3 Aﬁ §E A ﬂ
== MTETE F}}fﬂ%ﬁﬁ%\*ﬁi[‘% IZERE = FTJ o I E A B SR ﬁﬁ& M l‘fh\ﬂiff
SR EJJ“ Iy MRS PSS g J}{kﬁﬂﬁzf@" 5‘FJ » [ BOPREERLFLEAY - (Kant,
Critique of Judgment, 305-6)

J%Ej;ur* :}‘ﬁj analytic of the sublime

Transition from the faculty for estimating the beautiful to that of estimating the
sublime. F-REK Z{E S POIEFS o FEXCERRS - i IR R IR AT
~HETER )RR ﬂi%—w@%*%‘PWHlex%
b;wgaﬁ G H f‘iﬁkﬂ SR e i 7 Jgap SEE | *F‘ 3L
SN R IH (e H %@ﬁ(image of limitlessness, yet with a super-added
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thought of its totality) » &S _kL T Fei[fkp UHIEREEG RV S TS [Jﬁj\?fé
IR AEAE G Y [ 5L (the beautiful seems to be regarded as a presentation of an
indeterminate intellectual concept, the sublime as a presentation of an
indeterminate concept of reason.) &5 T”J‘{s Efl’[EJrJ e ’?T(quahty) FT;J [i0%
’ﬂ“? f J[‘E?J [fi==El (quantity) ¥ | FTJ o B f”“* F AR I ek J\B?E 2
AR fi > [t *[E:‘ Ff TIPSR JE' B VRN ?@ﬁmﬁﬂf O}Jjg\f’%ﬁﬁsg@
T T2 6 LR 1 [ R - [ BRI ) e
B [EIIJ [fi - Hence charms are repugnant to it; and, since the mind is not simply
attracted by the object but is also alternately repelled thereby, the delight in the
sublime does not so much involved positive pleasure as admiration or respect;
i.e., merits the name of a negative pleasure.” RIEVEIfolIVBAIILLL » I') FIIRREL
(] ISl Pl % P2t FpusimE AL [ J/J“i PIRE R S PR R )
Tﬁﬁﬁ o= Z/D[PJ%' - (contravene the ends of our power of judgment, to be
ill-adapted to our faculty for imagining, and to be, as it were, an outrage on the
imagination, yet it is judged all the more sublime on that account){& (£ ﬂﬁj\i BURY
WEFT I PSR RS RLAN S BRI e
}{Jiﬁ; > For the subhme, in the strict sense of the word, cannot be contained in any
sensuous form, but rather concerns rational ideas, which, although no adequate
presentation of them is possible, may be excited and called into the mind by that
very inadequacy itself which does not admit of presentation through the senses.
The broad ocean agitated by storms cannot be called sublime. Its aspect is
horrible, and one must have stored one’s mind in advance with a rich stock of
ideas, if such an intuition is to raise it to the pitch of a feeling which is itself
sublime—sublime because the mind has been incited to go beyond the senses,
and employ itself upon ideas involving higher ends.” (Kant, Critique of
Judgment, 307- S)E l?ﬁﬁ LAY FITIRD S (self-subsisting) (A1 HFIFE 357 b
= lﬁ;l[_'?E' FIEETAY o fFTRL - f”ii'ﬁ RAMFIELE chaos 5" wild T4
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