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Desire is r''hot trctnsformt IJcin11J, reveoled to itscll b.v

itselt' in (true) know'leclge, into on "object" revectled to d

"tubjcct" dit't'erent t'rom the objcct ttnd "opposecl" to it.

It is in oncl b.r' - or better still, as - "his" Desire that mtrn

i.s Jormerl an(l is ret'cdled - to himself and to othert - dt

an I, as the I that is csscntiall.v different t'rom, antl racli-

call.r 'opposed to, the non-|. ' l l tc (hunton) I is the I of a

Desire or oJ Desire.

The verv hcing oJ mon, thc selJ-conscious beinyl, there-

t'orc, in'rplies and presupposes Desire. Consequentl.v, the

humttn reolit.r.cdn be lormed and mdintdinecl onlv within

a biological re(1lit.t', an animal hJe. Ilut, if animal Desire

is the neces.sctn' condition of se\-consciousne.ts, lt is not the

suJt'icient condition. By itself, this Desire constitutes onlv

thc Sentiment oJ sell.

In contrast to the knowledlle that kecp.s man in a pos-

sivc c1uietude, Desire cli.s-quiets him ancl move.s him to

oction. Ilorn ol Desire, oction tcnds to satist'v' it, antl can

rlo so onl' b.v' thc "negation," lhe cle.struction, or ot \east

the tronst'ormotion, o;f the desired object: to .sotist'r' hun-

ger, t'or cxomple, the Jood must be cle.rtroved or, in (1n)'

cose, tronsJormcd. Thus, oll oction is "negdtin[1."

-  Alcxanclrc Kojdve
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Where This Book Is Si tuated

' l 'hc fbuntlation of'one's thought is the thought of anotlrcr;

thought is l ikc a l>rick ccmcntc<l into a uall. It is a simu-

lacrum of thought i l , in his kroking batk on hirnst'I l ' ,  thc

bcing u'hri t l .r inks scr-s a fl-cc brick anrl nr>t tht' prict ' t lr is

scmlrlanc'c' of lrecrlonr costs hinr: hc <loc'sn't st 'r '  t lrt '  lastc

ground anrl t lrt '  hcaps of <letritus to uhich a se trsit ivt ' r 'an-

itv consigns hinr u ith his brick.
'fht' u.ork clf thr: mason, u'ho asscmtrlcs, is tlrc uork

that matters. Thus the adjoining bricks, in a book, should

not be lt:ss visiblc than thc nov brick, uhich is thc book.

What is offered the readcr, in f-act, cannot trt 'an clt 'mcnt,

lrr-rt must bc the cnsenrble in u'hich it is inserterl: i t is tht'

rrholc human asserrblage and etl if ice, rvhich must be, not

just a pilc of scral>s, but r.rthcr a srlf-consciousncss.

In a st'nst' thc unlimitccl asscmblagc is t lrc inrpossible.

It takt-s cc)uragc ancl stutrbornncss not to go slack. l l l i 'rr '-

thing invitcs on(' to <lrop thc substancc firr tht' sha<lou, to
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t i lrsakc thc opcn antl inipcrsonll mrlvcmcrrt of thought

for thc isolated opinion' Of tt"t"t thc isolatctl opinion is

also the shortest mcans of rcvealing rvhat thc asscmblagc

c.scntiallv is - thc inrpossiblc. Btrt it has this dct'p mean-

ing onlv i[ i t is t.tot c:onscious ot'thc t 'rct '

I'his Srou'crlt'ssll('ss 
rlt'fincs an apcx tlf pclssillilitr'' or at

l.^.,, .rt lo., ' 'rt 'ss tt[ thc impossibil i tv opcns tlonsciot'tsness

to all that is possiblt- l i 'r i t to think' In this gatht'r in{ placc'

shcrc vit l lcucc is rifc' at tht bountlarv of that rvhich

cscaPcs c'ohcsion, he u'ho ref' lccts rvithin cohcsion rt-alizes

that thcre is no lrll.tgt'r anY r(x)m fcrr hinl'

Introduct ion

This "theon' of rerligion" outlines lvhat a finished rv<rrk

rvoulcf be: I have triccl to exprLrss a mobile thought, with-

out secking its dcfinitive state.

A philosophv is a coherent sum or it is nothing, but it

exprcss('s the inclivi<lual, not in<lissolublc mankind. lt must

thcrefbre rcmain opcn to the der,clopments that r.r'ill fbl-

lorv, in human thought . . . rvhere those u.ho think, insofar

as thev rejcct tht' ir othe'rness (that u'hich thcv are not) are

alrearlv lost in thc universal oblir. ion. A philosopht' is nc-r,er

a hclr-rse; it is a construction sitc. But its incompletion is not

that of scienc'c. Scit 'nce clrarvs up a nrultitu<lc o1' f inishccl

parts and onlf its lr 'holc prt 'sents cmptv spacL-s, uhereas in

our striving for cohersivcncss, thc incomplcticln is not

rcstricted to the lacunac o{ thought; at evcrv point, at each

point, thcre is the impossibil i tv of thc final statc.
' l 'his condition of impossibil i tv is not thc cxcuse for

11
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undcniable dclicicncies; it l imits all rcal PnrtosoPnv' I Irt '

scientist is hc u'ho agrces to u'ait '  ' fhc philosopher himsclf
l imits all rcal philosophiTh.'

\\ 'aits, but he cannot tlo so lergitirnatclv' I 'hi losophv

rcspontls from thc start to an irrcs<llvablc cxigcncv' Ncl

one can "bc" inclt'pendcntly of a rcsponsc to the questitln

that it raiscts. -fhus thc philosoplter's rcspottsc is nt'Lt-ssrr-

i lv given helbrc thc t ' laboration of a philosophv 'rnd if i t

.ir*g". in tht el.rboratitln, somctimcs trvclt oning to tht'

rcsults obtaincd, ft cannot iusilfrablv be subordinated to them'

I'hilosophv's rcsPonse cannot bc an cflect of plt i losophical

labors, and lrhilc it mal not lre arbitrart ', this .rsstturcs,

gircn fiom tl'rc start, a contcmPt for the indivi<lual posi-

tion and an extrcnlc rnobil itv clf thought' opi'n to all

previous or sub-seguent movclncllts; ancl, l inketl to the

.".porl.,' lrom thc start, or rathcr, consubstarltial lvith thc

..'rp,rttr,,, thc tlissatis{bction antl incornplctent-ss of t}rought'

So it is .1n act <lf cot.tsciotlsness, uhilc carrvit lg one's

t' luci<lation to thc l imit o[ irnmediate possibil i t ics' t.tot to

seck a rlefinit irc statc that r.r, i l l  ncrer bc granted. I)oubt-

lcss it is necctssarY to bring one's thinking, n'hich moves

rrithin clomains alreadv crplort-cl, up to thc lcvcl of fbr-

n.rulatccl knou'lcdgc. And in anv casc thc responst' i tsclf is

in .fact mcaningless unlcss it is that of an intellcctuallv

.l.r '" ltrp",l irrdiridtral. But if thc scconcl of thcsc concli-

t ions must bc satisficd bclbrehand, no onc tan mcct the

lirst crc'cpt apllrorimatclY: r-rnlcss tlnc lirnitt'tl thc movc-

mt'.t .f thought to r( 'stri(,tt:( l <ftrntains, .rs sr,ientists cl., r.tct

'.t '  
cclult l .rssirnil;rte tht' .t cluir.t l k'<l* lt ' t lgt,. l i l  tht' essen-

tial incomplction of thor-rght this arl<ls an int,r. itablc dc focto
in.rrnpk'tir i.. Nlore.r'cr, rig<lr rlt 'ma.cls a clt 'ar rt.t,rgniti,rr
, r l  t I i t  r t  t r rnr l i t ion. .

Tht'sc prinriplcs art ' lar renrovcrl lrorn a nal. of phil-
osophizing that is currt'ntlt' r-t'i.t,iling if ncit thc <.1(.(\,p_
tanc'c at  lcast  thc r .ur io.s i t r .of  thc pulr l ic . .  Frcn i f  t l ro.arc
strrtngl_v opposr-d to thc motlcrn insistcnct, that .rttathcs
to tlrc indirir lual an<l the inrl ir. idual's isr>lation. T'ht.rc t.an_
not bc anv philosophr of the inrl ir, i t lual anrl thc cxcn.ise
of thought c'annot ha,r'e anv other outcornc than thc ncga-
tion of individual pcrspcc.tir,es. A basic problenr is l inkccl
to thc vcrr. it lea of philosophr': hon, to get otrt of t l.rc
hunran situation. l{ou' to shift frorn a rt,flecticlr-r suborrli_
natccl to ncccssan. acticln, c.ondcmnccl to useltrl r l istinc_
tion, to sclf-consciousllcss a\ coltsrioLlsnt-ss of thr, being
u'ithout ( 'sscn( L- - but cronsr.ious?

Thc inevitable incomplction rlocs r-rot in anv rvav dclar.
thc rt-sponsc, r,r'l'rich is a mor.cmcnt - u.crc it in a st,nsc
thc lac'k of a responsr'. On thc contrarv, it gives it thc
truth of thc impossiblc, the truth of a sc.rcam. The basic
par.rrlox of this "thcorv of rcligion," n.hich posits thc
intl i l ' ir lual as a "thing," anrl a negation of intimacr,, brings
a poucrlessness to l ight, no cloubt, btrt t l ie rrv of this
poucrlt 'ssncss is a prclurlc to thc clccpt,st . i l",rc,...

t l[ )
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Animal i ty

Immanence of  the Eater and the Eaten

I considt'r animalitv frclm a narro\\ ' r ' i t 'upoint that sci 'ms

questionablc to mt:, but its value u,ill become clear in the

coursLr of thc cxposition. From this vieu,point, animalitv

is immc<liacv <lr immanence.

Thr: immanencc of thc animal lvith respcct t<l its milieu

is given in a prccise situaticln, thc importance of lr.hich is

firnrlamcntal. I u' i l l  not spcak of it continualh , br.rt u,i l l  not

be ablc to losc sight of it; the r,crv conclusion of mv statc-

mcnts r,vil l  rerturn to this starting point: the situation is4rlcn

x'lten one animttl eats another.

What is given u'hcn onc animal eats anclther is alu,avs

tLrc 
-fellow 

creatLtre of the one that eats. It is in this sensc

that I spcak of immancncr'.

I <lo not mean a.p11ow creaturc perccir,etl as such, but

thcre is ncl transct'nrlcncer lrctu ecn thc catcr and the eatcnl

there is a rl i fft 'rencc, of coursc, but this animal that cats

1a
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thc othcr callnot confront it in an afflrmation clf that

dif fcrcncc.

Animals of a givcn species dcl not cat one anothcr' ' ' '

I'crhaps, but thiJ tloes not matter if thc goshau'k cating

tht hcn tlocs not clistinguish it crlearlv from itsclf in the

s311s \\dY that u'e distinguish an object from ourselves'

Thc distinction requires a positing of thc obiect as such'

'l'hcrc cloes not extst anv rJjscernib/e differencc if the obicct

has not been posited' Thc animal that anothcr animal eats

is rrot yct given as an obiect' Betr'r'een the. animal that is

eate,t an,l lh" o,l" that eats, therc is no rclation of subor-

djnat iot . l l ikethatc.onrrect inganobjcct 'athing,tOman,

rvho rcluses to be vicu'ed u' u thlt'g' For thc animal' noth-

ing is givcn through time' It is insofar as \\'L- arc hunlan

that thc obiect exists in time rvhcre its duration is perccp-

tible. llut the animal caten b1' another exists this side of

cluraticln; it ts cotlsumr:d, clestroved' ancl this is only a dis-

appearancc rn a rvorlcl rvhere nothing is posited beyoncl

the present.

Th.r. lI; Ilothing in animal life that introduces thc

relation .,f the n-'a't-"r to the onc hc commands' nothing

that might cstablish atttonom)' on ont: side and depen-

,1.n.. .il the othcr' Animals' since thcv cat one another'

are of ul-requal strcngth' but there is never anvthing

betrveen thcrn excepi that qttantitative diffcrcnce' Thc

lion is not thc king o[ tht' bcasts: in thc movemext o[ thc

u.aters he is only a higher u'ave ovcrturning thc other,

u,eakcr oncs.

That onc animal cats anothcr scarcely alters a funda-

mcntal situation: everv animal is in rhe world like v,ater in

v,ater. 1'he animal situation tlocs contain a componcnt of

tht'human situation; if nced be , the animal can bc rcgarded

as a subjcct lor which the rcst of the lr 'orkl is an obiect, btrt

it is no,er given the possibil i tv of rt:ganling itsclf in this

lr,av. Elcments of this situation can be graspcd bv human

intcll igcncc, btrt the animal cannclt reolrze them.

Dependence and Independence

of the Anima|

It is true that the animal, likc thc plant, has no autonotny

in relation to thc rest of the r,r,orld. An atom of nitrogen,

of gold, or a rnolecule of water cxist r,vithout needing anv-

thing from r.vhat surrounds thcm; they remain in a state

clf perfi:ct immancnce: there is nevcr a necessitv, ancl

more generallv nothing evcr matters in thc inrmancnt

relation of one atom to another or to others. l 'he imma-

ncnce of a l i l ing organism in the lr 'orld is verv diffcrcnt:

an organism secks elemt-nts ar'ound it (or outside it)

rvhich are immancnt to it and rvith rvhich it must cstab-

lish (rclativclv stabil ize) relatior.rs of immancnce. Alreadv

it is no longer l ike water in watcr. Or if i t is, this is onlv

providecl it manages to nourisA itself. If it docs not, it suf-

l8 I9
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f 'ers ancl t l ies: the flow (thc immatrcntt) from tlutsirlc tcr

insirlc, f lom insitlt- to ot-ttsiclc, w'hich is organic l ife, onlv

lasts t tn<l t ' r  t  t ' r t . t i t t  tot l ( l i l i ( )ns '

An organism, morcover, is separatcil from processcs

that arc similar to it; cach organism is clt-tachcd from

other organisms: in this sense organic lif'c, at the samt:

timc that it acccntuatcs the relation u'ith thc u'orld, rvith-

<lravn's lronr thc n<lrld, isolates tl'rc plant or thc animal

u'hich can thcoreticallr bc rt2arded as autonomous rvorltls'

so long as the fi.rndami'ntal relation of nutrition is lcft

asidc.

The Poetic FallacY of AnimalitY

Nothing, as a mattcr of lact, is mrlrc closerl to us than this

animal l i fe from u'hich rvc arc dcscentlcd. Nothing is

mort- forcign to our rvav of thinking than the' earth in the

midillc of thc silcnt uI-riverse and having neither the

mcaning that man givcs things, nor the meaninglessness of

things as soon as \\'c trY to imagine thcm u'ithclut a ('ol1-

sciousness that rcllects them. In rcalitr ' , \\ 'e can ncvcr

imaginc things rvithout consciottsncss cxccPt arbitrari lv,

since rtr artr) imaqine implv consciousness, rlur cotlsciotts-

ness, aclhcring indeliblv to tht:ir Prcscnce. Wc cau dor-rbt-

lcss tt-ll ourselvcs that this aclhcsion is fragile, in that n't:

nil l  cease to be there, <tnc tlav t- 't 'cn lor gcxxl' But thc

appcararrcc of a thing is never ctlnccivablc t 'xtt 'pt itt a

consciousncss taking the plat.e of mv consci<lusness, i l
r l ine has rl i.saltpcarccl. This is a sinrplc trtrth, but animal
l ifr ' , half\rav clistant f iom our consr.iousness, pr(.scnts u.s
u-ith a morc disconcerting cnigma. In picturing the uni_
vcrsc u'ithout man, a trnir,erse in lvhich onlv the animal's
gaze n.oukl bc optncrl to thing:, thc animal being neithcr
a thing nor a man, \\,c can onlv call up a l, ision in u.hich
\\ 'c scc nothinq, sint't '  t lre objcc.t ol this Vision is a nrort._
mcnt that glides from things that have no meaning br.
themselves to thc rvorld full of mcanin-q implietl bv man
giving cach thing his ou,n. fhis is lr.hv u,e cannot clcscribc
such an objcct in a precise rrar. ()r rather, the corrcct
rvav to speak o[ it (,an overilt,onlv b<. poetic, in that poctr\.
describe.s rrothing that dot'"s not .slip to*,ard thc unknou._
ablc. Just as we can speak fictir.clv of the past as if i t w,crc
a present, rve spcak finally of prehistoric animals, as u,cll
as plants, rocks, and txrdies of ll,ater, as r/' thcv n.ere
thing:,  l r t r t  to dcstr ihe a hnr lstapt, t icr l  to th( .s( , ( ( )n( l i -
t ions is only nonsense, or a poctic lcap. ' l 'here u,as no
lanrl.scape in a world uhcrc the'c1,t '5 that c4>encrl clir l not
apprehend u'hat the_v lookccl at, u,here indeetl, in our
terms, the cycs did not see. And if ' , nou,, in mv mincl's
crrnfusion, stupidlv contemplating that absence of'vision, I
begin to sal': "-l-here \.\as no r,ision, therc uas nclthing -
nothing but an en.rptv intoxication l imitcd br.tcrror, su[_
f-cr ing,  anr l  r lcath,  nhich gart .  i t  a k int l  , , f  th ickncss.. . ' ,

2l20
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I arn onlv abusing a poctic capacitl ' ,  substituting a vaquc

lulguration lor the nothing of ignorance' I knon': thc

-ii,l 
.ur-,,lut dispensc r'r'ith a fulguration of r'vorcls that

nrakt's a fascinatirrg halo for it: that is its richness' its

glorv, and a sign of sovereigntY. Ilut this Poctrv is onlv a

,uuv bv u'hich a mall gocs from a uorld full of mt'aning to

the tlnal clislocation of meanings' of all mt'aning' u'hich

soon proves to be unavoidable' There is olllY olrtr difler-

ence l.,ettueel'r the absur<litl' of things t-nvisaged u'ithout

man's gaze and that of things among which tht' animal is

or"r.rr,, it is that the tbrmt-r absurditv immcdiatcly

,ug-Q.r t ,  to r ts tht '  a l )Par( ' l ) t  r t ' t l t tc t ion t ' f  the exa( l  s( i -

.',i*r, *h"reas the lattcr hantls us over to the stickl'

tenrptation of poetrv, for, not bcing simplv a tlring, thc

animal is not close<l an<l inscrutable to us' Thc animal

opcns before mc a depth that attracts mer and is familiar

to mc. In a sensc, I kr.rou- this depth: it is rnv orvn' It is

also that rvhich is farthest removed lrom me, that rvhich

descrves the name depth, w'hich mcans prcciserlv rfiar

nlricl is ttnlathomable ro me. But this too is poetrY' ' ' '

lnsof'ar as I can oLso see the animal as a thing (if I cat it -

in mv clun uar-, lrhich is nclt that of anclther aniulal - or

if I cnslare it or treat it as an obit 'ct of science), its abstrrd-

itv is just as dircct (if ont' prefcrs, iust as ncar) as that of

stones or air, but it is not always, antl nevcr cntirch' ' re-

rlucible to that kind of infcrior reality rvhich $c attrihute

to things. Somcthing ternrlcr, se(.rct, ancl painful clrau.s out
the intin'racv rvhich keeps vigil in us, extcncling its glim-
mer into that animal darkness. In the c.nd, all that I can
maintain is that such a r.icu, uhich plunges me into thc
night ancl dazzlcs r.nc, brings me cl<ise to the mclnrent
uht-n - I n,i l l  no longcr rloubt this - thc distinct c.larity
of c'onsciousness u.ill mo\.(' me thrthcst a.,l.ar', finallv, from
th.rt unknorr'.1ll lc truth u'hic.l 'r, trom mvst' lf to thc u.orkl,
appcars to me onlv tcl slip ar,r'ar'.

The Animal Is in the Wortd

like Water in Water

I r'r'ill speak of that unknor,vable later. For the moment, I
need to set apart frorn the da.tAc ol poctry that rvhich,
from thc standpoint of cxpcricncc, appcars distinctlv and
clearlv.

I am able to sav tlrat the anintal worlcl is that of intnra-
ne'ncc and immercliacv, for that u'orkl, u,hich is closcrl to
u.s, is .so to the extent that uc cannot <lisccrn in it an abil itv
to transccnd itself. Srrch a truth is negative, antl rr t. rr i l l  n,lt
bc able to establish it absolutelv. Wr: can at least imagine,
an cmbrvo of th.rt abil ity in anim.rls, but u.e cannot <li.sr.ern
it clearly enough. Whilc a studr.of thosc cmbrrt-rnic apti-
turlrs can be donc, such a studl' rvil l  not vielcl anv l)erspec-
tive s that invalirlater our r, ic'u' of in'rmanent animalitv, u'hich
u'i l l  remain unavoidablc lor us. lt is orrly u,it lr in thc l imits of
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thc human that the transccntlcncc clf things in relation ttr

consciousncss (or of consciousncss ir.r rclation to things) is

manifestt 'r l. Intlecd transct'ntlcncc is ntlthing if i t i : rr,t

embrvonic, if i t is not constituted as solids are, ul 'r ich is t<i

sav, immutablv, under t 'crtait.t given contlit ir lns' In rt 'alitt '

r,. '  n." incapall lc of basing tiurst' lves on lrnstahlt ' ttragula-

ti<lns anrl \\ 'c must con{lne tlttrsc'lvt 's tt l regarding animalitr '

tronr the otttsirJe, in the l ight of an absent't '  t l f transt't 'n-

r l t 'nct ' .  Unaroi t lablr ' ,  in r l t t r  c\ t 's ,  thc animal is in thc rror l<l

l ikc uatcr in uatcr.

Thc animal has diverse bcharirlrs accorcling to diverse

situatious. Tht'st ' bchar'iclrs arc thc starting points ftrr prl*-

sible rl istinctions, but distingtrishing ivould clemantl the

transccndence of the objcct havirrg lrecomc <listinct. Thc

rlirt-rsitY of .rnimarl behaviclrs dot's trot cstablish an\' (otl-

scious clistir.rction amonq tlre clir.crsc sitttations. 'fhe ani-

mals lr.'hich clo not eat a f-ello* crcature of tl'rc sanre

species sti l l  do ttclt have thc.rbil i tY tcl recogtrize it as strch'

so that a nc$, situation, in $'hich the trclnnal l lch.rviclr is

not triggcrt-cl, mav suflicc to removc an cltrstacle $'ithclttt

thcre being an a\\'arcn('ss clf its h.rvirlg llt-cn rt'ntor.cd' Wc

cannot sav conccrning a $cllf $hich c'rts it l()thL-r \\()lf

that it r,iolates thc la$. dccrt-cing that or<lirlarilY rr',1r.'s ,1o

not eat one another. It cloes not Yiolate this la$'; it h'rs sim-

ph' fbuncl itself in circumstances rvhcre thc l 'rrv rro l 'rngcr

applics. In spite clf this, thcrc is, frrr t lre uolf, a cotrtinttit l '

bet*t-tn itsclf ancl thc u,orld. Attractir.c or distrcssing
phcr.ronrcna arisc lx-fbrc it; othcr phcnomena do not cclr-
respond either to indiriduals of the same species, to foo<I,
r>r to anvthing attractir t. or re ltcl lcnt, so that rvhat appears
has no l lt-aning, or is a siqn of somcthing clse. Nothing
brcaks a cor.rt i lruitr-in uhich fi 'ar itself rloes nclt announcc.
anvthing that nright bc distinguishcd bcfore being cleacl.
Fircn the f ight ing bctucen r i ra ls is anothcr convuls ion
u hcrc insubst.rntial sharlou.s cnrcrqc fr-orr the inevitablc
r('sponsr-s to stimuli. If thc anim.rl that has brought clow.n
its rir.rl t locs lrot . lpprehend thc otht-r's death as does a man
beharing tritrrtrpl.rantlr ' , this is bc-r.ause its riral hatl not
bnrkcn a contiltuitv that thc rival's rlt-ath does trot recstab-
l ish.  ' l -h is cont inui tv rr . ls  not cal lcd into qucst ion,  but
r.rthcr t l.rc ir lcntitr of dcsircs of tu o heings s(,t olte ag.rinst
tht'other in mortal combat. -fhc apathr.that thc gazc of the
animal cxprcsses aftcr thc combat is the sign of an exis-
tence that is essent ia l l r .on a lcvcl  n i th thc uor ld in uhich
i t  moves l ike natcr in uatcr.
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Culr , r ln l l

Humanity and the Development

of  the Profane World

I-or thc momcnt, I rr ill not trv to gir.e thc fbregoing a

firmcr support. What I har,e saicl implics an excursion of

the intcllcct outsidt' the domain of the cliscontinuous u.hit.l.r

is  at  le.rst  i ts  pr iv i lcgccl  domain.  Iu ish to pass rr i thout

firrther clc.lav to that solid milicu on lr 'hich.r,r 'c think rrc

can rclt'.

The Positing of the Object: The Tool

Thc positing of thc otrject, rvhich is not givcn in anirnalitv,

is in thc human ust- of tools; that is, if the tools as middle

terms are adaptcd to thc intendecl rcsult - if thcir uscrs

perflcct them. Insofar as tools arc der,elopcd rvith thcir

end in vicw, consciousness posits them as objects, as

interruptions in thc indistinct continuitv. The clcrelopccl

tool is thc nascent fbrm o[ thc non-|.

J'hc tool brings extcriority into a rvorlcl u,here the:

t /
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subject has a part in thc elcmcnts it distinguisl 'res, lr 'hcre

it has a part in the u'orld and rcmains "likc r'r'ater in

watcr." Ther elcment in u'hich the subjt 'ct has .r part - thc

urrrkl, an animal, a plant - is not subordinatc<l to it ( l ikc-

nisr', thc sutrjec't cannctt l le subortl inated, in an immt-tl i 'rtt '

scnsc, to thc elemcnt r 'r ith u'hich it sharcs). But thc tool

is subortl inated to thc man u'h<l uses it, u'ho can mt"lif\

i t as he plcasc-s, in vit 'u of a l lartitr.rlar r.-ttt l t.
' fhe tool has no valuc in itself -l ikc thc subit 'tt, or the

u'orkl, or the elcme'nts that are tlf tht' samc traturc as tht'

subjcc't rlr thc u'<trld - Lrut onh in relation trl an antici-

pated result. Thc time spent in making it directlv estab-

lishes its utility, its subordination to the one u'ho uses it

u,ith an enil in vicrv, and its subordination to this cnd; at

thc' samc time it establishcs the clear distinction betu'een

thc end and thc mcans ancl it flocs so in the very ternns

that its apPcarance has tlerflncd. Unfortunatelv thc end is

thus given in terms of the means, in terms of utilitl'' This

is one of the most remarkablc and most lateful aberra-

tions of language. Thc pr'rrposc of a tool's usc ahvaYs has

thc same meaning as the tool's usc: a utility is assigned t<l

it in turn and so on. The stick digs the ground in ordcr

to ernsure the grou'th of a plant; thc plant is cultivatcd in

order to be caten; it is catcn in order to maintain the life

of thc one u'ho cultivates it. ' . . Thc absurdity of an cnd-

less cleferral only iustifies thc equivalent absur<litv of a

ND THF PNOFANE WORID

truc cnrl, n'hich r,r 'oukl scn,t ' no purposc. What a ,,truc

encl" rcintrocluc.es is the continuous bcing, lost in the
lvorlt l l ikc uatcr is lost in uatcr-: or clsc, if i t u.ere a bt,ing
as rl istinc't as a tool, its meaning w.clukl havc to bc sought
on thc plane of uti l i tv, of thc tcxrl; i t u.or-rlt l  no longcr be,
a " t ruc cn<l ."  Onlv a uor ld in ulr ich t ] rc bcings an, in<l is_
criminatclv lost is snpcrfluous, scrvcs no purposc, has
nothing to clo, and means nothing: it onlv has a value in
itself, not u'ith a vicvr. to something elsc, this othcr thing
fbr sti l l  another anrl so on.

Tl-rc object, on tl'rc contrar\,, has a mr:arring that breaks
the undiff-crentiatcd continuitv, that stan<ls oppost,cl tcr
immanenct 'or  to t l ' rc 1lol r .of  a l l  that  is  *  uhich i t  t rans_
cencls. It is strictlv alien to the subject, to the self sti l l
immcrsetl in immanenc.e. It is thc subjcct's propcrtv, thc
sul'rjcct's thing, btrt is nrxrethcless impervious to thc subiect.

' l 'he perf-cct - c.omplcte, clear and distinct - knon.l-
cdge that thc subjt 'ct has of the object is entirelv extcrnal;
it rcsults f iom manulhcturc;* I knou, uhat the obiect I

xAs ont'(an secr I havc placcd thr tool antl the manulacturt,rl otrjt,r.t

on thc samc planc, the rcason being that the tool is first of all a n.ranu_

lacture<l  obj t , t t  anr l ,  t .onversch, a manulacturcr l  object  is  in a t r . r ta i r . r

scnsc a tool .  Thc onh.means of  f recing thc manulht turer l  object  l rom

the servilitv of thc tool is art, unrlerstoorl as a trut, cn<I. llut art itself

rkr t 's  n. t  as a 
^r l t 'prcr t 'nt  

the.bjet t  i t  emhel l ishcs f iom being ust ' t l  f r r r
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havc made is; I can makc anothcr onc likc it, but I w'ould

not be able to make another being like me in the r'r'av that

a rvatchmaker makcs a u'atch (or that a man in the "age

of the rein<lccr" madc a bladc of sharp stone), and as a

matter of fact I don't knorv w'hat thc being is that I am,

nor do I knorv r,r'hat thc I'r'orld is and I u'ould not bc ablc

to producc another one by anY means.

'fhis t-xtcrnal knou'ledge is perrhaps supcrficial' but it

alone rs capable of rctlucing man's clistance from the tlb-

jccts that it dctermint's. It makcs of thcse'objects, although

thev remain r' lost-d to us, that lvhich is ncart'st antl most

t.rr.r 'r i l iar to us.

The Positing of Immanent Elentents

in the Sphere of Objects

The positing of thc objcct knou'n clearlY ancl distinctlv

from without gcnerallv defines a sphcre of objects, a

u'orld, a planer on vi'hich it is possible to situatc clcarlv

and clistinctl], at lcast so it appcars, that rvhich in theory

cannot be knou'n in the samc rvay. Thus, having deter-

minccl stabler and simple things rvhich it is pt-rssiblc to

makc, mcn situatcd on the same plane u'herc the things

this or that: a houst-, a table, or a garment are no ltss uscful than a ham-

Dtcr. Ferv indccd art, the objects that har,e the r,irtue of serving tro lunc-

t iun in t l t t  ,  t .  l .  , , f  ust  f t r l  , r t  t iv i l r ' .

ND IHE PROFANE WORLO

appeared (as if thcy \\,erc comparable to thc digging stick,
or thc chippcd stone ) clemcnts that u.erc ancl nonetheless
remained continuous rvith thc w,orld, such as animals,

plants, other men, and finallv, thc subject determining
itsclf. ' fhis means in clthcr uorrls that r.r 'c clo not knou.
ourselr.es distincdv ancl clearly until the clay u,c scc our-
selvcs from the outsicle as anothcr. Moreoverr, this rvill
clcpend on our first having rl istinguishccl thc other on the

plane u.hcre manufactured things have appearcrl to us
rlistinctly.

This bringing of clcments of the same naturc as thc

strbject, or the subject itsclf l onto thc planc of objects is

aluavs prt 'carious, unccrtain, and uncvcnlv rcalizerl. But

this rel.rt ire prccariousncss mattcrs lcss than thc dec.isivc

possibil i tv o[ a r.ier.r 'point from u'hich the imnranent cle-

mcnts are pe'rceivccl lrclm the ontside .rs objt 'cts. ht the

cncl, w'e pcrceive each appcarance - subjcct (ourst-lr.es),

animal, mincl, u'orld - from u'ithin an<l f irrr-n uithotrt .rt

the same timc, bclth as cclntinuity, \,\, i th respc(.r ro our-

selvers, ancl as ob;ect.*

Language clcfines, from one plane to the other, the
category of subject-object, of the subject considcred

objectir,elv, clcarly and clistinctly knou,'n from the outsidt-

*Ourselres:  uhat existcnt ia l  phi losophv <al ls,  af tcr  Hegel , . / i r  r rsef

thc ofr ject  is  t t ' rmerl ,  in tht ,samt,rotabular l ,  tn i tscl l .
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insolar as this is possiblc. But ar-r objcctivitv of dris nature,

clcar as to the scparate positing of onc element, rcm.ritts

confuscd: that elemcnt kceps all tl'rc attributcs of a subicct

ancl an objcct at thc same tinrc. Thc transccndctrce of'thc

tool and thc crcative facultv connectcd r'r'ith its usc are

confr.rscdlv attributt-tl to dre ar.rimal, tl-rc plant, tlrc

meteor; thcv are also attributcd to thc t-ntire u'orld.*

The Positing of Things as Subjects
'Ihis first confirsion being cstablisht'd, a planc of'subjcc'ts-

objects being delincd, the tool itself can be placcd on it i f

ncetl lrc. ' l 'he objcct that the tool is can itsclf bc regarclcd

as a subject-obicct. It then reccivcs the attributcs of thc

subjcct anrl takes its place rlc:xt to those aninrals, thosc

plants, those mctc<)rs, or those mcn that the objcct's

transcendcnce, asc'ribed to them, u'ithdrar.r's frorr thc con-

tinuum. It bccclmcs continuous u'ith respect to thc rlorlcl

xThis last mr.rddlc is probablv the most turious one. If I trv to graslr

uhat nr\  thouglr t  is  dcsignat ing at  thc I roment rrht 'n i t  takes t l ie, t r r r l< l

as i ts object ,  once tht-  absurdi tv of the *or l t l  as a seParate obj t ' t t ,  as a

rfirnc analogous to thc manul,rt ttrreti-rnanufat tttring tool, has l>t't'n

fbl lcr l ,  th is uor l<l  r t 'mains in me as that ront inui t r  f rom insi t l t ' to out-

s i t l t ' ,  i ionr ot t ts i t l t ' t t t  insi t le,  uhi th I  harc l i t ra l l r  ] t r , l  t t t  t l is to l t t ' :  I  tat l -

not  in lact  ascr ihc to subject iv i tv thc l imi t  o{  rnvscl f  or  of  ht tman selr ts;

I  c.rrr r rot  l i r r r i t  i t  i r r  Jr) \  \ \a\

as a u 'hok' l l r t  i t  rcmains scparat( 'as i t  r ras in tht 'mint l

of  thc ont 'uho nrar lc i t :  at  thr  m(rr( ' l t t  t l . rat  sui ts him, a

nran can rt 'gard this objcct, an arro\\ 'sa\', as his fcllou

lrt ' ing, u ithout taking au al t l 'rc oltcrativc ltou cr anrl

transc'cntlcnc'c of tht' arro\\. Ont' r 'ou]rl t '  \ '( 'n sav that an

objcct thus transposc'tl is not rl i t iert 'nt, in tht' ir lagirration

of thc onc uho c 'oncei lcs i t ,  f i 'onr uhat he himscl f  is :  th is

arro\ \ ,  i r r  h is eves, is rapabl t '  of  act ing,  th inking, anr l

spcaking l ikc hirl.

The Supreme Being

If rrc norv picture mtn cor.rcciving thc uorkl ir.r thc l ight

of an cxistcnce that is continuous (in relation to thcir

intimac'r', tht' ir r lccp subjcit ivitr '), uc must alscl pcrceirc

the nccd for them to .rttributc to it thc r,irtucs o1'a thirrq

"t 'apable ol'at't ing, thinking, ancl s1>caking" (just as m(.n

rlo). In this rcduction to a rfi inq, thc uorld is gircn both

thc fornr of  isolat t 'c l  in<l i r idual i tv arrr l  creat ivc pr lucr.  But

this pcrsonallv rl istinct po\\ 'cr has at thc samc tirnc thc

Jil ' lnc charactt 'r oi a pt'rsonal, indistinct, and inrntanclrt

existcnce.

In a scnsc, thc r.r 'orl<l is sti l l , in a lundamcntal uar',

imr.nancncc rvithor-rt a clcar l imit (an inrl istinct f lolv of

bt' ing into bc'inq - <lnc thinks of tht'r-rnst.rl, lc prt 's, 'ncc of

satcr  in uater) .  S<i  thc p<is i t ing,  in tht '  uor l t l ,  o[ 'a "su-

prcmc l rc ing,"  t l is t inr t  anr l  l inr i tct l  l ik t 'a th ing,  is f l rst  o l '
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all an impovcrishrncr-rt. Thcrt' is t loutrtless, in tht' invcn-

tior"r of a supreme bt'ing, a clctt'rmirration to rlc{ltri' a valile

that is grcater than anv othcr. But t l 'r is t lt 'sirt ttr itttrt 'ast'

rtsults in a diminution. The objt-ctivc pcrsonalitv of thc

sul)rcme bcing situates it in thc 'uvorlrl next to other per-

sonal bcings of the samc lratl lrc, subjects antl objt 'cts at

thc samt't ime, l ike it, but fronr u'hich it is clearlv clistitrct.

Mcn, animals, plants, hcavcnlv bodies, mt:tcors. . . . If

thrsc arc' at thc sarnt' t i t lc things and intimatc bcings,

thrv can bc cnvisaqcrl next to a suprem(- bcing ol this tvpc,

u'hich, l ikc thc others, is in thc rvorl<I, is cliscontinuous

likc tht' othcrs. The^re is no ultimatc equalitr '  Irt ' tn'cen

thcm. Bv clefinit ion, the supreme being has the highest

rank. Btrt all are of the sarne kind, in r 'vhich imman.'n... '

and pcrsonalitv are rl ingled; all can l>c ,/ i l ine an<l cnclou cd

u'ith an opcrative po\\'(:r; all can spcak thc language of

man. Thus, in spitc of cr. 'ervthing, thcv basicallv l inc up on

a planc of cqualitv.

I am obligcd to ernphasizc this aspcct of trnintcntional

impovcrishmcnt and limitation: nolr'atlavs ('hristians rkr

not ht'sitate to rcc'ognizc in tlrc various "suprt'mt: btings"

of uhicl-r "primitivt 's" hare kept somc mclnorv, a first

consciousness clf the God thcv be'l icr.e in, but this nascent

consciousness \\ 'as not a blossoming fbrth; on thc corr-

trarv, it u'as a kinrl of u't-akcning of an animal sctrsc' u'ith-

ollt coml)cnsatiotr.

The Sacred

All pcoples har c cloubtless c'once ived this suprcme bcing.

but tht' opcration secms to have failed cvcryu'hcre. 1'hc

suprcmc being apparentlv rl id not have rn\. prestrgc com-

parablc to that rvhich the God of thc Jeu,s, and later that

of the Christians, r.r 'as to obtain. As if thc opr-ration hacl

takc'rr placc at a timc u'hen thr scnsc of continuitt '  uas

too strong, as if the ar.rirnal or divine continuitr. of l ir. ing

beings r,r'ith thc lr.orld harl at first sccmcd limitcd,

irnpor.erished bv a l irst clumsy attempt at a rccluction to

an objcctir.c indiviclualitv. 'fheri: is everv indication that

the first mcn wcre closcr than \\'e are to thc animal s.orld;

thcv distinguished thc animal from thernsrlvcs 1>crhaps,
but not uithout a fceling of rloubt mixed r,r ' i th terror and

longing. The sense t>f continuitl that u,c must attribute to

animals no longer irnprcsscd itself on the mind une.cprir,o-

callv (the positing of distinc't objccts u'as in fat't i ts nt'g;r-

t ion). But it had c.lerivcd a ne\\ ' significance from the
(ontrast it (brrncd to thi' u'orltl of things. This continuitt',

u'hich fbr the animal could r.rot bc. distinguisheri frorn

anvthing clse, w,hich uas in it ancl lbr it thc onlv possible

mode of being, olfe recl man all the lascination of the

sacred u'clrlcl, as against the por.crtv of the pr<lfanc tool

(of the discontinuous obiect).
-l'l'rc sense of thc' sacrccl obr iotrslv is not that of thc

animal krst in the n"rists of cclntinuity w'herc nothing is
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(l istinct. In thc first plac'e, uhile it is truc thal the confu-

sion has not tcast'd in thc' utir ld t lf tnists, thc lattt 'r t l tr

opposc an opaque aggregatc to a clear uorld. This aggrc-

gatc appears distincdv at thc boundan of that u'hich is

clear: it is at least <listinguishabler, t 'xtcrnallr ' , lrom that

rvhich is clcar. Morcor-cr, thc animal acccptetl the imma-

nence that subme rgctl it u ithor.rt appar('t l t Protest,
rr,hcrcas man fccls a kind of impott'nt hrlrror in the scrrse

of drt ' sacrctl. This horror is ambiguotrs. Utrdoubtc<llr ' '

uhat is sacrcd attracts an<l posscsscs an incomparatl le

valut', but at thc sarnc timt' it aPPcars r crtiginotrslv dangt'r-

ous firr th.rt clcar anrl prolanc n orlt l u hcrc r.nankind sittr-

. r t t ' r  i ts  pr i r  i l t 'gt  t l  t l t ,main.

The Spir i ts and the Gods

Thc cqualitr ancl inec;ualitv of thcse various cxistenccs, all

oppclsccl to the rhings that pure objccts are, n'soh,'es intcl

a hierarchv of .ipirit.i. Mcn ancl thc suprcnre bcing, trr.rt

also, in a l irst reprcscntation, animals, plants, l l lctcor.\ . . .

arc spirits. A scale is built into this conccption: thc

supr(-me bcing is in a st-t ' tst ' a ptlrc spirit; similarlv, the

spirit of a dc'ad man docs not depi:ncl on a clear matcrial

rcalitv l ike that of a l iving one; f inallv, the connecticin of

the animal or pl i rnt  spir i t  (or  the l ik t ' )  u i th.rn indir ic l t ra l

animal or plant is vcrv vagu(': such spirits are rnvthical -

inrlepcndcnt of the givcn rt 'alit ics. LIr.rcler thcse condi-

I lUMANITY AND TFIE PROIANE W(JRL D

t ions, thc hierarchv of spirits tcnds to bc basctl on a
lirnrlar.cntal clistinc't ir l. be'tr 'r.cn spirits trrat <repc'ti cln a
bodv, l ikc thosc of mt-n, ancl tht, autonomous spirits of
the supremc being, of animals, of dead pccplt,, .rnd so olr,
u,hich tcnd to ftrrnr a honr<igeneous rvorkl, a mvthical
.,r.orld, u'ithin u'hich thc hierarchical cliffe,rcnces arc usu_
allv slight. Thc suprcme bcing, thc sovcrt ign rlcitr, the
god of heavcn, is generallr. onlv a morc po\\,crful gorl of
thc' samc naturc as thc clthcrs.

Thc gotls are sinrplv mvtlt ical spirits, u.ithor-rt anv sub_
stratum of rcalitv. ' l-he spirit that is not sulror<linatcd to
thc realit l ,of a mortal bodl is a gocl, is purclv drrjnc (sa_
credl. Insofhr as hc is himself a spirit, nran is dil inc
(sacred), but he is not su1trt.,r,"l, ,,,, sirr.,.. hc is rcal.

The Positing of the World of Things
and of the Bodv as a Thing

With thc positing of a thing, ar-r objcc.t, a tool, an im1>lc_
lnent, or of a <lomain of objcc.ts (u.hcrc thc r,arious
cocquals of thc subject itst ' l f assume an objcr.t ir.e valuc),
tht'u'orkl in uhich rrlcn movr- abor-rt is sti l l . in a l irnrla_
mental \\ 'av, a contir-ruitv frorn thc subject's point of r, icrr,.
But thc unreal u,orlt l of sorcrcign spirits or gorls estab_
lish<.s rcalitr ' , r,vhich it is not, as its r.ontrarr. ' l 'he rcalitr.
of  a prol . rnc uor l l ,  , r l  a u,rr l t l  of  th ing,  .n, l  l ,o. l i , . r ,  i r
establishetl oppositc a lrolv arr<l mt.thir.al u.orkl.

1t) J1



Within the l imits of continuitv, er,crvthing is spiritual;

tht'rt '  is no opposition o[ the minrl an<l the boclv. ] lut thc

positing of a norld of mvthical spirits anrl the suprcme

raluc it reccivt's arc naturallv l inkcd to thc tlcfinit ion of

thc mortal bodv as lrcing opposcd to thc mintl. l 'ht ' dif-

fc'rt 'ncc bctu.ern thc mind ancl thc borlr. is b\, no means

thc same as that bct*ecn continr.ritv (imnrancnce ) and thc

objcct. ln thc first immanence, no differcnce is possiblc

bt'fbrt ' thc positing of tbc manufhcturc'd tool. Likorise,

n'ith thc positing of the suh ject on the planc ol obicc ts (of

thc' subject-objrct), thc mind is r.rot vet distinct fnrm thc

botlr '. C)nlv starting lrom thc mlthical represcntation of

autonomous spirits does tl-re borlv f in<l itsclf on thc sirlc of

things, insofhr as it is not pr(.sent in sovt-reign spirits.-l 'hr.

rcal u'orld rcmains as a residuum of thc birth <.rf thc divinc

rvorld: rcal animals and plants separatctl f rclm thcir

spiritual truth skrlr ' lv rcjoin the cmptr. objcctivitr. of tools;

thc mortal bodv is grarlu.rl lv assimilatcd to thc nrass of

things. Insofar as it is spirit, thc human realit l '  is holr', but

it is profinc insofar as it is rcal. Animals, plants, tools, an<l

otht'r controllablc things firrrn a rcal rvorkl u'ith the

borlics that control them, a uorli l  subjcc't to anrl tralcrse<l

lrr ' <livinr' fortcs. brrt fallen.

HIJMANITY AND TI] t  Pf ]OFAI!E WORI D

The Eaten Animal, the Corpse,

and the Thing

The definit ion of thc animal as a thing ltas bccomc a basic

hurnan gircn. ' l 'hr :  anintal  l ' ras l< lst  i ts  stat t ts as tnan's fe l -

lou c'rcaturc, an<l man, pt'r<'ciring the anirnalitv irr hin'r-

sclf, rcgards it as a detect. Thcrc is uncloubtctl lv a measurc

of falsitv in thc fit ' t of rt 'gartl ing thc animal as a thing. An

arrimal exists fbr itself ancl in ortk'r to lrc a thinq it must

br rlcarl or (lorncsticatcd. 'fhus tlrt '  catcn animal can bc

posite'd as an obicct onlv provided it is catcn clcatl. Inclcc<l

it is f 'ullv a thing onlr in a ro.rstcd, gri l lctl, or boilcrl fbrm.

Morcovcr, thc prc'paration of mcat is not primaril) '  c<ln-

r-rcctt'rl u.'ith a gastronomical ltursuit: bt'lbre that it has tcr

rlo uith thc lact t ltat nr.ru clot's ttot t ' .rt anvthing before hc

l'ras marlc an objcc't of it. At ltrast in cirt l inan tirt 'um-

stanct-s, matl is atr animal t lrat <lot's t l<lt htrre d fdrr it l  t l lJt

nhich ht 'eats.  But to k i l l  thc ani t 'nal  an<l  a l tcr  i t  as ot t t '

plcascs is trot t ltrelv to chartge irtto a thing tlrat uhich

tloubtless u'as not a thing from tlrt- start; it is to tlefinc the

aninral as a thinq bciirrehantl. Cotlcerning that u'hit 'h I

k l l l ,  uhich I  cut  up,  uhich Icook, l impl ic i t lv  a l f i r rn that

rfiar has ncvt'r bt'en anvthing ltut a thing. Tcl t itt u1l, took.

an<l t ' .rt a nlan is on tht' c()ntrarv atrominall lc'. It dcies no

harm to anvonc; in fhct it is clftcn unrcastlnablt 'not to do

son.rcthing uith nran. Yct thc studr rlf attatomt t 'cast'd t<r

bc scan<lalotts onlv a shrtrt t ir lc ago. Antl clcspit. '  al)l)(ar-
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ances, ( '\ 'en harclcnc<l materialists arc sti l l  so religious that

in thcir evers it is alu'at's a crimc to make a ntan into a

thing -  a roast,  a s le\ \ . . . .  In al t \ ' ( 'Asc,  tht 'htrntan at t i -

tr-rclc torlard thc lro<lr is fbrmirlablv compler. Insolar as

he is spirit, i t is man's misfortunc to have the bcldv of an

animal and thus to bc l ike a thing, but it is thc glorv of

tht' hutnan bodv to be thc substratum of a spirit. Anrl tht'

spirit is so closelv l inkcd to the bodv as a thing that thc

botlv ncr,cr ccascs to bc hauntc<|, is ner,er a thing ('xccpt

vir tual l r ' ,  so much so that i l r l t 'ath rcclucts i t  to thc con-

r l i t ion of  a th ing, thc spir i t  is  nrc l r t 'prcstnt  than cvcr:  tht '

bodv that has betraverl it reveals it more clearlv than

u'hcn it sen'e<l it. Irr a st.nsc thc ('orpsc is thc most com-

ple'tc all innation of the spirit. What dcath's dL.finit i lc'

impcltencc and abscncc rcvcals is the r,erv csst'ncc of thc

spirit, just as thc sr.rcam of thc onc that is kil led is the

suprcmc afl irmation clf l i fc. Convcrsclv, man's corpse

rcvt'als thc c'omplctc reilucticln of thc animal boclr', an<l

thcrclbrc ther living animal, to thinghoorl. In thqrrv thc

bodr, is a strictlv subordinatc clcmcnt, u,hich is of ncl ccln-

s('qu('nc(' fbr itst ' l f - a trt i l i tv of thc samt- naturt ' As canvas,

inrn, or lurnber.

\ f lL l  TlrE PH()f . \ fJE WORI D

The Worker and the TooI

Generallv spcaking, thc uorlrl of things is pcrc.civcrl as a
fi l lcn rrorkl. It t 'ntails tht, alit-nati<ln of tht, ont, u.hcr
crcatc<l it. ' l 'his is thc basi< princ.iplc: to sr-rborrl inatc is r-rot
onlv to alte.r drc subordinateil clcmcnt but to bt. altcrcrl
onesclf. The tool c'hanges naturc an<l nran at the same
timc: it subjugatcs natLrr('to rran, uho rnakcs antl uscs it,
but it t ics man to subjugatcd nature. Naturc becomt,s
man's prclpertr. but it ccascs to bc imnrancnt t<l hinr lt is
his on c 'ont l i t ion that  i t  is  r . lost ' r l  to hir .n.  I f  hc placcs the
uor l i l  in l r is  poucr,  th is is t<l  thc cxt t .nt  t l rat  ht , fbrgcts

that hc is himsclf the r.r,orlcl: hc rlenics tht' u'orlt l but it is
himst' lf that hc dcnics. Ercrvthing in n.rv pou.cr rlcrlart,s

that I havc conrpclle<l that uhich is ccltral to m(,no longer

to exist f irr its rtun purpose but ratht'r fbr a purp<lsc that
is alicn to it. Thc purpos(' of a plou' is alien to thc rcalitv

tlrat constitutts it; anrl rrith grcater rcason, the slrnt. is
true of a grain of u,hc.rt clr a calf. If I .rtc t[rt '  u.heat or the
cal f  in an animal uar ' ,  tht ' r .uoukl  a lso bc r l i rcr t t t l  f r< lm

thcir oun purposr-, btrt thev lrould be surklcnh. rlcstrovcrl

as n 'ht 'at  an<l  . rs cal f .  At  no t imr:  uoul t l  t l rc uheat an<l  thc
calf bc thc rhinqs that thtr art ' front tht. start. The grain
of 'nvl 'rcat is a unit clf a-qri.ultural production; thc c.rlu is a
hcacl of l ivcstock, and tht onc u'ho cultir,atcs thc u hcat is

a larmcr; thc ont' n ho raiscs thc stccr is a stock raist'r.
Nou', during thc tirnc rvlrcn ht' is cultirating, thc tirmcr's
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pu1x)se is not his orvn PurPosc' antl during thc tirnc

uhcn hc is tcntl ing the stock, tht: purpost' of thc stock

raist'r is not his o\\ 'n PurPosc. Thc agricultural proclutt

ancl the'l ivestock arc things, ancl the thrmt'r rlr thc stock

raist'r, <luring tht- t inlt '  thev arc uorking, arc alscl thirlgs'

All this is forcign to the immancnt immcnsitv, uhcrt'

thcre arc neithcr separations nor limits. In the clcgret' that

he is the immancnt it 'nmcnsitv, that hc is bcing, that he is

o/ thc norlcl, man is a stratrger fbr himst' l i . Thc farmcr is

not a man: hc is tht' plou' of the onc u.ho t-ats thc breacl'

At the l imit, thc act of thc eatcr himst-l l is alrcatlv agricul-

tural labor, to uhich hc furnishcs tht' cncrgv.

CHAr' ' r r -u I  I  I

Sacr i f ice,  the Fest ival ,  and the

Principles of  the Sacred World

The Need That Is Met

by Sacrifice and Its Principle

Thc flrst fruits of the harvcst or a he.rcl of livestock arc

sacrit lccd in <lr<ler to rcmove the plant and the animal, to-

gctl-ri'r r,r,ith thc lhrmer and thc stock raiser, from thc

r'vorld of things.

The principle of sacrifice is dcstruction, but though it

sometimes goes so fhr as to destroy completely (as in a

holocaust), thc dcstruction that sacril lce is intcnded to

bring about is not annihilation. Thr- thing - onlv thc thing

- is u'hat sacril lce nreans to destrol ' in thc victim. Sac-

ri l ic'e dcstror-s an objcct's real t ics of sr-rbrtrdination; it

<lraus thc victim out <lf the world <l[ 'uti l i tv and restclres

it to that of unintell igiblc caprice. Wht'n thc ofl i 'rerl ani-

mal entcrs tht'cirr ' le in uhich thc prit 'st u,i l l  immolatr- it,

i t passes from the u'orlcl of things u'hich are closccl to
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lnan an(l arc nothinq to hirn, u'hich hc knous lrom thc

outsi<le - to the uorld that is immancnt to it, inrimrite,

knoun as the r'r'if'e is knor'r'n in scxual consunrption (con-

sumotion charnelle\. This assLrmes that it has ccasctl to bc

separated frclm its oun intimacv, as it is in the subclnli-

n.rtion of labor. Thc s.rcriflct'r's prior separation tl'clr.n tl.re

rrrlr lcl of things is n('(( 'ssarl f i lr thc rcturn to intlnrocl, of

immanence betuccn man anrl the r,rorlt l. bctrrccn thc

subjcct ancl the object. The sacrif lc'cr nct-ds thc sacrif ict ' in

orler to scparatc himsclf lrom thc u'orlt l of things anrl

thc victim could not bt' separatcd from it in turn if the

sacrif icer l las not alrea<lv scparatcd in arlvance. The sac'-l

r if lcer <lec'larcs: "/nfinrotelr ', I belong to the sorcrt ' iqn

uclrld clf the go<ls and t.nvths, to the uorlcl o[ r ' iolcr.rt anrl

uncalculatcd gcncrositr ', iust as my u if 'c bckrr-rgs to mv

rlt-sircs. I u' ithdrau vr>u, rictim, from tht' uorlrl in uhich

\:'ou \\'crL' and could onlr. be rccluc'ccl to thc contlition of

a thing, having a mcaning that uas fbreign to vour inti-

mate natl lrc. I call roLr back to the rntlmocr o[ thc rl ivinc

rvorld, of the profounrl irnmanencc of all that is."

The Unreal i tv of  the Div ine World

Of coursc this is a mcrnolriguc and thc victim can ncithe-r

understand nor replv. Sacrifice essentiallv turns its back

on rcal rclations. If i t took them into account, it rvoul<l go

against its or,r,n natur(', rvhich is prccisclv thc oppositc of

that urrrlcl of things on u.hich clistinc't realin is founded.

It could not derstrov thc animal as a thing u'ithout denving

the animal's objcctive realit,v. This is rvhat gives thc lr,orld

of sacrifice an appcarancc of puerilc gratuitousness. But

onc cannot .rt the same timc destro_l' t lrc values that fbund

rcality an<l accePt thcir l imits. The rcturn to immanent

intimacr implies a becloudcd consc'ir>usncss: conscious-

ncss is t ierl to thc positing of objects as such, graspccl

clirectlv, apart from a vaguc pcrception. bevclnd thc

alrvavs unrcal images of a thinking basccl on participation.

The Ordinarv Association

of Death and Sacrif ice

The pucrilt '  unt'onscir>ust.tt 'ss of sacrif ic'c t 'r 'en gocs so far

that kil l inq al)])cars as a \\ 'a\ ' of rcrlrcssing thc rvr,rng dontl

to thc aninral, miscrablv rccluct'cl to thc c'onclit ion of a

thing. As a matter of f lact, ki l l ing in tlrc l i tcral st:nsr is not

ncccssary. lJut the greatcst ncgation <lf ' the real ordcr is

the onc most favorablc to thc appcarance of thc mvthical

ordcr. Morcovt'r, sacrif icial kil l ing rcsolrcs thc painliLl

antinomv <lf l i fe and dcath [rl '  mcans <lf a reversal. In fact

death is nothing in immanc:nce, but because it is nothing,

a being is ncver trulv scparatecl fronr it. llecausc clc-ath has

no meaning, bccause- tht're is no diffr:rcncc bertrvecn it and

Iifc, and tht're is no fear of it or dcfcnsc against it, it

invaclcs evcrlthing rvithout giving rise to any rcsistancc.
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l)uration ceascs to haver anl. r,aluc, or it is there only in

ordcr to produce thc morbid <lt: lcctation of anguish. On
thc contrarv, thc objective anrl in a scnsc transccndcnt
(relative to thc subjcct) positing of thc u'orld of things has
cluration as its floundation: no thinq in fact has a separat(]

existcncer, has a mcaning, r-rnlcss a subsequent time is

positecl, in vicw. of lr.hich it is constitutcd as an objcct.
' l 'hc objcct is <lcfinctl as an clpcrativc pou,err only if i ts
rluration is implicidl ' untlcrstoo<I. If i t is destroveri as foorl
or fucl is, thc eatcr or thc manulbctured object prcservcs
its value in cluration; it has a lasting purpose likc coal or
breacl. Futurt' time constitutcs this real rvclrlcl to such a
tlegree that death no longcr has a placc in it. But it is for
this ver1. reason that dcath mcans cventhing to it. The
r,ve-akncss (thc contradiction) of the r.vorlcl of things is that
it imparts an unrcal characterr to clcath cvern though man's
membership in this w.orlt l is t iccl to the positing of thc
bodv as a thing insofar as it is mortal.

As a mattcr of fact, that is a sr-rpcrficial r ieu . What has
no placc in thc n,orkl of things, n.hat is unreal in thc real
lr 'orld is not cxactlv rlcath. I)eath actuallr. discloscs thc
imposturc of rcalitv, not onlr. in thrt thc alrrcncc of t lura-
tion givcs the l ie to it, but abovc all be'causc rlcath is tht,

grcat affirmcr, thc u'ondcr-struck cn of lifc. Thc real
order does not so rnuch rcjcct thc ncgation of l i fc that is
death as it rejccts thc aflinnation of intimate lifi., r,vhcise

mcasurclcss violcncc is a danger to thc stabil itt '  of things,

an afflnnation that is fulh,rocalccl onlv in death. Thc real

orrkrr must annul - nt'trtralizt ' - that intimatc l i lc an<l

rcplacc it u' ith thc thing drat thc- inclir. iclual is in thc

societv of labor. lJut it cannclt prcr,cnt l i fe's ditappcarancc

in dcath from rocaling thc inli.sihle bri l l ianct: of l i fe that

is ncrt a thing. 'I'he po\ver of rleath significs that this real

rvorlcl can onlv har,c a neutral image. of lifc, that lif'c's

intimacv docs not rt'r't'al its dazzling consr.rmption until

the moment it gives out. No onc knt'u.it r'r,as thcrc lvhern

it ' ,r 'as; it uas or,crlookt-d in thvclr of real things: dcath r,r 'as

onc rcal tl-ring among others. llut rleath sucklenlv sh<lrvs

that thc rcal sociertv was lving. l'ht'n it is not thc loss of

thc thing, of the useful mr:mber, that is taken into consid-

eration. What the real socit ' tv has lost is not a member

but rather its truth. That intimate l lf-e, u'hich hacl lost thc

abil itv to full.v rcach mc, xhich I rcgarclccl primarilv as a

thing, is firllv rcstorc-d to mv scr-rsibilitv through its

atrscncc. l)cath rcvcals l if 'c in its plcnituclc and dissolr,cs

thc rt'al order. I lenccfirrth it rnatt('rs verv littlc that this

rcal order is the ncr'<l lbr the rluration of that u.'hich n<r

longer cxists. When an clcmcnt cs('apcs its t lcmanrls,

u'hat rcmains is not an cntitv that sr-rf}i 'rs bt'rcavcment; all

at on(c that cntitr', the rcal onlcr, has complctclv dissipatcd.
'fhcrt ' is no morc qucstion of it and uhat clcath brings in

tt 'ars is thc trst' lcss c<lrrsumotion of the intimatc ortler.
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It is a naivc opinion that l inks dcath closclv to sorrou..
' l 'her tcars of the l ir ing, n,hich respond to its r.oming, arc

themsclves fhr from lraring a mcalring oppositc to jov. Far

fronr bcing sorroulirl, thc tcars arc the cxprcssion of .r

kccn au,arcncss of shared li ie graspcd in its intimacv. It is

truc tlrat this auart.ncss is nt'r 'r 'r keener than at thc

momcnt r'r 'hcn ab.senr:e .suclrlcnlv rcplaccs prcst'nce, as in

rleath or mere sr.paration. Anrl in this casc, thc con-

solation (in the strong scnsc thc u'orcl has in thc "conso-

lations" of the mvstics) is in a sense bitterlv t ie<l to thc

fact that it cannot last, but it is precisclv thc disappc.lr-

anc'c oI duraticln, antl of the neutral bcha', ' iors assclciatt:d

u,ith it, that uncovers a ground of things that is <lazzlinglv

bright t in other rrords, it is clear tlrat the nccd lirr dtrra-

ticln conccals l if i : f i 'onr us, an<l that, onlv in thcon', the

impossibil i tv of duration lreres us). In othcr cases the tears

rcspond instead to unexpectecl triumph, to goo<l fortunc

that m.rkcs us enrlt, but aluat's madly, lar bcrond tht-

con(( ' rn for  I  f t r t r r rc t ime.

The Consummation of Sacrif ice

Thc pou'cr that death generall_v has i l luminates the mc.rn-

ing of sacrif ice, rvhich functions l ike death in that it

rt 'stores a lost r,aluc through a relinquishmcnt of that

value. But death is not necessarilv l inkcd to it, ancl the

most solcmn sacrif ice mav not bc bloodv. ' l 'cl sacrif icc is

SA.]RIFI.Jf  TFF fFSTIVAI I tst  . ,Act ]EI)  W.rRLf)

not to kil l  but to rt ' l inquish and to givc. Kil l in.q is onlv thc

cxhibit ion of a rleep me;rning. What is important is t<t

pass from a lasting orclt 'r, in rvhich all r.onsumption of

rcsources is subordinatcrl to tht' nt'etl fbr cluraticln, to the

violt 'ncc of an uncontlit ional cclnsumption; rvhat is impor-

tant is to lcavt' a u'clrlt l  of real things, rvhose rt-alitv

derives from a long tcnn opcration anrl nevcr rcsirk-s in

thc momcnt - a norlrl that crcatcs an<l prcscrrcs (that

crcatcs for thc br.nr'f l t of a lasting realitvy. Sacrif ict ' is thc

antithesis of procluction, u,hich is accomplishccl rvith a

vicr,v to the fluturc; it is cclnsuntpticln that is conccrnerl

onlv u'ith thc moment. 'Ihis is thc scnse in u'hich it is gift

ancl rclinquishmcnt, but u,hat is givcn ('annot be an objcct

of presen'ation for the rect' ivcr: the gilt of an o{fcring

makcs it pass prcc ise h' into thc n orld of ahrupt

cclnsumption.

l-his is the mc-aning of "sacrif lcing to the rleity,"

uhose sacrcd csscnce is comparable to a firc. To sacril- ice

is to give as onLr gives cclal to thc furnace. lJut tht' lurnacer

orclinarilv has an undcniable uti l i tv, to u'hich the coal is

strborclinaterl, rvhereas in sacrifice tht' ollcring is rt'sc'uecl

frour all uti l i t\ ' .

This is so clcarly the precise mt-aning of sacrif icc, that

onc sacriflces n.fior is usefirl; one does not sacrifice luxuri-

ous ob.jcc'ts. Therc could bc no sacril lcc if thc offi 'r ing

u'ere dt-stro1'cd befirrehancl. Nolr, depriving thc labor o1'
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manuf;(turc of its uscfi.rlness at tht' outsct, luxun. lras

alrcaclv devro,ved that labor; it has clissipated it in vain-

glon; in the vcrv monrcnt, it has lost it for goocl. To sac.-

r i l lcc a luxun'objct t  ur>tr l< l  l rc to sacr i f lcc thc samc o[r-

j t 'c t  tu ict ' .

l lut ncither coul<l one sacrif icc that w'hich \\ 'as not

flrst u,ithrlrau'n fr<lm immancnce, that which, ncvcr har'-
ing l>elongccl tcl immancnce, uoulcl not har.c bct-n seconrl-

ari lv subjugatt 't l , r lomcsticatccl, anrl rt 'r luc.crl to bt' ing a

thing. Sacrif icc is rtrarle of objt 'cts that c.oukl havt lteen

spirits, suc'h as animals or plant sutrstanccs, but that harc

trecornc things an<l that neecl to bt'restorcd to the imma-

trcncc x.hencc thcl. colnc, to the vaguc spherc of lost
intimacr'.

The Individual, Anguish, and Sacrif ice

Intimacv cannot be c-xprcsscd discursir.cly.

T'he su'ell ing to the bursting point, the malicc that
brt 'aks out rvith clenthccl teeth anrl \\ 'ccps; thc sinking

fi ' . ' l ing that ckx'sn't knou uhcrc it r 'orn('s f iom or nhat

it 's alrout; thc ft 'ar that sings its hca<l off in thc clark; thc
n'hitt '-cr.t 'd pallor, thc su.cct satlncss, thc ragc and thc
romi l inq .  .  .  ar( '  s()  I ) lan\  ( ' \asions.

What is intimatc, in thc .strong scn.se, i.s u hat has thc

passion of an abscncc of in<liridualitr-, thc inrpcrccptiblc

sonoritv of a rivcr, tht' cmptr' l irnpiditv of thc skl': this is
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sti lI a nergative dt'f lnit ion, lrom uhich the csscntial is

missing.
'fhese statcmcnts have thc vagut' clualitv of inacccssi-

ble rlistances, but on the othcr hand artictrlatccl <lefinitions

strbstitutc thc trcc lbr the forest, thc clistinct articr,rl.rt ion

lbr that u'hich is articulatcd.

I u'ill resrlrt to articr,rlation ncvcrtheless.

l 'aracloxicallv, intimacv is r, iolcncc, and it is destnrc-

tion, l>ccausc it is not compatiblc u'ith thc positing of thr-

scparate individtral. II one descrilrcs the indiviclual in the

opt'ration of sacrif ice, hc is t lefincd bv anguish. Br.rt if sac-

rifice is distressing, the: rerason is that the indiviclual takcs

part in it. Thc indiriclual iclentif ies uith the victim in thc

strrklcn nrovomcnt that restclrcs it to inruranence (to inti-

nrac\'), but the assirnilation that is l inkerl to the rt ' turn to

immanerncc is noncthcless bascd ou thc lact that the ric-

tim is the thing, just as the sacrif lcer is the intl ividual. -l 'hc

st'parate indivirlual is of tht' sam(' nature as thc thing, or

rathr:r thc anxiousness to remain pcrsonalh' ali"c that

t 'stablishcs the pt'rson's inclivirlu.rl i tv is l inkc<l to tht' inte-

gration of cxistencc into thc u'cirl<l of things. To put it

rliffcrcndy, rvork and the fi:ar of dving are intcr<lepern-

rlt 'nt; thc fbrn.rt-r inrplics the thing antl vicc vt'rsa. In fat't

i t is not cvcn nc(cssan'to lvork in or<lt 'r to be thc tAlncl

of [c'ar: man is an inc]ividual to the cxt('nt that his i l)pre-

ht'nsion ties him to thc results of labor. But man is not.
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as onc might think, a thing bccaust, hc is afraicl. Hc u.or,rlr l
havc no anguish if he- rlcre not the intl ir, iclual (thc, thing),
.rnd it is .ssentiallv the fac.t of lx-ing an irrri ir i, l 'al thlrt
fucls his anguish. It is in .rclcr to ..ati.f i  thc rlenranrls .f
thc tl-ring, it is insofar as rht,uorkl nf ihi,-,gs; has positerl
his duration as tl.rt '  basic r.ondition of his uorth, that hr.
learns anguish. I{e is alrait l of death as soon as hc entcrs
thr. ststr:m of projec,ts that is the order of things. Death
clisturbs thc ordt'r ol things anrl thr: orcler of thinq. holtJ,.
us. lV1an is afrairl of thc intimatc ordcr that is not recon_
cilable rvith thc ordcr of thirrgs. C)thenvise thcre rvoulcl
bc no sacrif ice, and thcre rroirkl bc no mankincl eitht,r.
The i ' t imat. order u.lulcl 

'ot 
re'car itserf in the clestruc-

tion and the sac.rcd angrrish of the intl ividual. l lccau.sc
rnan is not squarcly u.ithin that ordcr, but onlv partakcs
o[ it through a thing that is thrtatcne<l in its nature (in
thc projects that constitutc it), intimacr., in thc trtnrbling
o1' thc incliviclual, is holr,, sacrc.1, antl suflusc-rl r l, i th
auguish.

The Fest ival

l-lre sacrcd i.s that prcxligious efk,n.esct,rrcc of life- tlrat, for
thc saker of cluration, the order of things holcls in c.herck,
and that this hokling c.hang..s into a hrl..aking loose, th;rt
is, into violencc'. It constarrtly t lrreatcn.s to brcak the
dikcs,  to conlront pro<luct ivt .at t i r i t_r  r r i th the precipi tatc

,AaRELl WC)nLtr

anrl contagious movemcnt of a purelv glorious consump-

tion. Thc sacrccl is cxactlv c'omparable to thc flame that

clcstro-vs thc u'ood bv corrsuming it. l t is that oppositc of

a thing u'hir:h an r,rnlirnitcd fire is; it sprcads, it racliatcs

hr-at an<l liglrt, it sucldt'nlv inflanrcs an<l blinds in tun'r.

Sacrif ice burns l ikc thc sun that slo* lv dies of the prodigi-

ous radiation rvhosi' bri l l iancc our ( 'vcs cannot bcar, but

it is nevt-r isolatcrl and, in a uorkl <lf in<lir, iduals, it calls

for thc gencral ncgation of indir, icluals as such.

The clivinc lr,orlrl is contagious and its contagion is

clangcrous. In thcon', n lrat is startcd in tlre operation o[

sacrificc is likc tht- action of lightning: in therirv thcrc is

ncl l imit to tht'contlagraticlrr. It far'ors human lifc an<l not

anirnalitr; tht' rr:sistancc to immant'r.tcc is u'hat rcgulatcs

its resurgcncc', so yroignant in tcars an<l so strong in thc

turavorrable plcastrrc of anguish. But if rnan strrrt-n<lt 'rcrl

unrcsencclly to immanencc, hc u'or-rld lall shrlrt of human-

itv; l-rc w'oulcl achievc it onlv to losr it an<l evc'ntuallv l i f 'e

rroulcl return to tht' unconscious intitrracv of anirnals. Thc

constant problem poscd bv the impossibil i tv of bcing

human rvit l 'rout being a thing ar-rrl o[ csc'aping tht' l inrits of

things uithout returning tcl animal slrrmbt'r rcccilcs thr

l imitcrl solution of the fcstival.

Thc init ial movenrt'nt of tht' fcstiral is givt'n in

clcrnentarv humanitv, but it reacht's thc plcnitutle of an

cf-fusion onlv if tht' anguishc<l conccntration of sacrif icc

t r )) )
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sets it loosc. Thc fcstival assernbles mcn rvhom the con_
sumptio' 

' f 
the c.orrtagio,.s ,f-fcri 'g (co'r 'runi'n) ,pens

up to a c.onflagration, but one that is limitecl by a counter_
r.ail ing prudence: thcre is an aspirati.n for destruction
that brcaks,ut in tl.rc ft.stiral, l-,r,t th.." is a conse^,.atrr.c
prudcnce that regulatr:s and linrits it. On thc one hand, all
thc possibilitiers of consumption arc brought togt-ther:
dancc ancl Poctrv, ntusic and tht. <li l lercnt arts contribute
to making the fbstival thc place and thc time of a spec_
tacular letting loose. But consciclusness, au,ake in ung.,i.h,
is rl isposcrl, in a revcr.sal commanderl bv arr inabil itr lto g,,
al'ng r.r,ith thc letting l'ose, r. .ubo..li,.,.-,t. it to thc neerd
that the orcler of things has - bcing f-cttcrecl by nature an<l
st ' l f -par ' . r l rzed -  to r t , t .c i re an i rnp. . l r rs l iorrr  lhc orr ts i r lc .
J'hus the letting kxrsr, of the f 'estiral is l lnalh., if not fert_
tcrcd, thcn at least conflnt:d to ther l imits of a realitv of
*hich it is thc nt'gatir ' . 'r-he fi 'sti 'al is t, leratt-cl to thr
e xtent that it r( 's('rr (.s thc ncc.cssitics of thc prclfanc
rr c,rl r l.

Limitation, the Iltilitarian Interpretation of
the Festival, and the positing of the Group
'l 'hc fi.stiral is thc firsion of hunran life. For thJ thing an<l
tlrc indi' id.al, it is thc cruciblc *,hcrc rl istincti.ns nrt-lt in
thc intcnsr heat of ir-rt imatc l ifc. BLrt its intimac.v is t l is_
solverl in thc rt 'al antl in<lir iclLralizi,rl positing of t lrc
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cnscmblt' that is at stakc in thc rituals. Fclr tht' sak' ' '  'rf a

rcol ctttnrnutritr ' , of a st-,cial fat't that is gircn as a tlr irrg -

of a commcln opcration in vit 'u of a futtrrc timt' - thc fcs-

tiral is l imiterl: i t is itsclf intt 'gratt 'cl as a l ink in thc ton-

catctrat ion c l f  us, ' lu l  uorks.  As <lrunkcr i t rcss,  . 'hat 's,  scxt la l

orgv, that n.hich it tcncls to bc, it t lrouns clcnthing irr

immancncc in a scnsc; it thcn cvcn exc'ct'<ls th. l imits of

thc hvbr i<l  nor l<l  of  spir i ts,  but  i ts r i t t ta l  t l rorcmt ' r r ts s l i l l

into the r','orltl of immanence <tnlv through thc rllctliatior.r

of  spir i ts.  To thc spir i ts bt>rnt 'bv thc fcst ival ,  to uhom

thc sacr i f lc t ' is  of fcrct l , . ln<l  to rr l tosc i r r t i t l racv thc v i t t ims

arc rt-storecl, an clpcrativc l)()w('r is attributctl in the same

u'av it is attribtrtcd to things' In thc t 'nd thc festival itself

is vicrrc<l as att <llteration.-rlt<l its t ' f l i 'ctivcrrt 'ss is trot clttcs-

tioncd. The possibil i tv of prodr'rcing, of fecunclating thc

fickls and thc hercls is gircn to ritcs u'host' least scnile

opcrativc ftrrtns are aimccl, through a cotrcessiot.t, ' l t  ctlt-

t ing thc losscs l iom the drea<lfr-rl violcncc of thc clivint'

u'orl<1. In anv cast', 1t<tsit ivt ' lv in f 'ccuntlation' nt'g;tt irelr in

pr<lpit iation, t lrt 'col'ttmttnit\ t lrst al)Pcars in the fi 'stiral as

a thing, a dcfinite indiviclualization and a shar.'<l proicct

rvith a vit 'n to tlttration. ' l 'hc festival is not a trt le rctl lrn

t<l iurrnant't.tce ltut rathc'r atr arnital>le rccont' i l i .rt ion, f i l l l

of anguish, bctucen the irlcompatil l l tr necessitics'

Of course the communitv in the festival is not positcd

sirnph as at.r clbici:t, bttt more gt'nerallv as a spirit (as a
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subjec't-objcct), but its positing has the r,alut- of a l irnit to

the irnmanencc ol' tht' fcstiral anri, f irr this reason, thc

thing aspcct is acccntuatcrl. If thc fi 'stival is not vet, r>r ncr

longcr, un<lcr vl 'ar', tht' c<lmmunity l ink to thc festival is

given in o;leratir,e fi lrms, u'hose c'hicf cnds arc the procl-

trcts of labor, thc crops, ancl thc' hcrds. Therc is no clc'ar

conrciousnerr of'wh.rt tht'fcstir,al actuall) ' is (of w.hat it is at

the momt'nt of its lt ' tt ing loosc; and thc fc'stiral is not

situatcrl <listinctlv in tonst' iousnr'ss txr'r..pt as it is intr '-

grate<l into the rluration o[ thc conrmunitr '. This is n'hat

thc fi'stival (irrcendiarv sacrific't- and the outbreak of flre)

is consciouslr' (subordinatcrl tcl that rluratior.r of thc com-

nron thing, nhich prt 'r 'cnts it lrom cnduring), but this

shous the fi:stival's pcculiar impossibil i ty anrl man's l imit,

t it '<l as he is t<l clt 'ar consciousncss. So it is not huntan-

itr '  - insoLrr as clr,ar const ioLrsrrt 'ss rightlv opp<lscs it t<r

anirnalitt '  - restorctl tcl immancncc. ' l-hr. r ' irtuc of thc' fcs-

tiral is not intcgrate<l into its naturt: and convcrscl_r. thc

lctting krose of thc l'estir.al has bct'n possiblc onlt' bccaust'

of this pont-rlcssncss of ccllrsciousn('ss to takt' i t lbr uhat

it is. ' fhe basic problenr o[ rcligion is given in tlr is fatal

misun<lcrstanding of sacrif icc. Man is the lreing that has

lost, and cvt'n rcjectt '<I, that *'hich hc obscurelv is, a

vaguc intirnac_r'. C't>nsciousltcss could not have bec'omt:

clcar in tht'coursc rif t irnc lf i t had not turnr<l aual, lrom

its an kn'arrl ( ont('r its. l;ut <:lcar c'onsciousnt'ss is itsclf
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looking firr rrhat it has itscl{ ' lost, antl ulrat it mttst krsc

,',g.i,, ., i t <lraus ncar to it. ()f ctltrrsc u'hat it has lost is

not <llttsit lt '  i t; cons( lollsl lcss turl ls A\\ av fiom tht'

obscurt' intintacv of conscitlttsncss itsclf '  Rcligion, uh<lsc

cssencc is tht- search fbr lt lst intinlacv, cotn('s t lr lull tr l thc

ctl irrt ol clt 'ar tonsci<)Ltsllcss lvhich natlts to lrt a ctrm-

ulctt '  st '11-tot"tstiouslrt 'ss; but this c{-fort is f irt i lc' sinct'

. ' ,,nr.i,,urn,'.s <lf itrt irnat v is l lossiblt '  onll at a lcvel u'ht'rc

(onscionsnt'ss is nrl lonqt'r in ()l)t 'r ' l t i()n $h<lst' otttcomt'

implies <lurati<tn, that is, at thc lcvel u here claritr"

u'hich is thc cfl i ' t  t clf thc ollcration, is n" lotlgt r

g l \  ( 'n.

War: The Il lusions of the Ilnleashing of

Violence to the Outside

A soc'ictv's indivirlualitv, uhich the lusion of thc festival

,lirr,rl,'.r, is tleflnctl flrst of all in tcrrns of rcal rvorks - of

agrarian prtic|-rt'tiol.r - that integrate sacrificc into tht

..l ,rl,l ,,f things. tlut thc trnitv of a groLlP thr"rs has the

abil itv to clireclt t lestructive violcncc to thc outside'

A.s a matter of [act, erxternal violcncc is antithetical to

sac'rifice or the fcstival, whosc violencc u'clrks havoc

lr,ithin. Only rtiigion cltsurcs a consttmptictn that tlestrovs

thc very sttltstancc clf tl.rose rvhom it movcs' Armcd attion

tlestrovs othcrs or thc u.ealth of <lthcrs' lt can ht' t 'xt 'rtccl

incliviciuallr ' , uithin a grouP' but thc constitutcrl grottl l
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can l ) r i l tg i t  t< l  bear on tht .  outs i<l t ,  ani l  i t  is  thcn that i t
bcgins to r l t ' r . t ' l< l1t  i ts  i .onscqut,nc. t ,s.

In deadh. battlcs, in massacrt.s anrl pil lagcs, it has a
rneaning akin to that of f i,stivals, in that thc cnc,mr. is not
trcatctl as a thing. l lut u.ar is not l imitc<l to thcse t.xulo_
sir.c forces an<i, w.ithin thcsc verr. l imits, it is not a slou
action as sacrif ic.t '  is, corducte.cl l ' i th a r.ir.rr. to a return to
lost intimacv. It is a rl jsonlc_.rlv cruption rvhosc cxternal
dircction robs the uarrior of thc. intimacv hc attair.rs. An<l
if i t is t^rc that r 'arfarc tr. 'rJs in it. n.,r,., \\.a\ to clissoh.c
thc indir,i<lual through .r nt,l lativc uagt,ring of thc l.ah-rc of
his ou'n l ife, it cannot hclp l,ut enhance-his valuc in thc
(oursc of ' t ime b-v making t l rc sun. iv ing inr l iv i t lual  thc
bencfician' of the- rvagcr.

War dett 'rrninc-s the clcr.ekrpmcnt cif the inrl iviclual
bevont l  thc in<l iv idual-as_thing in thc glor ious inr l iv ic lual_
itv of tht: u..rrrior. Thc glorious indlrit lual introtluces,
through a l irst nc.gation of inrl ir. idualitv, thc divine orr:lcr
into the c.atc.gorv of tht, intl ir ir lual l,r i ich e_rprcsscs the
ortler of things in a basic u,ar.). IJc has thc contra<licton,
n,i l l  to make the ncgation oi,ltrration durable. fnu, t, i,
strength is in ltart a strcngth to l ic. War rcprcscnts a boltl
arJvance, but it is thc t.mrlcst kind of ailvance : onc ncctls
as muc'h nalvct6 - or stupi<lit_r. _ as strcngth to bc intl i l_
fi 'rcnt t. that tr hic.h () '(. ()\,.,rr alu.., .,r,1 i,, takt, ltr i<lt, in
har ing t lccmcrl  <lnt ,st , l f  of ' r io r .a lut , .

From the Unfettered Violence of Wars to

the F ettering of Man-as-Contmodity

This lalse anrl sr,rperficial charactcr has sc'rions consc-

quenccs. War is not l imitccl to fbrrns o[ uncalculated

havoc. Although ht- rcmains <limlr, auare of a call ing that

rules out the sclf-sccking behavior of work, the rvarrior

recluces his fbllorv men to scrvitude. IIe thus subordinaters

violcncer to thc most complete rerluction of mankind to

thc ordcr of things. l)oubtless thc uarrior is not tht'

init iator of the reduction. Thc opcratior.r that makcs ther

slavc a thing prcsupposccl thc prior institutiotr of u'ork.

Btrt the lrcc r,r'orker rras a thing vc>hrnt.rrilv and fclr a

givcn time'. C)nlv the slavr', u.hom thc nri l i tan' or-dcr has

maclc a comnroclitr ' , <lrarls oi,rt thc cornplctc colrsc-

quences of the rerluction. 1[ncleecl, it is nect ssan' tcl

spccifv that n ithout slavcrv the rvorlcl of things u.<rr-rkl not

havc achicvt-cl its plcnitucler.) Thus the cru<lc unronsr' ioLrs-

ncss of thc uarrior mainlv r,r 'orks in favor of a prcclomi-

nance of the rcal orcle'r. 'l hc sacrcd llrcstigc hc arrogate.s

to himst' lf is the false pretense of .r uorld brought don'n

to thc ncight of uti l i tr.. Thc narrior's nobil itv is l ikc a

prostitute's smile, the truth of uhich is st' l l '- intcrcst.

Human Sacrif ice
'l 'ht ' sacrif lces of slar.es i l lustrate tht' principle accorcling

t<r rvhich uhat i.s u.iefir l is rlcstincrl fbr sacrif icc. Sacril ice

;e
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surr('ndcrs thc slave, rvhclsc scrr.itudc ac.centuates thc
dcgrarlation of the- human or<lt r, to thc baleful intimacv
of unfcttcred violencc.

In gcneral, human sacrif lce is the acutc stagc of a clis_
pute setting the movcmcnt of a measurcless violcnce
against thc real ordt'r and duration. It is the most radical
contcstation of the primac.v of uti l i tv. It is at the same
timc the highest de.gree of an unleashing of intcrnal vio_
lence. The society in u-hich this sa..rif lce rages mainlv
afl lrrns the rejection of a disequil ibrium nf th" trr,, ,, lu-
lences. He u.ho unlcashes his lorccs of destruction on ther
outside cannot be sparing of his resourccs. If he reduccs
the enc.mv to slar,cry, he must, in a spcctacular fhshion,
make a glorious use of this nc\\. sourcc of rvcalth. IJc must
partlv <lcstro.l' thesc_- things that sen,e him, for there is
nothing uscful around him that can fail to satisfv, f irst of
all, the mythical order's rlemanrl fbr consumption. Thus a
continual surpassing tor,r.ard dcstruction clenies, at thc
same time that it affinlrs, thc indir,irh,ral status of thc
grouP.

But this dcmancl lor consumption is broLrght to bear
on the slar.e insofar as the lattcr is Ai.s propcrtv antl llis
thing. It shoulcl not be confused u,ith thc movcmcnts of
l ' iolence that har,er the outsidc, the encmv, as their obiect.
ln t l r is  r ( .spc(t  thr .satr i f i r t ,  , r f  , r  s l . r rc i*  lar  l rom h., int
purer. In a sense it is an cxtcnsion of militarv combat, and

intcrnal violencc, the t-sserncc of sacril ice, is not satisfiecl

bv it. Intensc consulnption requires victims at thel top

rvho arc not onlv the uscful lr'calth of a pcoplc, but this

peoplc itself; or at lcast, clcmcnts that signifv it and that

uil l  be dcstined lbr sacrif ice, this time not orving to an

alit-nation from the sacrerl u'orlcl - a flall - but, quitc thc

(ontrar\, orl ' ing to an cx(cptional prclximitv, sr-rch as the

sovc'rcign or thc children (u'host' ki[ l ing finallv realizcs thc

perfbrrnancc clf a sacrif ice tu'ice clvcr).

One could not go further in the dcsire to consumc the

life substancc. Indecd, one coukl nclt go morc recklcssly

than this. Such an intensc movemcnt of consumption rc-

sponds to a movcment of malaisc bv crcating a greater

malaise. It is not thc apogce ol a rcligious svstem, but

rathcr the moment rvhcn it condemns itself: r'vhcn the old

fbrms har"e lost part of their virtuc, it can maintain itself

onlv thnrr,rgh cxcesscs, through inn<lvations that are too

oncrous. Numt-rous signs inclicate that thcse cnx'l dcmands

ucrer not t 'asih'tolcratcd. Trickerv rerplaccd thc king u"ith

a slave on uhom a tcmPorarv rovaltv r'vas confi'rred. Thtr

primacv of consttmption could not rcsist that of mil itarv

lorcc.
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The Mi l i tar l 'Orcler

From a Balance of  Resources arrd

Expendi tures to the Accumulat ion of

Forces with a View to Their Growth

Human sac'rific'e tcstifies at thc same tinrc tcl an cxct'ss of'

neal th anr l  to a ven'painful  uav of  spcncl ing i t .  I t  gcner-

allv led to the' con<lemnation of thc rather stable nen sys-

tcms u'hose grou'th u'as slight ancl in u'hich the cxpcndi-

turc \\ 'as (oll lrcnsuratc rrith tht' rt 'sottrce's.

Tht'nri l i tan'ordcr pr.rt an cncl to thc malaiscs that cor-

rcsponrlcd tcl an orgv of cclnsumption. It clrganizcrl a

rational use of fbrces firr thc constant inc rcase of pou'cr.
'fht' mcthorlical spirit of c'onqucst is c'ontrarv to thc spirit

of sacril lcc an<l thc nri l i tan' kings rcjt 'ctetl sacrit lce from

the beginning. The princ'iple of mil itarv orclt-r is the

mcthorlical divcrsion of violcncc to tl.rc outsirle. lf vio-

lcncc ragt's uithin, it opl>oscs that violcr.rc'r- to thc extt-nt

it can. Antl it suborclinates thc clivrrsion to a rcal t 'ntl. It
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<locs scl irr a gencral uar'. Thus the nril i tarr orrlcr is con-

trarv to the lorrns clf spectac'ular r.iolcncc that corresponcl

more to an r,rnbrirl lcd cxplosion of fun. than to the
rational cak'ulation of elfcctircness. It no lorrger rimr at
tht' greatest cxpcn(litur(' of f irrt ' t 's, as an art.haic. s<lcial svs-

tcm clir l in u'arfart an<l f-cstir als. Thc cxprn.l itr.rr-.. ,rf

f irrct 's colrt inucs, but it is subjcc.tcrl to a prirrciplc of maxi-

nrum viclcl: i f the fbrces arc spcnt, it is u'ith a r,icu. to thc
accluisit ion clf grcatcr f<rrces. Archaic. societv conflnecl

itsclf in uarlarc to tlre rounding trp of slavcs. In ket'ping
uith its principlcs, it coultl cor.npcnsate for thcse acquisi-

t ions bv mcans of ritual slaughters. Thc militarv orcler

organizcs thc viekl of *'ars into slavcs, that of slavcs into

lalmr. It nrakcs c'onquest a mctho<1ical cipcration, for thc

grou'th of an cmpire.

Positing of an Empire as

the Universal Thing
'l'he empirc submits from thc start to thc primacv of thc
real orrlc'r. It posits itst-lf e-ssentiallv as a thing. It ,ub,rr-
<linatcs itst ' l f to cntls that it afl lrms: it is the aclministra-

tion of rcason. l lut it c ould nevcr allorv anothcr cmpire to
cxist at its fronticr as an cqual. l iverv prcscnc'e arounrl it
is or<lerc<l rclative to it in a projer,t of c.onquest. In this
rval' i t losrs tht simplc indivirlualizecl character of ther [im-

itt-cl comntunitl.. It is not a thinq in the sensc in n.hich

things l it into the order that bclongs to thcrl; i t is itsclf

thc ordcr of things.rnd it is a univcrsal thing. At this lercl,

the thing that cannot have a sovcreign charactcr cannot

havc a subordinatr: clraractcr cit lrer, sincc irt theorv it is

an opcration der.clopecl to thc l imit of its possibil i t ies. At

tht- limit, it is no longcr a thing, in that it bears rvithin it,

beyond its intangiblc qualit i t 's, an opening to all that is

possible. But in itself this opening is a voicl. lt is onlv the

thing at the momcnt rvhen it is undone, rcvealing thc

impossibil i tv of infinite subordination. But it consttmes

itself in a sovercign u'av. For ( 'sscntiallv it is alual's a thing,

ancl thc movcmcnt clf consumJrtion must (omc to it li'om

tht' outsicle.

Law and Moral i ty

Tht: ermpirc, bcing tht- universal thing (rvhose universalitv

rcveals the void ). insofar as its t-ssenc'c is a divcrsicltr of

violcncc to thc otrtsit le, neccssarilv devt' lclps the larv that

ensures the stabilitv of the order of things. In fact, larv

gives thc attacks against it thc sancti<tn of an external

r.ioletrctr.

Lar,r' clefincs obligatorv rclations of each thing (or of

each inrl ividual-as-thing) rvith othcrs anrl gtrarantces them

bv the sanction of public f irrt c. But hcre lau' is onlr' .r t lotrb-

let of thc moralitl' that guarantces tht' s.rmc rt'lations llv

thc sanrtion of an itrtt 'rnal violcnte of thc irlt l ividual.
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Larv and moralitv also have their placc in the empire

in that thcv rle fine a universal ncccssity of tht: rclation of

each thing r,r'ith thc othcrs. But tl-rc po\\'cr of moralitv

rermains forcign to the svstem based on extcrnal violcncc.

Moralitv only touches this s1'stcm at thc border r.vhere

lar'r' is integratcd. And thc connection of the one and thc

other is thc middle terrn bv r.vhich oner gocs from the

empirc to thc outsicJc, from the outside to the cmpirc.

Cu,qp r l :R I  I

Dual ism and Moral i ty

The Positing of Dualism and the

Shifting of the Borders of the

Sacred and the Profane

In a u'orlcl t lominatc<l bv thc militarl 'order, moving trl lvar<l

univcrsal empirc from the start, consciousncss is <listinctlv

rlcterrnincd in thc mcasttrertl rcflectittn clf thc uorld tlf

things. And this aLltonomous tltttornination of cont.iotts-

ncss brings about, in duolism, a pr<lfbuntl altcration in tht'

rcnrt 'sr-ntation of thc uorld.

Originallv, u'ithin the divine rvorl<I, thc bencficcnt and

pure elcments opposccl the malefic antl impure clcments,

and both tvpes appearccl cquallv distant from the prolane'

But if onc considcrs a dominant mo\'( 'mcnt of rcflt 'crtivt '

th<iught, thc divinc appcars l inkecl to pttritr ' , thc profhnc

to impurity. In this u'av a shift is eff-ccted starting lrom

the premisc that divine immant-nce is tlangcrous, that

n'hat is sacred is malcflc first of all, and clcstrovs through
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( 'ontagion th.rt uhich it t:ttmes clost' to, that thc bcncfl-

ccnt s1>irits arc rrretl iatclrs bt'ttvt 'cn thc profanc rv<lrld arld

thc unleashing of rl ir int ' lbrtes - ancl sct'tn lcss sacretl in

comparison uitlr t l 'rc t lark tlt- it ics.
' l 'his earlr shift scts tl 'rc stagt' fbr a clt 'cisivt ' changc.

Rcflectir,c thought <lefincs moral rulc's; it prt-st ribes uni-

r,ersallv obligator-v rclations betu'ccrt indivich,rals ancl soci-

ctv or bctr'r,een intlividuals thcmselvt-s. Theser obligaton'

relations arc t 'sst'ntiallv those that cnsurc the <lr<lcr t lf

rhings. Thcv somctitnc-s takt' up prohibit ions that u'cre

establisht'd bl' tht' itrtintatc ordcr (sr.ri:h as d're onc ftrr-

hidding murclcr). Btrt rtroralitv chooscs from amrlng the

rules of the intim.rtt 'or<lcr. lt st-ts asi<lc, or at lcast <locs

llot sll l)port, thosc ltrohibit i<lns tltat cannot bc grantecl

runir,crsal vah.re, that clearlv dt'pcnd cln a capriciclt ls l i t>crtr '

of thc mvthir'.r l ortlcr. Antl t 'rcn if i t gcts part of tht' lans

it <lecrt-t-s fnrr.n rcligitln, it grtluncls thcm, like thc- otht'rs,

in reason; it l inks tht'nr t<i thc ortler of rhing.s. Moralitv lavs

tl<lun rult 's th;rt t i l l lo* ttnivcrsallv from tht'nature of the

prclfane uorld, that cnsr.tre thc <luratior"r ',r'ithout u'hich

thcre can be no opcratirln. It is thcrelforc opposed to the

scalc of r,alucs of thc intimatc ordcr, n'hich placeil the

highcst valuc on that 'nvhose mt'aning is gircn in the

moment. It con<lentns thc cxtrcme li lnns tlf the <lstcnta-

tious <lcstrttcrtion of ncalth (thus l-ruman sacrif icc, or cvcn

bloot l  sacr i f lcc. . .  ) .  [ t  t r lndcmns, in a gencral  lvav,  a l l

tusc'lcss cclnsumpticlr. lJut it lrccclrncs possiblc onlt ' *hcn

sclvcreigntr', in thc <lir inc norlt l, shilts lrorn thc dark

<lcit l '  to thc *'hitc, from the nralcfic rlt ' i tr to thc' protcctor

of the real orclcr. In fbct it presul)l)oscs thc sanction of thc

clivir.rc <lrt lt 'r. In granting thc opcrative pclu'r 'r of the

dir.ine over tht- real, mar-r had in practic'c suborclinaterl thc

clivir.rc to thc rcal. I Ie slou'h' rccluccd its r. iolcncc to thc

sanction of thc real orclcr t l.rat mrtralitv constitutcs, pro-

ridcd that thc rcal orclcr confonns, prt-r ' isclv in moralit l ' ,

to the univcrsal clrder of rt-ason. ln rt 'alitr ' , rcason is thc

univcrsal f irrm of thc thing (i<lt 'ntical to itsclf) anrl of thc

opcration (of action). Rcason ancl mclralitv unite<l, both

resulting from thc r,.-al or<ler's necessitics of prescnltiorr

ant l  opcrat i<)n,  agr( ' ( '  n i th the <l iv inc f i rnt t ion that t 'x t ' r -

c iscs a bcncvolcnt sovt'rt ' igntl or t 'r t l t l t onlcr. TItt 'r '  rati<l-

nal izc and moral izc r l i r in i t r ' ,  in tht '  r ' t 'n 'nrorcmt 'nt  u 'hcrc

rnoralitv anrl rcason an' rl ir inizt'r l.

ln this u'av thcrc app('ar thc clt 'rnc'nts o1' thc u'orkl

vicu' t l 'rat is commonlv callc<l t lualisnr anrl that rl i ffcrs

fl-om thc l irst rt ' l trcst'ntation, also bast'rl on a biytartit ion,

bv r irtut' o1'a shil i ing of briundaries anrl an ovcrtrrrning of

Yalu('s.

In thc tirst rcprt'scntaticln, the irnnrancnt sacrcrl is

prcclicatcd on the animal intimaur of rnan ar.rcl thc u'orlt l,

n'hereas dre prolanc u'orlcl is prcdicatcd on tht' transcen-

r lencc of  thc objcct ,  uhich has rr<l  int inr i rcv tc l  r r ' l r ic l r  man-
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kincl is immanent. In the manipulation of objccts and,

generallv, in rclatiotrs u'ith objects, or nith subiccts

rcgar<lcrl as objects, thcrt ' appcar, in l irrrns that arc

implicit but l inkc<l to thc profane u'orlcl, the principles of

reasoll and moralitr ' .
' fhe sacrcd is itsclf dividccl: thc dark and malcfic

sacrt'd is opposc<l to thc rvhitc ancl bt'neficcnt sacre(l and

the deities that partakc of the onc or the otht'r are ncithcr

rational nor rnoral.

Bv contrast ,  in thc t l t ra l is t  crolut i< ln the div int 'bect lmcs

rational and moral and relcgatt's thc malcfic sacrccl to the

sphert 'of  thc prolanc. ' l 'he uor ld ol ' thc spir i t  ( l rar ing f 'cu '

connections lr'ith tht' first u'orkl of spirits - u'herc thc dis-

tinct lbrms of the objcct u'crc joine<1 to thc inrl istinction rlf

thc intimatc or<ler) is the intcll igiblc urrrlt l  of thc i i lc-a,

u,host' unitv cannot be brokcn dor'vn. lht- t l ivisirln into

bt'ncficent an<l malt 't ic is lbuncl again in tht'norld of'mat-

tcr, u'ht'rc thc tangiblc fcrrnr is somctimcs altprt'hcnsiblt:

(in its idcntit_y n.ith itsclf an<l nith its intcll igiblc frrnn, and

in its opcrative pou'c'r), and <ltht'r t inrcs is not, but rcmait 'ts

tunstablc, <langcrous, anil not r omplctclv intcll igible, is onlv

chance, r ' iolt:nce, att<l thre'atens tct <lestrov thc stablc ancl

opcrative firrms.

The Negation of the Immanence

of the Div ine and l ts Posi t ing in the
Transcendence of  Reason

Thc moment of changc is givcn in a passage: thc intcll i-

giblt '  sphcrt' is rt 'r 'ealed in a transport, in a su<lclcn

movcment o[ transc't rrdcncc, u,ht're tangiblc mattt 'r is

surpasscd. Thc intcllcct rtr thc (.onccpt, situate<l riutside

tirnc, is rleltincd as a sor,crc-ign clr<lcr, to uhic.h the lrorlcl

of things is strborrl inatccl, jrrst as it subordinatcd thc gods

of mvthologv. In this nav the intell igiblc uorld has thc

rplx 'aran( ( '  . r f  th. '  . l i r  inc.

Ilut its transtor<lcncc is of a <lif{crent natrlr( 'f1'orn thc

int'onclusivc transccnclcncc of thc divine of archaic reli-

gion. The <livine u'as init iallr graspcd in tcnls of intirnacr.

(of violcncc, of thc scream, of bt' ing in cruption, blirrrl anrl

unintcll igiblc, of thc clark and malcfic sacrcd); if i t uas

transcendent, this nas in a ltror,isional u,ar', for m.rn nho

ac'tc<l in the real order but uas rituallt rcstorcd to thc

irrt imatc onler. This secclndary transccn<icnc,c \\,as pro-

lixrndlv cliffcrcnt from that ol thc intcll igiblt. rrorlrl,

ulrich rt 'm.rins./orercr sc'par.rtcrl fr-orn thc uorkl of thc'

scnses. Tl.rc transccndcncc cif a morr ratl ical rlualisnr is thc

l)assagc fr<ir l  < lnt 'u<lr lc l  to tht 'othtr .  Morc cxac.t l r ,  i t  is

t[rc' lcar ing of this u orkl, tht' lcar ing of tht' u.orld, [rcr-iorl
- l irr, opposite thc sclrsuous uorl<1, thc intt ' l l igibk' uorkl
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is not so much a <lif l i 'rcnt u'orki as it is outsidc thc u'orkl.

But man of the dualistic conccption is oppositt- t<r

archaic man in that thcrc is no longer an.y intimacl'

bctucern hinr and this *'orlcl. This uorlcl is in fact inrma-

nort to him but this is insofar as hr. is no longcr charac-

tt'rizerl br, intimacv, insofar as hc is tlefinctl bv drings, and

is himsclf a thir.rg, bcing a distinctlv separate inrl iviclual.

Of coursc archaic man did not continuallv participatc in

thc contagious r,iolcncc clf intimacv, btrt if he u as

removed from it, thc rituals alu'avs kcpt the pou.er to

bring him bac'k to it at the propcr timc. At thc lt-r'el of the

clualistic concr:ption, no vestigc of thc ancicnt t-estivals can

prcvent reflcctirc man, uhom rcflection constitutr-s, fron.r

being, at the momcnt of l i is ftr lf i l lment, man of lost inti-

mac'r'. l)oubtlcss intimacv is not foreign to hirn; it could

not bc said that hc knou's nothing of it, sincc hc has a

rccollcction of it. But this rccollection .sentl.s him outsidc

a u-orkl in u,'hich thcre is nothing that rt'spor-rrls to thc

longing hc has &rr it. Irr this norlcl t'r.crr tl'rings, on u hicl.r

he brings his reflec'ticln tcl bcar, arc pr<lfloundh scparatctl

from hinr, and tht' beings thcmselvcs arc n'raintained irr

thcir incomrnunicablc in<lividualitr ' . This is ',r 'hy for hirn

transcenclencc tlocs not at all hale thc valuc- ofa scpara-

tion but rathcr of a rcturn. No doubt it is inacrcessible,

lrcing transccndcncc: in its operation it cstablishes the

inrpossibil i tv, for t l.re operator, of bcing immanent to thc

SM AND MORAL TY

outcomc of thc opcration. But u.hilc thc inclividual that
he is cannrt lea'e this *'or[cl rlr corllcct hirnsclf *ith that
n,hich goes be1'ond his or.r,n limits, hc glimpses in the sucl_
den au.akening that rvhich cannot be graspcd but u,hic:h
slips awav precisclv as a d61d yu. For him this d6jd vu is
uttcrlr, different from that rvhich he sees, u,l.rich is alu,avs
separated from him - ancl fbr thc samc rcason from itsclt.
It is that rvhich is intcll igible to him, u.hich au.akcns the
recollection in him, but u.hich is immediatelv lost in thr-
in'asion of scns.rv data, rvhich reestablish separatiorr .r.r
all sirles. This separate bcing is precisclv a th;ng in that it
is separated from itself-: rr is thc thing ancl thc sc1;aration,
but .ref is cln thc (.ontrarv an intimacv that is n()t .\r,p.r_
ratcrl frorr anvthing (cxcept that rvhich .scparatc.s it.sclf.
from this intimaq., thu.s ir, and u,ith it thc rrholc rrorl<l
of' .separate things).

The Rational Exclusion of the Tangible
World and the Violence of Transcendence
A great virtuc in the paraclox of a transcentlenct <lf inti_
macv results fr<lm thc crlrnplctc ncgation of t l.re gilen in_
rlnroo' that transccnrience is. Fclr thc gircn rntrmar,r. is
nt ' r t ' r '  anvthing l r r r t  a (ontrar\ '  , , f  int ima.. ,  l r r . r  aust .  t r r  bt ,
gircn is ncccssarilv to bc gircn in the u-ar: that a thing is.
It is alrt 'adv to be a thing u'host, intintacv is nr.r.r,ssaril l .
scparatcd l}om it. The intimac.\, escapes it.clf in thr
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movemt-r)t in nhich it is gilt 'n. In lact it is in learing thc

u'ori<l t-,f ' things that tht' Lrst intimacv is rcgainctl. Btrt in

realitv the u'orld of things is not the norld bv itsclf ancl

purc transcenrlence touard a pure intcll igibil i tv (rvhich is

also,  q l inrpscd. l l l  at  oIrce,  iu the auakur ing,  a l l t t rc t t r r i l t -

tcl l igibil i tv) is, u' ithin the sctrsuotts n'orld, a tlcstruc't ion at

once too crtmplctc antl impoter-rt.

Doubdcss the clestruction of thc thing in thc' archait '

u'orld hacl an oppositc virtuc and impotence. It did not

tlestrov the thing univcrsallv b-v a single operation; it

( lcstrove(l the thing takcn irl isolation, hv thc ncqation that is

tiolence, that rs inrpersclnallt' in the n'or,ld. Nou', in its nega-

tion the movcm('nt of transct'nclc'nc'e is no lcss o1l1l<lscd to

r,iolcncc than it is to the thing that violent'c t lestrols. J'hc

precctling analysis clc'arlv sho'nvs thc timiditv of that bolcl

aclvancc. It undotrbtedh' has thc samc intention as archai. '

sacrit icc, nhich is, lbllouing an incltrt ' tatrlc dcstinr, at the

same time to l ift and to Prescrve the orcler of things. t lut if

i t l i fts that order, it is by raising it to thc negatior.r of its rt 'al

cff.:cts: the trattsct'nclent'c <l[ reasoll arlrl moralitv givcs

sovercigntv, against violencc (the contagious havoc clf an

unleashing), to the sanction of thc ordcr of things' Like ther

opcration clf sacrit ic'c, it cloes not c'ondctntr, in themsclvcs,

the l irnitcd unlt 'ashings ol de .facto violcncc, u'hich havc

rights in thc rvorld next to tl 're order of things, bLrt dcllnes

thctr as cri l as s<loti as the\' lt lact- that onlcr in tlangcr.

'l'hc u'eakncss of sacrific'e' u'as that it e'r'entuallv lost its

virtue and finallv establishcd an onlt 'r of sac'rt 'd t l i inri.s, jrrst

as st'rr i le as that of rcal objects. fh.. dcep afflnnation of

sacrifict:, thc affinnation of a dangcrous so','e'reigntv of

violt 'ncc, at least tenrlctl to maintain an anguish that

brought a longing fcrr intirnac! to an arvakencd statc, on

a lcvel tcl u,hich violcncc alone has thc filrcc tcl raisc us.

But if i t is true tl.rat an cxc't-ptional violcnce is rcleasccl in

transct'ndcncc at the momcnt of its m<lr,cmcnt, if i t is truc

that it is thc vcrv arvakening of possibil i tv - prccisclr,

becausc so complete a vir>lcncc cannot lrt- maintaincrl l irr

long - thc positing of the'<lualistic au,akcning has thc mcaning

of an introductior.r to the sotnnolcncc that folkrus it.
' l 'hc dualism of transccnclence is succeedt'd bv the

slcc'pv positing (uhich is alreadv gir,en in thc init ial shifts

and u.hich onlv sleep hclps onc to tolerate) of the lr 'orlcl 's

division betrvc'cn tu'o principles, both includc'rl in this

rvorld, of u.hich one is at thc same timc that of goo<l and

the mind, and the other that of evil ancl matter. Henct'

thcre is gir,cn, u'ithout opposition, an empirc of thc rcal

ordcr that is a sovereigntl' of scn.itudc. A u,orlcl is tleflnccl

in which free violcncc has onlv a ncgatile plac'c.
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Mcdiat ion

The General  Weakness of  Moral  Div in i tv

and the Strength of Evil

Prt-cisch' bccausc a',r'akcning is thc meaning of rlualism,

the inevitablt' slet'o that fbllrl*'s it rcir.rtroduces evil as a

major force. The llatness tcl u'l.rich a dualism n'itl'ror,rt

transccnrlcncc is limiterl opens up the mir.rd to tl.rc

sovcrcigrrtv of cvil nhich is thc unleashing of violcnct'.

The sor,ercigntr' of goocl that is inrplici l bv thc au'akening

anrl rcalize<l l,v the sleep of dualism is also a rcduction to

thc orclcr of things that leaves no opening exct'pt tou'ard

a retl lrn to violcncc. Dull-mindcrl <lualism rcturns tcl tht'

positior.r prior to thc au'akcning: thi' malefic u.orld takcs

on a value much the sam(' as tl-rt 'onc it hacl in thc arcl 'raicr

position. It is less important than it uas in tht'sovcrcigntv

of a purc violcnce, u'hich tl id not har.e a sens(' clf evil, but

the firrct's of cvil no'cr lost thcir divinc valuc cxcept

uithin the l imits of a doclopcrl rcflcc't ion, an<l thcir
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apparcnth' infc'ri<lr status cannot prcvcnt rlrdinarr' human-

itv from cclntinuing tcl livc urrrlcr tl.rcir po\\'('r. Scvt'ral

forms arc possiblc: a cult of cxt'cration of a violcncc consirl-

t 'rcd to bc irrt 'r luciblt '  can capture thc intcrt 'st of a blind

consc'iousness; an<l thc intcrcst is opcnlv tleclarctl i f thc

execration implies a complete opcning to cvil, u ith a vicu'

to a subscquent purif ication; or t 'r ' i l ,  t 'r ' i l  as such, c'an rcvcal

t<l tht- confuscd cclnsci<lusness that it is uorth m<lrt. to it

than gootl. [Jut thc cliff'crc-nt frlr-ns of tht' rlualistic attituclc

nocr of'f lr anvthing but a slipperv possibil i tv to thc mind

(ll'hich must alu'avs ans\\'cr at thc samc tinte tcl ttvo ir-

reconcilablc clcmands: l i ft anrl preserve thc orrlcr of

th ings).

A richer possibil i tv, providing adequate displaccmcnts

u'ithin its l imits, is givcn in mediation.

The major r,vcaknerss of dualism is that it offt'rs no

legitimatc place fcrr violencc cxccpt in the moment of

purc transcenclt-ncc, of rational exclusion of thc scnsuous

r'r 'orld. But thc' clivinitv of the good cannot bc maintainctl

at that clegree of pr,rrity; indeed, it lalls back into thc sen-

suous u,'orld. It is the object, on thc part of thc belit 'ver,

of a scarch for intimate communication, but this thirst lbr

intimacv r'r.ill nevcr bc cluenched. The good is an cxclu-

sion of violcncc and therc can be no brcaking of the onler

of scparatc things, no intimacy, rvithclut r.iolencc; thc gocl

of gcxrdness is l imitcd bv right to the r,iolcnc'c nith u'hich

he excludcs violcncc, anrl hc is divinc, open to intimacr',

onll' insofar as hc in lact prcscn,cs thc old violencc r.r'ithin

him, rvhich he does not havc the rigor to excluclc, and tcr

this cxtcr-rt ht' is not the gocl of rcason, u,hich is thc truth

of gooclncss. In thcorv this involves a u.eakcning of the

moral divine in favor of ervil.

The Mediation of Evil and

the Impotence of the Avenging God

A first mediation of o'i l  has alu.avs been possible. I1,

before mv cvcs, the real forc'cs of cr,il kill mr' lricnd, the

violcncc introcluces intimacr, in its most active fclrn. In

thc statc of openness in r.r 'hich I f ind mvself due to a vio-

lcnce undergone, in thc mournful rer,elation of clcath, I

am in accord lr'ith thc divinit-v of goodncss that condemns

a cruc'l act. In thc divine disorcler of crimc, I call for the

violcncc that lvill restore ther dcstrovccl <lrder. llut in rcal-

ity it is not violencc but crimc that has opencd clivinc

intimacv to mc. And, insofar as the vcngcance does not

bccomc an extension of thc irrational r,iolence of thc

crime, it rvill cluicklv closc that r,vhich crime oPcnccl. For

onlv r,engeance that is c'ommanded bv passion and a taste

for untrammcled violence is dil ' inc. Thc rcstorati<ln of the

lau'ful order is essentiallv subordinatc'd to profane realit l ' .

Thus a first possibilitv of mcdiation manifests thc cxccp-

tkrnally slipperv naturc of a god of goodncss: hc is dir,iner

80 8l



in cxclucling vicllence lx violcncc (ancl hc is lcss so than

thc cxcluderl violcncc, uhicl 'r is thc neccssarv mc(liation

of his divinit,v), but he is divint' onlv insofar as l-rc opposes

rcason antl t l 'rc goocl; ancl if he is a pur(' rational moralitv,

hc ou'cs his rcmaining rl ir. initv to a name, ancl to a pro-

pensitv to enrlurc or.r tl.rc part of that u'hich is not

dcstrovcd from tht' outsidc.

The Sacrif ice of the Divinitv

In thc sccond lorm of mcdiation thc violencc comcs to

thc divinitv from thc outsiclc. It is the divinitv itsclf that

undcrgocs it. As in thc positing ol a god of r,t 'ngeancc,

crimt' is nccessarv firr the rcturn of tht intimatc orrler. If

tht're u'as onh' man, of t l 'rc order of things, and the moral

tl ivinitv, tht're coulrl not be anv tlccp communication

bctn'ccn them. Man includi:d in thc ordcr of things w'ould

not be ablc both to lift ancl to preserve that ordcr. The

r,iolcncc of o'i l  must intcn'cne firr thc orrlcr to be l i l tctl

through a clcstruction, but thc ollered victim is itself the

<livinitr ' .

1'hc principlc of mcdiation is givt n in thc sacrif lct '

u'ht're thc offcring is <lestrovccl so as to opcn a path fbr

thc rcturn of the intimatc order. But in the me<liation of

sacrif lcc thc sac'rif ict 'r 's act is not, in theon, oltytciscd to

thc rl ir ini '  ordt'r, t l .rt '  natur(' o1' uhich it t 'xtcnrls inrme-

diatclv. Hou'cvcr, thc crimc that a uorkl of thc sovcrcign

gootl has clcflncd as such is cxtt 'rnal to thc moral divinitr ' .

Thc onc u,ho r-rndr-rgocs thc violcnce o[ cvil can also bc

callc<l thc mc<liator, but this is insofar as hc subjcc.ts himsclf

to annihilation, insolhr as he rcnounces himst' l l . ' l 'hc or<li-

narr'- r'ic'tim of evil, rvho invokcd the gclrl of vcngcancc,

coukl not rcccive this namc since hc hacl inl 'oluntarilv

unrlcrgont' t l 'rc violenc'c of mcrliation. Br-rt thc divinitr '

intcntionallr, in,r 'okcs crimc; mcdiation is the ioint
accomplishmcnt of violencc ancl of thc be ing that it rcnds.

In realitv the sacrif ic'c of'the moral rl ir initv is never

the unf-athomable rnr-'sterv that onc usr.rallv imagines. What

is sacril lcetl is niat serrc-i, and as soon as sovcrcigntv

is reduced to serving thc ordcr of things, it can be

re'storecl to thc divine. ordcr onlv through its destruction,

as a thing. ' l 'his assumes the positing of thc clivinc in a

bcing capablc of being really (phvsicallv) cloner an'av r,r'ith.
'fhe violence thus l ifts an<l prescn'cs thc ordcr of things,

irrcspcctil'c of a vengcancc that mav or ma1. not bc pur-

sucd. In dcath thc divinitv accepts the sovereign trr,rth of

an unleashing that overturns thc orclcr of things, but it

tleflccts the r,iolcncc onto itsclf ancl thus no krngcr scn'e's

that ordcr: it ceases to be er.rslar.ed to it as things thcm-

selves are.

In this n'av it clcvatcs tht- sovcrcign go<ltl, sovt'reign

rcason, abovc thc consen'ative an<l operatir,e principles of

the u'orld of things. C)r rather it makt's these' intcll igiblc
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RELIGION WITI]LN fHE LIM S OF REASC)N

fbnns that lrhich thc rnovcrncnt of transcendcncc made

them: an intclligible l-rcr,onrl of bcing, v.here it .srruare.r

lntlmoc,t.

llut the sacrifice of the clivinitv is muc_-h more i.lost,h.

ticd to the .qeneral cxclusion clf the given r,i,, lences than
uas transccnclence, u'hosc nroventent of vicllence lr.as

gir,cn indepcn<lcntly of eri l ( in rcason's being tclrn auar
from the scnsuolls rrorlcl;. -lhc r,cn. r'iolorcc w'ithout lr'hich

tlre tl ivinity could not have torn itsclf arvav from the
oriler of things rs rcjectt 'r l as bcing something that ntust
ccasc. 'fhc clirinitr' rt'mains rlir,int- onh through that nhich
it t ondcn-rns.

The Div'ine Deliv,ered

Over to the Operation

Thc paradox of a nrediation that shoulcl not har.e becn
dot's not rcst mcrelv on an intcrnal contrarl ic.t ion. In a

gcne'ral rva1., it controls thc contrarl iction inr.olvt:d in thcr
l i l t ing anrl maintcnancr ol tht' real orde.r. ' fhrough medi-
ation thc rcal orclcr is subordinated to thc scarch lbr Lrst
intimac'v, l: lut the profoLrnd .scparation bctw'crn intimar.r
anrl things is succ.ceclc-d lrv a multiplic.itv oi r..,rnftrsions.
Intintacv - s.rlvation - is rcgartlt:d as a tl-ring charactcrizc<l
b.r,indir, idtralitv and cluration (of thc ciperation). I)uration
is giren to it as a firun<lation originating in tht'r.cinct-rn fclr

cncluring that is govemed bv the operation. At thc same

timc it is posited as thc result of opc-rations analogous to

thosc of the rcal ordcr ancl pursued in that order.

In actual f ict the intimate ordcr is subordinatcrl to the

rcal x'orld onlv in a supcrficial rval'. Unclcr tht. sorcr-

cigntv ol moralitv, all the operations that claim to cnsurc

thc return of thc intirnatt: order arc thosc that the rcal

u'orlJ reqr-rirt-s: the extcnsive prohibitions that arc giren

as the precondition frtr thc return are aime-d primarilv at

prcsen'ing thc disordcr of the u orld of things. In the end,

the rnan of salvation clid morc to bring thc principlcs of

the orclcr of things into the intimatc order than to sub-

ordinate that productive ordcr to thi. t lcstructi lc con-

sumptions clf thc intirnate- ordcr.

So this r,vorld of mcdiation and of rvorks of salvation

is lcd trom the start to erxceed its limits. Not onl_v arc thc

vicllcncers that moralit_v con<lcmns sct frct. cln all siclcs, but

a tacit debate is init iated betrvcen thc w'orks of salr,ation,

n'hich scr,r.e the real ordcr, and those uorks that escape

it, that strict mrlralitv contests, ancl that derJicatc thcir

uselul rcsor-trc'es to thc sumptuarv dcstruc'tions of arurhi-

tt 'cturc, l i turgv, an<l contemplative icl lcnerss.

u4 lJ5



CH,qpl ' r ,n IV

The Rise of  Industry

The Positing of a Conplete Lack of

Relat ions Betwetn Div ine Int imacv and

the Real Order
-l 'hc u'orld <lf mcrliation is csscr.rt iallv thc r.r 'r lr lr l of n'orks.

One ac'l"ricves onc's s.rlvation in thc samc \\ 'av that onc

spins uool; that is, {rne acts, not according to thc intinratc

ortlcr, fronr violcnt impulscs and putting calculations

asi<le, but.rccc.,rding to thc principlcs of thc uorld of pro-

dr.rction, rvith a vicrv to a futurc rt'sult, u'hich mattcrs

mr>rc than thc satislaction of desirc in the monrent. To bt'

exact, nonprodr.rctivc u'orks clo rese'rvc a margin of s.-ttis-

faction in this u'orlt l. It is mcritrlr ious to irrtroclucc a

rellcction o[ the divine splt 'ndors (that is, of intir lacv)

here bclou.. Nolr', besiclcs thc merit that is attributcrl tcr

it, this act has its valuc in thc momt'nt. Btrt sccing that

cach possibil i ty must bc subordinated to thc busincss of

salvrtion, the contrarl iction betu'ccn thc mcritorious act
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and thc divine splcn<lors is t 'r ' t 'n n-rorc painful than in thc

nroral uork, justif icrl bv rt 'asor.r.

Tht ' t ' f fcct  of  rvorks is cvt 'ntual lv to rc i luc ' t ' r l i r in i t r ' -

an<l  the r lesirr-  lbr  r l iv in i t r ' -  on(c again t<i  th inghoor l . - l 'hc

basic opposition bt'tu ccn thc' <lir int- and thc thinq, l>t'tn ccn

rlivir.ri '  intimac\.an(l thc u<lrlr l of thc oltt 'ration, t 'nrt 'rqr's in

the nt'gation of the valtrc of rvorks - in thc afl irmatiorr of a

complctc abst'r.tt ' t '  of rclations lrt ' tut'r 'n rl ivinc qrarc an<l

mcr i ts.  ' l 'hc ncgat ion of  thc raluc of  r rorks -  af t t ' r  thc

rational cxclusicin of tht: scnsuous u.'orl l an<l thc immola-

t ion r i f  thc r l iv in i t r '  -  is  thc th i rd u av in u hich tht '  d i r  inc is

urt 'nclic<l au.ar. f i 'orn tht' or<lt 'r of things. I-lut this a<ln"rir-

ablt '  rcl irsal makcs one think of the fcrol n'ho lumpc<l intcr

thc rivrr to g('t out of the rain. No rlciubt thc rt ' jcction of

u'orks is thc krgical crit icisnr of t l.r '  cornpromist's <if thc

uorlt l of'mt'rl iation, but it is not a c'omplcte crit icism. Thc

pr inr ip lc of 'salvat ior . r  that  rcst 'ncs thc rcturn of  krst  int i -

macv l irr thc firtLrrt '  and tbr thc u'<lrl<l bcvonil this onc

misst's thc csscnce of thc rcturn, u.hich is nclt onlr that it

, .an bt 'subonl inatcr l  to that  nhich i t  is  not ,  but  that  i t  can

onlv bc givcn in tltc momcnt - anrl in thc immant,nct' of

thc hcrc-bclo\\ '. . . . T'o uphol<l a salvation <lcfcrrerl to thc

ncxt ur l r ld anr l  to r t 'ptr<l iatc uorks is t r> f i r rgt ' t  that  int i -

rna(\' can lrc ri 'g..rincrl onlv l irr rnc - if thc tuo t( 'rms arc

present - not intinracv u'ithotrt r.nr'. What tlclcs rt 'storcrl

int imacr nrcan in i tscl f  i f  i t  cs i 'apcs mc?' l 'hrouqh rccol lcc ' -

t ion, tht' transcr-nrlcncc <lf rt 'as<ln morncntarilv rcscrucrl

thought l}om thc prison of thc scnsuous u,orl<l; anrl thc

mt'diation that rlcl ircrs the <livine l}om thc rt 'a[ ordcr

intro<lutes thc poucr l t 'ssncss of  uorks onlr .bccausc of  tht '

absurdi t r  of  aban<loning tht 'here-bclou. In anv cast- ,  onc

cannot p<-rsit dirint' intimacv unlcss it is in thc l l.rrt icrular,
u'ithout dclav, as thc possibil i tr. of an immancnct' of thc

<lir, irre oncl ol man. Ilut the positinq of dil ine immarrrnct' in

thc ncgation ol thc valuc clf rvorks con'r1tlt ' tcs thc scparation

of the bcvoncl an<l the here-lrclou': hcncefirrth thc ht'rc-

bclou' is re<lucccl to thinghririr l, ar-rcl thc rl ivine orclcr cannot

be brought into it - as it rvas in tht: nronuments ancl thc

religious fcstivit ics.

It is the most lreccssarl rcnuneiation in one scnsc:

insof-ar as man ties himself entirclv to the rcal onler, inso-

far as hc l imits himsclf to planning operations. I lut it is

not a qut-stion of shor'r'ing thc por'r'crlessness of the man

of ',r'orks; it is a question of tearing lrrdn awa\' lrom the

ordcr of lr,orks. And prcciselv the' opposite is accom-

plishcrl bv thc ncgation of thcir valur, u'hich surrcntlers

and cclnfines nlan to them, changing thcir meaning. Tht'

ncgation of their valuc replaces thc lr 'orld of norks sub-

ordinated to the intimate ordt'r rvith a u'orld in rvhich

thcir sovereigntv is consummated, a u'orlcl of nclrks har,-

ing no other purposc than its ou,n dcvclopmcnt. Con-

scquenth', production alone is accessiblc and u'orthv of
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l l lN THE L MtTS OF l - IEAS(JN

intercst h.rc-br' lo*'; the principlt '  of 
' .nP.<luc't i 'e 

rlt,-
st^rct ion is gir t 'n rnl ' in tht 'bc 'o.r j ,  anr l  i t  cann.t  l ra 'c
anv valuc firr tht' hcrt '-bt.lou,.

General View, of the

Relat ions of  Product ion to
Nonproductive Destruction
What this ncgation of tht, t l ivinc r.aluc of u.orks nrakcs
possi[rlc is thc rcign of autonontous things _ in a u.rlrrl,
thc l 'orld of i '<|"rstrv. Irr art,haie s.r. it,t\,, tht.rctirallv, thc
rr orlrl of thinqs rr-.r.s giverr as an cncl lbr intintatc vicllt_nce,
but i t  coulr l  bc that  enr l  onlr .on onc conr l i t ion:  that  th is

' iolc'rcc 
bc considerc,l .,,r...cign, th,rt it lrt. thc rcal c'rl.

' l  ht '  t t r t t , , ' r r r  l , r '  l l ror l t r t  l i 'n  *ar onl '  an . lnxi ' r rs r( .s( , r - \J-
tiorr; in realitr,, protluction ,,n, rul.or,l,,uotcJ t,t nonproducti.e
Jc.rrrtrct rott.

l 'r thr: nri l i tarr. ordt'r, thr- arailablc r(.sorrr(.(,s of the
u'orld of things u.crc allor.att,d, in principle, to tht, gron.th
of an cn-rpirc. projcc.ting bevoncl thc c.loscrl ..r,rnrrirnit ics
tou'arcl thc unir,crsal.

l lut mil itarv activitv onl\ airns to givc- thc order of
t l r ings.  crr  l r  r r .  . r  r r r r i r  t . r .s l l  l i  , rm an, l  ,  a l t r . , .

.So long as tlrc l inrits of thc enrpir(, rvcr(, rrot rt,achcrl,
protluction had militan' forcc as its prinrarr. cnrl, arrrl
u'hcn thesc l inrits n'crc, rcac.hctl, mil itarv forr.c u.as
pushccl into thc backgr,rlrn..l. Mort,rlrrr, ..r.:r.1rt f irr u,hat

] ISF OF I I iDUSTRY

rlas rccluircrl fbr the rational org.rrrizaticin of ln cnrpirc, .r.s
con('crns the use <lf ' thc rcsourc.cs prclrluc.ctl, in thc l irst

phasc thc orrler of things maintaincrl ambiguous rclations
u'ith the archaic societv; production remained nthordinated to
nonproductirc expentlintre.

C)nce the Iimit of grorrth u,as rca<,hetl, mc<liation
brriught in rclations that u,crc just a.s ambiguous but mort,
conrplcx. Thcorcticallv, the usc <lf prorluction n.as sub-
ordinatcd to moralitr,, but moralitv ancl thc rl ivine lvorld
u,ere profbundlv intcrclcpcnclcnt. The dir.ine- u,orlcl rlren,
its strcngth fiorn a riolent r.rc'gation rvhich it conrlcmnccl,
antl rt 'mainerl t l ir. int. in spitc of its it lentif ication n.it l .r thc
rcal basi.s of moralitv, hencc u ith thc orrler of things.
Unrlt 'r thcst- c'onrlit ions tht' clvcrt r.<lntracliction of the
arc'haic u'orlil r,r,as succeederl bv thc apparcnt agrecment
betu'r 'cn a nominal primacv of thc rl i l ' ine., cclnsuming pro-
cluction, and, strict[r '  ovcrl.rpping it, in thcorv not l)re-
st'nting anl rl i l}t 'rt 'ucc ficirn it, this no k'ss nonrinal pri-
macr': t lrc nroral orrlt 'r, t icrl to ltrorlur.t ir>n. 1'hc anrbiguitv
of archaic socictv continut'r l, but uhcrcas in archaic soc.i-
ctv the <lt 'strtrc t ion of re sotrrct's \\.as supposetl to fivor

pnrrluction <lu'ing prccisclr, to its unlrrorh-rc:tive natur(. (lts
tl ivinc naturc), the sclcit.tr. of nrctl iation, claiming salva-
tion as its unpr<l<luctivt ' r 'nrl, 1tr<lpose<l to achit 'vt ' that cntl
through prodLrctivc' operations. In this ambigLrous pt.r-
slrcctive, nctnproductit.e dc.stntt 't ion kept a sovcrei,qn share, hut
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o l- t h e p r o d u c t i v e o p e r a t i o n g e n e r a lh' d o m i n o t e d

Consecluently, mcrclv bv disputing thc value of the

ope-ration insof-ar as its e.fferct \\ras supposed t<t be cxerted

in thc divine ordcr, one arrived at the rcign of the

autonomous procluctivc opt'ration. Acts c.cased to har,c a

subordinatc value u'ith regard to recliscovt-rcd intimacl.
(to salvation, or to the bringing of divinc splcndor into

this u'orld). Thus thc way \\'as clear for thc inrlefinitt:

development of clperative forces. Thc complcte scission

bctw'een thc intimate ordcr anrl thc onlcr of things had

the effcct ol .frecing production from its archair. purpos('
(from the nonproductive destruction of its suryrlus) and

from the moral rulcs of'mediation. The exccss procluction
could bc der.oted to the gnx,vth of the productivc cquip-

ment, to capitalist (or postcapitalist; accumulation.

The World of Complete Reduction,

or,  the Reign of  Things

Thc millcnial qucst for lost intimac'r. r,r,as abancloned bv

productive mankind, an'are of the futilitt of the operatir.e

u.ays, but unable to continue searching for that lr.hich

could not bc sought merelv bv the means it had.

Man bcgan to sav: "Lct us construct a lr.orld u.hosc

procluctir.e forces grclu' morc ancl more. Wc shall meet

mclre ancl more of our matcrial nccds."

92 9l

It soon bccamc apparcnt that bv bccoming man of thc
autonomous thing, man nas ber'oming more estrangerl
from himsclf than o'cr bcfbrc. This cornplete scission sur-
rcnrlerecl his lifi' to a lnor.cmt'nt that hc no longer controllecl,
a movcment lvh<lsc cons(.quenccs eventualh. frightencd
him. Logicallr, ' this mor.emcnt engagcs a largc share of pro-
duction in the installation of nov t 'quipmcnt. It has t ' l imi-
nated thc possibil i tv of an intcnsc consumption (commen-

suratc u,ith thc volumc of production) of thc exccss
rcsourccs prorltrccd: in fact, thc protluc.ts can bc delir.crerl

onlv if, in ordcr to obtain the ncccssarv currencv, thc con-
sumers agrcc in practicc to c.ollaborate in the cornmon

projcct of devcloping tht: mcans of prorluction. This proj-
cct is nhat matters anrl thcrt- is nothing prcfcrable to it.
' l 'herc is ccrtainlv nothing bcttcr that one can do. If onc
docs somcthing, obr,iouslv this must be a participation in
tht- projcct, unlcss onc struggles to rnakc the latter mort'
rational (morc effcc'tir.e from thc stanclpoint of der,.clop-

ment) bv rcr.olutionarv mcans. But no onc clisputcs the

principlc of this sovercigntl 'of sen,iturle.

IndeecJ, nothing can ber opposcd to it that might
dcstroy it. For nonc of thc former sovereign entitics is
able to step fcrrrvarcl ancl sclvercignly sav: "You r,r.ill serve
me.t t

The majority of mankincl has gir.en its conscnt to the

industrial entcrprise, and u.'hat presumLrs to go on existing



alongsidc it givt-s the imprcssion of a clcthronccl sovercigrr.

It is clear that thc majoritv of mankincl i.s right'. compared

to thc industrial rise, thc rcst is insignificant. I)oubtlcss

this majoritv has let itsclf be reduced to the order of things.

But this generalized reduction, this perfcct firlf'illment of

the thing, is the ncccssary condition lbr the c:onscious antl

fully do.elopecl posing o[thc problem of man's reduction

to thinghood. Onlv in a u,orld r,r,here the thing has

reducccl crven'thing, r,r.herc u hat r.r.'as oncc opposed to it

rcvcals the povcrtv of equivocal positions - and incvitablc

shifts - can intimac'y affirm itself *' i thout anv morc com-

promiscs than thc thing. Only thc gigantic rlcvclopmcr.rt

ol thc means of procluction is capalrlc of fullv rcvcaling

thc meaning of procluction, u,hich is t l 're nclnproductivc

consumption of u.ealth - thc fulllllment of scf-consciou.rness

iIr the lrec outbursts of thc intimate orrlcr. Br"rt the momcnt

u'hcn cclnsciousncss, rcllecting back on itself, rcrcals itself

to itsclf anrl sccs pr<xluction dcstint'cl to be consumt'd is

preciselv u'hcn the u'orlcl of prclduction no krnger knous

n'hat to do u'ith its proclucts.

The Clear Consciousness of

Things, or, Science

Thc conclitior-r for achier,ing clear sclf-cclnsciousness is sci-

cnce, uhich is the attainment of a clear consciousness of
thc rcal  orr lc-r  ( i .c . ,  of  tht 'u 'or l t l  of  obj tcts) .  Scicncc is

closclr t ic<l to thc autonorrv of things. Anrl it is itself

nothing br,rt thc autonomv of thc consciousncss of things.

Although consciousncss turncd au'ay from thc intimate

order, r.vhich, as far as knorvledge goes, is thc orclcr of

mvthologv, it could not bc a clcar consciousncss of

objects so long as it u'as deltendent on mvthical detern.ri-

nations. In thc first cclnception, n'hcrc the tclol cstab-

hshcd thc transcentlencc of thc object, it uas onlv in thc

confuse<l form of thc spirit that consciousness rlefinerl its

object. So it vvas not a c' lcar consciousncss of ther object

pt-rccir,cd in a scparate (transcenrlent) u.ay: thc distinct

cclnsciousness of the object lvas still nclt free clf thc st'nti-

ment of self. When attention u,as focused on sacrifice,

consciousness was at least separatcd from rcflcction on

thc profanc thing, on thc intimacv of sacrificc, but it u,as

thcn cntirclr: '  consumcd bv anguish, obscssccl bv thc fccl-

ing of thc sacrccl. Thus the clear consci<)usncss of objccts

\vas gi\,en onlv to the extt'nt that mclst of tht' attenticln

u,as drarvn au.av from thcm. l'he imprlrtance of clperative

forms and the development of manulacturing techniques

in the movemcnts tl 'rat ucrc aimccl at an impcrial (r,rr"rivcr-

sal) organization brought back a part of the attention tcr

the u.orld of things. It rvas lr,hcn attcntion u,as clircctcrl

mainl", to things that gcncral lrccdom and tht' t ontradic:-

t ion of jucJgmcnts bccamc possiblc. Human thought

escaped the rigid rleterminations of thc mvthical orcler
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and got rkllr'n to the u'ork of scicr.rcr', u'hcrt' objccts are

clcarlv and distinctlv knoun. Prccisc claritr. u'as thus

brought into consciousncss and it organizcd thc rational

modes of consciousness. l lut as thc instrurncnt of knonl-

cdge developcd, pcoplc tricd to trsc it to examinc thc inti-

matc ordcr. In this u.av clear consciousnt-ss lvas gir,e'n a

hvbrit l contcnt. ' l 'ht ' intimatc order, fundamentallv unreal,

aclaptcd its arbitran mvthical rcprcscntations to the logi-

cal forms of thc consciousncss of clbjects. lt thus intro-

duce<l ir.rto tht' u'hole domain of krrclrrlcrlgc thc sovcreign

ilccisions that do not express d'rt: intimatc ordcr itself but

thc compromist's that cnablc it to rcmain intimate rrhilc

submitting to thc principlt 's of the real onler. It uas onh'

uith thc complete scission of thc intimate an<l thc rcal,

and in the u'orlcl of thc autonomous thing, that scicnce

sloulv cscapcd from the hvbrirl fbrmr.rlations of con-

sciousness. But in its complctt ' succcss it c'onsummatt's

man's cstrangcment lrclm himsclf ancl rcalizt 's, in the cast'

of thc scicntist, thc re<luction of all l i fc to thc real onler.

Thus knou'lt-dgc and activitv, <lcr,cloping concurrentlv

uithclut subordinating thcmsclvcs to one anotl 'rcr, f inallr.

cstablish a real, consummat(' u'orkl anil humanitv, fbr

rvhich the intimatc ordcr is rt 'presented onlr, through

prolongcd stammcrings. Thesc stammcrir.rgs still have an

uncommon fi lrcc bccausc thcv sti l l  havc tht. r ' irtuc of gen-

crallv opposing thc rt 'alitv principlc uith drc principlc of

intimacy, but thc goocl u,ill that rcccivcs thcm is aln ar,s

rnixcd rvith disappointment. FIolr. meek these voices

sccm. l'lorv defcnscless their cquivocations leave us, laccd

u,ith thc clcar cxpre ssion of rcalitv. Authoritv and

authenticitv arc entirclv on the side of things, of produc-

tion and consciousncss of the thing produced. All thc rcst

is vanitv and confirsion.

This uncqual situation linallv posr.s the problem in

clerar tenns. 'l'he intimate ordcr is not reached if it is not

erlcr.aterd to thc authenticitv and authoritv of the real

u,orld and rcal hr.rmanitv. 'l'his implics, as a matter of fact,

thc rcplacement of compromises bv a bringing of its con-

te'nts to light in the clomain of clear and autonomous

consciousncss that sciencc has organizt-d. It implies SHI-F-

CONSCIOUSNESS taking up the lamp that sciencc has

maclc to illuminatc objects an<l dirccting it tou,ard

intimacy.

Self-consciousn ess

Thc authcnticitv of a usc of sciencc adapted to a knou'lerlgc

of tht.intimatt'orrlcr immecliatclv rulcs out thc possibil i tv

of giving a lcarnt.rl fclnn to thc autonomous dcclarations of

mcn or intimacv. In thc rclationship bt-tuecn otrjcctive

knoulcdge anrl intimacr-' thcrc is doubdess a primarv <lif '-

tcrcnce: thc objcct can aluavs cxpcct thc l ight that uil l

i l luminatc it u hcrt 'as intimac'r' sccking thc l ight cannot ( 'x-
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IX'(t it to bc prcljcc'tt '<l corrt 'ctlr. t l  thc rt ' .storation of'tht'

i r r t i r .natc <lr t lcr  is  to bc achicvt ' t l  in tht 's1tht ' r t ' t t f  c lcar col . t -

sciousncss, r hich alonc has thc fi lrct ' tcl rcscue intimacv

from t'quir'ocatiotrs, it sti l l  cannot bt' achit 'rc<l thr<ltrgh a

suspt'rrsion of intimatt- e xistc'trc't ' . Artt l insclfhr as thc u'i l l  t<i

clcar consci<)usn(-ss is involvcd, intimac'v uil l  appcar to l lc

immt't l iate lr gir cn in the sphcrc of t l istinct knou lctlge . 
' l 'ht '

r l i f l lcultr, of making rl istint't knon'lctlgc atrd th.' intimatc

orclcr coinc'iclc is clue to their contrar\. modcs of cxistence

in tinre. l) ir ine l if-e is imnrc<liatc, nlrt 'rcas knorvlerlgt' is art

opcratirin that rt 'cluircs sttspt'trsiotr antl rr ait irtg. Ansrvt'r ing

to tl'rt' tt'mporal immctliai'v of thc rlivinc lifc, tht'rt u'as

rnvth and the l irrms of t:quir'<lcal th<lught. Antl intimatt'

crpt'r icnct' can tloulrt lcss abanrlon mlsticism, but t 'r 'crt '

t ime it takes placc it must bc a complctc ans\\r 'r to a total

qucstron.

This lxing truc, l lo onc c.tn corrcctlr attslvc'r the

rcquirement given in thc f<rrms of obicctive knou'lt'clge

except bv positing a non-knou'lcclgc. Irrespccti i 'e of tht'

thct that t lre afl innation o[a firtrt lamt'rrtal non-knouledge

rnav l>c justif icd on othcr grounrls, thc clcar consclotlsnerss

of uhat is at stake irnmt'cliatclv t ics dil ' ine l i lc t.-, a r( '({){-

nit ion of its olrscurc natttrc, clf thc rright that it opcns t()

discursivc knou leclgt'. l 'his immediatc cttittc' it lcnt't '  <lf clcar

consc'iousttt 'ss and thc unf-ettering of thc intinrate ori lcr is

not iust manilt 'stc<l in thc ncgation of tratl it iotral 1>rcsup-
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positior.rs; it implics the h,r'pothesis fbrrnulatc,<l once, an<l
for all: "Lrtimacv is thc l imit of crlc.rr consciousncss; clcar
consciousncss cannot clcarlr, and distinctlv knorv anvthing
concerning intimacl', cx(,ept fbr thc moclif lcations of
things that are l inkccl to it." (We rlon't ftnon. anr.thing
corrccrning anguish exccpt insof-ar as it is implie.d in thc
fait of' the inrpo-ssi61c operation.) Self-c.<lnsci<lusnr-ss thus
cscal)cs thc cli lcmma of t lre sirlultaneous requirt,nrcnt of
immediacv an<l of the opcration. The immcdiatc negation
clivcrts thc opcration touard things anrl touarcl thc tlcl-
main of rluration.

The u.eakness of traclit ional understandings of thc
intirnate order resicles in the lact that thev har.e alrvavs
inlolver l  i t  in tht '  opt ' rat ion;  thcr.  l r . r re , , i th. . r  at t r i l r r r t . . t l
thc opcrativer qr,ralitv to it, or thcy have sought to attain
it bv u'ar, o[ t lre operation. Man placing his essence in the
opcration obviouslr cannot bring it abor-rt that thcrc is not
some link u'ithin him bctuetn thc opcration and inti_
macr,'. It uould be neccssarv cither for intimacv clr filr the
operation to be elinrinated. But, being reduced to tl i ing-
hood bv thc opcration, all that her can do is to unclertake
thc contrar,v' operation, a reduction of' the reduction.

In othcr uords, thc ucaknr-ss of thc variou.s rcligious

positions is in having unclcrgone the dcbasement of thc
onler of things u.ithout har.ing tried to modifv it. With-
out t 'xccption. thc rcligions of mcdiation lcft it as it n,as,
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crountcring it onlv \\'ith thc limits of moralitv. Likc thc

an'haic religions, thev expressh' proposetl to mairltain it,

ncvcr litiing it unlt'ss tho' had first cnsurcrl its stabilitv. hr

d're encl, thc' rcalitv princil l le triumllhed o't 'er intitnac:r"

What is rt 'quircd bv sclf-consciousncss is not rcallv

thc dcstructic-,n of thc ordt'r of things. ' l-he intimate ortler

cannot truh' destr<tv thc ordc-r of things (just as drt' orcler

of things has never comllletelv dcstroved the intimatc

ortlcr). But this rcal uorlcl having rcachcd tht apcx of its

rlclclopmcnt catt bc dcstrovcd, in thc sctrsc tlurt it tall bc

rc<lucc<l to intimacv. Strictlv spcaking, cctnsciousncss catl-

nclt makc intimacv reclucible to it, but it can reclaim its

or'r'n operaticlns, rccallitulating thcm in rcI'erse, so that

tht'r '  ult irnatclr canc t-l erttt anrl cotrscit lusnt'ss itsL'lf is

strictlv reducerl to intimact. Of ctlursc this crlttnter oPcra-

tion is not in anr'\\ 'a\ 'oPPose(l tcl thc movcmt'ttt of ton-

sciousr.rt 'ss rcducctl to that uhith it csscntiallr is - t<l that

u'hich, lrom thc start, cach onc of tts alrvavs ktleu it uas'

lJut this u,i l l  be clcar consciotlsncss rlnlv in one st'nsc. It

u' i l l  rcgain intimao'onlv it.t clarkness. In so <loing, it uil l

havc rt-achc.l tht' highest t legrcc of t l istinct t laritr ' '  br-rt it

u i l l  so fulh' realizc thc possibil i tv of man, or rtf being, that

it u' i l l  rcclisrovcr thc night of thc anin'ral intimatc u'ith thc

n,rrlr l - into u'hich it wil l enter.

r00 l0r

f
t l l : lF ( fF l l !DUSTlty

The General Destruction of Things
T'r bigi ' r 'r ' i th, *c l 'rare clcar consc.iousncss i '  i ts elab.-
ratcd fbrrn. []urtht'r, the 

'orld 
of prrclut.t ici., the ,^lcr

of things, has rcachctl thc point of cler.clopmcnt u.hcrc it
does nclt knou r'r 'hat to tlr uith it. pr,,, lucts. -fht. f irst
colrdit i 'n makt:s destructior p'ssible; the second makes it
ncccssar\'. I lut this cannot bc donc in the cmpvrean, that
is, in unrealitv, to w'hich thc religior-rs approach usuallv
leads. The moment of decision rlemands, on thc contrarv,
a considcration clf t lre poorcst and least intim.rtt. aspe(,ts
of thc problenr. Wt' must dcsc.enrl nolr. to the lor.r.est ler el
of the lr.orld of man's reducticin to thinghoorl.

I can shut mvsclf up in mr. r..,n., .r-,-,1 look there for
the clear an<l clistinct r.neaning rif thc objects that sur-
round mc.

Here is mr table, mv c.hair, mv bcd. J'hr:v are ht,re as
a result of labor. hr ordcr to makc thcm and install thcm
in mv room it u'as necessarv to forcgo the itrtercst of thc
momcnt. As a matter of'f. ict I ml.sclf had to u.ork to par.
for  thr .m. that  is ,  i r r  thcorr ,  Ih.r . l  r . ,  tompcnsatt , to.  th"
labor of the r.r'orkers n.ho madc thcm or transportcd
thcm, r'r ith a picirc of labor just as uscful as thcirs. Thcse
pro<lucts of labor allou. me to u.nrk and I rvil l  bc ablc to
pav lor thc u'ork of thc butcher, the baker, and thc,
farnt'r *ho *' i l l  (- 'srlrc m' sur' i 'al a'rl the ccirt inuaticln
clf 'mv vrork.



Nou I plac'er a largc glass of alcohol on rnv tablc

I har.c bere'n useful. I havc lrought a tablc, a glass, etc.

But this tablc is IX)t a mcans o[ labor: it helps mc ttr

clrink alcohol.

In st'tt ing mv drinking glass on thc tablc, to thilt cxtent

I have destrqr, t1,, pl',\e, or at le'ast I liave <lcstrovccl thc

l;rlror th,rt rr as ne. , l.. , l  l  t r m.rkc it .

Of coursc I have llrst conrple'tclv dcstroved the labor of

the u-itrtgrorvcr, u hcrtils ml' absorption has onh' dcstr<llecl

a nrinutt ' amortnt of thc carpcnter's lahor' At lt 'ast this ta[>lt-

in this room, hcavv u ith the chains clf l.rbor' for a time harl

no otltrr pLlrposc than mv brcaking loosc'

I anr nou going to rccall thc use I have madc of the

moncv carned at mv rvork tablc.

If I havc lr'astcd part of that l.nonev, u'asted part of thc

timer the rest cnablcd mc to l ivc, the dcstruction of thc

tablc is alreatlv morc atlvanced. I lad I just oncc scizerd thc

moment bv the hair, all tht'preceding tirnc',roultl alrea<lv

bc in the po\\ 'cr of that tnoment seized. And all the

srrpplies, all the jobs that allou'ed me to do so rvoulcl sud-

dcnlv bc dcstroved; l ikc a river, thev u'oulti drain cnd-

lc'sslr. into the oct-an of that bricf instant.

In this u'orld thcre is Iro immense untlcrtaking that

has anv other cnd than a dcfirt it ive' loss in the futi lc

nrom('nt. Jtrst as thc urrrld of things is nothing in thc

supcrlluous univcrsc u.hcre it is clissolr.ecl, the mass ol
cflbrts is nothing n('\t to thc luti l i tr o[ a singlc mornenr.
-l 'he frcc vet submissir.t, momt.nt, furtivcl.v inr.olrc<l in
minutc opcraticlns bv the fear of letting onesclf 1o.sc rjmc is
uhat Ju.st i f ics tht  pcjrrrat i re raluc , , f  t l r .  , ronl  iut i le.

This introduccs, as a basis for cleor.scfconsciou.sncss, a
consideration of the .[rjects tl.rat arc cliss'lr.ercl anr]
dcstr'rcd i ' thc intir-natc monlert. rt is a return t<l thc
situaticln of the animal that eats another animal; it is a
negatior.r of'thc differcnce betuecn thc object and nrvsclf
or thc general destruc:tion of <lbjccts as suclr in th. f i.. l , l
of consciousnt'ss. Insofar as I clestrov it in thc- I ielt l of mr.
( l ( 'Jr  ( ( )ns( iousnes\.  th is tablc t .east , :  t ,  form ,r  , l i . t in. l t
and opaqur- ,screcn bctr.r'ecrr the r,rorld and mt. Ilut this
table cor-rlcl not bc clcstrovcd in thc fleld of mv c.onsc.rous_
ness if I did not gir.c my rlcstructiotr its; ..,r l,r"qu.-nr.ts in
tlre rcal rirrler. Tl'rc real rcducti.r.r of thc redu.ti.. of thc,
rcal <>rder brings a fr-rndamental revcrsal into the cc.o_
nomic order. lf u,e. are to prescn,e thc mor,cment of thc
econ()*Jr' *c nee<l t. deterrnine thr. pciint at *hich tht'
cxcess production r.ri l l  f lou l ikc a rir ff to rheour.sjt?e. It is
a mattcr  of  cn<l lcsslv consuming -  or  i lcstror ing -  the
, l r j t ' t ts  th.r t  ar t  Prr , lu.cr l .  

- l 'h is t ' r lukl  just . rs *<' l l  [ rc ' r r ' ' . ,
* ithc^rt thc lcast con-scio,.snes.r. But it is i'rsofbr as clcar
c.ns.ious'ess prcr.ails that thc .bjects actualh, dr-str.vecl
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uill not clestrov humanitv itself. Thc destruction of thc

subject as an indiviclual is in fact impliccl in thc tlestruc'-

t ion of the objerct as such' but n'ar is not the inevitablc

form of the destruction: at anY ratc, it is not thc ctlnscious

form (that is, if sclf-consciousness is to bc, in thc gcneral

sensc. human).
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Thc positing of a rcligious attituclc that q ould rcsult fron.r

clcar consciousn('ss, and r'r'oultl excluclc, if not thc ecstatic

fbrm of religion, then at least its mvstical fbrm, differs

radicallv from the attcmpts at fusion that excrcise mintls

anxious to remedy the u'cakness of currct'rt rcligious

positions.

Thost' in thc religious rvorkl u'ho arc alar-rnecl about

thc lack of harmonv, lr,ho look f<rr the link betuet'n thc

rliffi:rcnt disciplincs, r'r'ho are tletermined to dcnv that

u'hich opposcs tht- sannvasi to the Roman prelate, or thc

Sufi to the Kicrkcgaardian pastor, complete tht: emascu-

lation - on both siclcs - of that rrhich alrcaclv originates

in a conrprotnisc of t l.rc intinratc ortlcr uith the orclcr ttf

things. The spirit larthest rcmolt'd lrom thc virilitv

necessary for joining violence and consciottsnc.s-s is thc spirit

of "svlrthesis." l 'he endcavor to sun) up that u'hith scpa-
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ratc rcligior-ls possibil i t ies har,c revealcd, and to makc
their shared contcnt the principle of a human lifc raiserl

to universality, sccms unassailable dcspite its insipicl

rcsults, but for anvonc to v'hom human life is on cxperience

to be carried as.lar as possible, ther uniyersol sum is necessarily

that of thc rcligious scnsibilitv in time. Svnthesis is most

clearlr, rvhat rcvcals the nced to firmlv link this u'orld to

that rvhich the rcligious sensibil i tv is in its univcrsal sum

in time. This clear revclation of a decline of the rvholc l ir.-

ing rcligious lr'orld (salient in thesc synthetic forms tliat

abandon the narrorvness of a trarl it ion) u.as not givcn so

long as thc archaic manifestations of religious feeling

appeared to us indcpendently of their meaning, like

hieroglvphs that could be clcciphered only in a formal

r.vay; but if that mcaning is norv given, if, in particular, the

bchavior of sacrifice, thc least clear but the most dir,inc

and thc most common, ceascs to be closcd to us, thc

u.holc of human cxperience is rcstored to r"rs. Ancl if rve

raisc ourseh.'es personallv to the highcst degrerc of clear

consciclusncss, it is no longer the scn'i le thing in us, but

rathcr the sovereign rvhosc presencc in the world, from

hcad to fcrot, from animality to sciencc and from thc

archaic tool to thc non-sensc of poetrv, is that of unir,er-

sal humanitv. Sovt-reignty dcsignates the mor.emcnt of

frcc and internallv lr.rernching violcncc that animates the

nholc, rl issolvcs into ttars, into ecstasv and intcl bursts of
laughtcr, and rc'r,eals the impossiblc in lat,ghter, ccstasv,
or tcars. But the impclssible thus rer.ealc,l i , n.,t an
ecluivo<'al position; it is thc s<llcrcign sclf_consc.iousncss
that, preciseh', no lclngi'r turns au,av from itself.
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' l ' ( )  t t l r  (ARRlt i l )  A\

FAR AS POSS(IIL[ ; .  ,  .  ,

I have not meant t<l t'xprt'ss mv thought but to

help vou clarifr- rvhat )*ou vourse lf think. . . '

You are not anv more tliffcrcnt lrom me than

vour right leg is from vour left, but u'hat joins us

is  THtr  SI  Ll - l l '  Ol i  RIAS( )N -  WIt lC t l  I 'R( ) l  ) t l ( 'F.S N{( )NS fLI{S.
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I fecl obligccl to prerscnt a table* that makes it possible to

visualize the successive possibil i t ics as a singlc do'clop-

ment. This figure emphasizes the dialectical charactt'r of

the rlevelopment rvhose phases go from opposition to

opposition and from stagnation to movement. But abovc

all it offcrs thc aclvantagc of bcing clcar.

Unfortunatelv this claritv has its draw'backs.

It tcnds to dcprivc mv exposition of a virtr"rc that it

mtrst claim.

As far as possible, I have tried to present the foregoing

logical movement in thc forrn it rvoulcl havc in thc final

statc of consciousncss, that is, clt'tachcd from an elabclra-

t ion of  i ts  h istor ical  or  ethnographic forms. For th is

rcason, I have excluded discussion of thosc lorrns as *cll

as rcfcrenccs pcrtaining to thcm.

* ' [ 'ht 'et l i tor  of  Batai l lc 's complete t r 'orks nott ,s that  th is tabl t '  uas

not f i runr l  among th<'author 's papers.  I t rans.  notc]

t17



I uas all thc less inclinccl to l ink thcse develoPnlellts

to an analvsts of thc particular rcalit ies as tht:v are dis-

t inct lv scparat( '  f rom thc lat ter :  bv def in i t ion thtsc

realitics corresponcl in a callrititlus, imllerf'cct rvav to the

necessitv thcl' cxpress. In the last instance this ncccssitv

mav hare operatccl  unrcscn'cdlv u ' i thotr t  t - r 'er  har ing

bccn inevitablc at a prccisc moment. Forms that I have

presentcd as being inti:gral u'ith one anothcr maY havt'

devcloped at timcs one after the othcr. Morcover, I havt'

had to articulatc the stages of a mon'cment as i l there

\\'ere a discontinuitv, rvhcrcas continuity is thc rulc and

transitional forrns havc a t:onsiderable placc in historv'

I lvbrid forms, rcsulting from contacts in time of rcrv

dilferent cir,'ilizations, also introduce conlusion' Finallv, it

is clcar that conditions rcgularly 1>resent at .r particular

stagc may rtaPPear ancl bcconre operati lc at stlme sub-

scqut-nt stage.

Of coursc th is apparer l t  tast ta lncss does not at  a l l

preclude possiblc,  c l r  rather,  ncccssarY, discussions. I

repeat that this piece of rvork is lar from completion' And

in fact the completecl nork, if i t is possiblc, should rcsult

{iom such cliscussions. It is a common crror of persllcc-

tive to think that trv contesting a particular point onc

contests thc soliditv of thc outlined lr'holc. J'his u'holc is

itself the rcsult of mv o\\'n ct.rntestations ancl not onc of

them failcd to enrich it, although, past a ccrtain point, I

<lid not lrarc to rlakc anr, substantial thalrges. (i ircn thc

gcnrral  coht-s ion,  a just i f ied contrar l ic t i r tn is not thc

attatk that thc c<;ntradictor easily imagint:s; it is a help. (l

arn happv to citt '  as an ('xanll l le the f rien<llv inte n cnticlns

of Mircca Eliod.-' i t u,as onc of thcm in particular that

crrablcd rnc to situatc the "supreme lrcing" in the urrrlcl

of spirits. ) Whilc it is truc that a cohesion must n(,ce.ssAr-

i lr, 'distancc itself from the capricious clata of thc historical

w'orlcl, there is not one of these clata that <lnc shotil<l not

trv to n:<lucc to the r,r.hcllc and onlv insofar as thc u'hole

has bccn polished bv thesc rcrluctions can it casilv reveal

to others the contorts of tht:ir clw.n thought.

I u'ould likc. to hclp mv t-cllou' beings gct uscd to thc

idca of aD open movement rtf reflection. This moveme'nt

has nothing to conceal, nothing to fcar. It is tnre that ther

results of thought are strangelv tied to tests of rivalry. No

one can entirelv separate u'hat hc thinks lrorn the real

authoritv thc cxpression olr this thought nil l  h.rrc. And

authoritv is acquircd in thc course of games rrhose trarl i-

t i< lnal ,  somcrvhat arbi t rar l ,  mles obl ige the one- nhcr

cxpresses himsclf to give his thought tht' idea o[a flau'lcss

and dcf in i t ivc operat ion.  J 'h is is an cnt i rc ly excusable

comcclv, but it isolates thought in bird-l ikc clisplars that

ncl longer havc anvthing to clcl u'ith a rcal proccss, ne(.es-

sarih' painful anrl opcn, aln'ays secking hclp and ncvcr

admiration.
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This iustif ication of thc mcthod follou'ccl dot's t.tot

prevtrnt mc from sccing its rcal disa<lvantagcs, lr 'hich

concern intelligibility. Hven if rcpresentations do not take

on their full meaning until thev dctach themsclvcs from

ther rcalities to u'hich they rcfcr (u,ithout being positivcl-v

grounded in any of thcm in particular), they rvill not be

fullv unclerstandablc if thev do not ir-r gt-ncral shed light

on thc historical forms. This schema, uhich needed to

svstcmaticallv avoid prccise refercnces, u'as nonethe-lerss

to be folloned bl' an elucidation of history u'ith thc help

of its figures.

I r.vill confine mvsclf, howcvcr, to tlnc cxample choscn

u ith the intcntion of shorving ir.r a general rvav the frcc-

dom that is nccessary to this modc o[ intcrprctation.

Therre shoulcl be some point in stating herc that Islam

cannot gcnerally bc regardccl as a form corresponding tcr

a s inglc one of  thc del in i t ions given. From the outsct

Islam u'as a military orcler, l imiting, even more strictlv

than others, those activitics ll'hoscr PurPose lvas not force

and militarv conquest. But it pre'scnts these pcculiarit ies:

it rvcnt, surldenly and discontinuouslv, lrom a spendthrif i

archaic civil ization to a n'ri l i tarv onc; but it cl id not realizc

al l  the possibi l i t ies of  thc lat ter ,  for  ot  the same t ime i t

expcricncerd, in an abridged fonn as it u'crc, the devclop-

mcnt of an cconomv of salvation. Hencer irt i ts f irst phasc

it dicl not have' all thc charactcristics of thc militarv or<ler
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nor all those of the cconomy of salr.ation. In thc first placc
it n'as nclt amenablc to the autonomous dcr.elopmcnt of
clear consciousness cir of philosophy (yct, through the
ic:onoclasm that it opposed to thc }Jyzantinc hicratism, it
n'ent furthcr than the crlassicr rnilitarrr ordcr in rcducirrq
thc forms of  ar t  to rcason).  Second, i t  < l ispense<J rv i t t
mecl iat ion and upheld a t ranscendencc of  thc div ine
lr'orld, rvhich conformed to the military tvpc of a violencc
dircctccl to the outsidc. But lr,hat is true of carlv Islam is
not at all trr.re of latc Islam. Once the l4oslem empi,re rcachecl
its l imits of growth, Islam bccamc a perfcct cconomv of
salvation. It mcrelv had forms of mcdiation that u.ere lcss
pronouncccl ancl morc pathetic than Christianity. But like
christianitv it ga',e. rise to a c.stlv spiritual l i lc. Mvsticism
and monasticism devclopcrl; the arts remainccl in princi-
ple u.' i thin the l imits of iconoclasm but escaperd rational
simplification in every rl.av. Olr,ing to the rclatively small
part plavcd by internal violcnce, Islam rvas cven the most
stable of thc diffc.rent economics of salvation, the, one that
bcst ensurcd the stabil itv of a societv.

'fhis kind of application of a method aims to shou,, on
the one hand, thc distance that separatcs from rcality thc
figures of a schema, and on thc otherr han<I, the possibil i tv
of rcciucing reality afler the_. event.

'fhc refercnccs that follolr, are subjcct to thc same
rcservation. But l ikc thcst'applications, thev shoukl hclp
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to situatc a construction that is rather ocltl lv cliscorlnccted

from its foun<lations. Whilt '  n.raintaining thc tletac'hcrl

charactcr of n'rv statcmcnts, it secnls 1>ttssil l l t ' ,  or should I

say, nccessar ,l , qfter the etent, to conn('ct them in a gt:neral

\vav to somc of their origins. I clo this in thc lbrm of

refcrt:nccs to n'ritings rvhose authors in somc tlav movt'cl

tou'arrl thc prccise tonceptions olthis "thcclrv," <lr rth<lsc

r.ontents ol-fcr reft'rt'nc:c pttints that gr-ridcd mv stcPs'

I rvil l  give thcm in ratrdom scquenc'e' f ir l lorl ing thc

alph.rbetical ordcr of the authors' nalnes.

Groncts I)utl,t(,ztr. .llitra-Varttna, Zone Books, l9tl8. The

interprctations of Indo-EuroPean mythologv that are Pur-

sued in thc a<lmirablc u'orks of Georges Dum6zil, espe-

i ially tlrost' lcrurrd in this voltrrl're - aftcr Ouranos-Voruna

( 19I I ) .rr.ri l  F/amine - Brahntone ( 193l) - ( 'orrtsPond to thc

construct ions that I  have cleveloped: tht-  consciouslv

Hegel ian theses, ant i thc-ses, and svnthescs of  ( ieorgcs

I)um6zil set forth the opposition of pure violencrc (on the

dark antl nralcfic sicle of the divinc norlt l - \ 'artlna antl

thc Gandhana, Ror.nulus and thc Lupcrci) to tht' divint'

ordcr that ac:cortls u'ith prof'ane acti l i tv (Mitra and thc

Brahmans, Nttma, [)ius Fidius and thc Flamincs), and its

rcsolution in the erternal and efficacious violence of a

human anrl rational mil itarv <lrdcr.
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Eulrt, l)unrnelr\{. 7he Elementor,t '  Lorms ol the Religious Lil i ,

Frct '  l ) ress,  1965. hnr i le Durkhcim sccms to rne to bc

unjustlv rl isparaged nona<lavs. I take m1'distance from his

dclctrir.re but not uithout retaining its essential lessons.

Alt,xRNuRt' Ko1tvl. lntroduction to the Reading 9J Hegel,

C'ornell Llnivcrsitv Prtss, 1980. This rvork is an cxplica-

tion of Flegel's Phenomenologt of the Spirir. The ideas that

I havc tlerelopcd herc. are substantiallv present in it. Thc

cclrrcspondcnces betr,r'cen the Hegelian analvsis and this

"thcory of religion" n'ould still nced to lrc specifierl. The

diffcrcnces betrvcen the tu,cl rcprescntations appcar to mc

to be easill' recluciblc. Thc main cliffercnce conccrns the

conccpt ion that makes thc dcstruct ion of  the subjcct

the conrlit ion - neccssarilv unrealizable - clf i ts adcqua-

tion to thc objcct. I)otrbtless this implies lrom thr- start a

state of mind radicall,v opposed to Hegelian "satisfhction,"

lrut hen: the contraries cclincicle (thev onlv c'<lincicle, and

the <lpposition in rvhich thcv coincidc cannot this time be

ovcrcomc bv anv svnthesis: there is an irlentit l '  of ' the:

particular bcing and the univcrsal, and thc unilersal is not

trulv giren exccpt in the mediation of particularitv, but

the resolution of the indivirlual into the non-inclividu.rl

cloes not o\.crcorne pain [or painful jov] exc'cpt in dr.ath,

or in thc state of atararia * ccltrparable to thc <lcath <lf

conrDlctt ' satislartionl lrcnte thr mainttttanlt '  of the rcso-



lution at the lervcl prior to ecstasy, u'hic'h is not a rt 'solu-

t ion. . .  ) .  I laving had to c i tc tht-  ur i rk of  Alcxant l re

Koji 'vc herc, I must emphasizt' one point: uhrtevcr olt in-

ion onc may have of thc c'orrectncss of his intcrytrctation

of Hcgcl  (anr l  I  bel ievc thc possible c ' r i t ic isrns on this

priint shriukl be assignt'rl onlv a l imitt 'd valucl, this /nrro-

duct ion,  re lat i rc lv accessiblc,  is  not only tht :  pr imary

instrttmcnt ol self-consciousnes.s; it is thc only uav to vicu'

thc rar ious aspects olhuman l i f ' t  -  the pol i t i ia l  as1>ccts in

particular - <liffcrenth' frrim the nav a chikl viovs tht'

actions of arlults. No one today can claim tcl be t:rh.rc.atcd

withor.rt having assirnilatr-d its contcnts. (l u,oukl also l ike

tcl unclerscorc the fhct that Alerandrc Kclj ive's intulrc-

taticln clot's not dcliatt '  in anv n'at. fr<lnr Marxism; sinri-

l.rrh', i t is easv to see that thc present "tht-cln," is alu.ays

rig<lrcluslt '  bascd on ec'onomic anah'sis.)

SyLi', l lN I-it '1. la doctrine du sacril ice dans 1c-s hrahntanas, F'

Lerour, 189U. Thc interpretation of sacrif lcc is the fbun-

daticln of "-se{-66n.iaiou.snc-n." S_r,lvain [.dri 's u'clrk is ont- <lf

thc cssential contp()nents of that interprctation.

MAtt(tt ' t. M.litss. Sacril ice: 1rs \ 'orure an<l FLtnctiL'tn, Llniver-

sitv of Chicago Prcss, 1969. l-ha Gili, Norton, 1967. -l 'ht '

f lrst of thesc uorks is thc atrthclritatirt '  trt 'atnrent <lf tht'

histclricral data on ancicrrt s.r<rri lkc. ' l  hc st'<,ond fi lnus the
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basis of anl undcrstanrling ol' (,(.on()m\. as bcing tierl to
li rr.rs of rlt 'str.r ' t i . '  of tht' cxc't 'ss'l '  1>r'rl trc:t ir,e acti ' i tr..

Stlt 'st- PF.lRt,r, l},Nt.. Le dualisntc dons l '11ist()re de la
philttutphtc et t les rcli,qion.r, G.rl l irnarrl, 1946. Sirnor.rc p6trc_

nrt'nt' u host' moral position is that of the ancielrt gnostics,

l)rcscuts thr- qrrestirn of tht' lr ist 'r '  
' l '  

d..-rl is' * ' i t lr a
r.r.rarkablc clarit '  in this l i tt lc [ro,rk. Startirg l i .m hr-r
<lata,  I  ha'c. ' .hr" . l  the t rarrs i t io,  l r<;r 'arch.r i i , - , lual i r ' r  t ,
tht' t lualisr.r o1' spiritz'rrattcr, or rathcr, 'f tr.rrs.c'rlcr.rcc
s('llsu()us u or-kl, tht' onh rlualisr.n rrrnsirk-rerl lrv tl,rt, atrthor.

BrnN,lHnlno l)F S.{HA(;[rN . (]ene rol Hi.strtr.t ol thc I'hinos of'
Ncrr  . \puin,  L ln i rers i t r .  of  LI tah press,  1974-1982. 

. fh is

spa. ish nro.k 's i ' r 'est igat i . r r  
' f  

co 'd i t i "s i l - r  J l r r .x ic.
pr ior  to thc ( ionqucst,  especial ly,  h is incl t r i rv into the
human sacrif iccs cclebratcd in grcat numhers in the tem_
ples of  Mexiccl ,  n 'as c.onr lur , te i l  using Aztt ,c infbrmants
nho had bcen n. i tncssts.  I t  is  thr  mir t  r t , l iablr  and the
m'st clctailecl <lclcument *'er ha'e c'ncerning the tcrriblc
aspccts of sacrif icc. Wc must nccessarily rejcct the rep_
rc'scntations o[ man or clf religion that leare. tht,ir t,xtremt,
fcrnns un<lcr the cloak of an allcged monstrousncss. Onh.
an imager that shines through thcm mcasures up to thc
intimate ntovcmcnts that r.onscrousness turns au.av lrom
htrt that it mtrst ult imatell '  rcturn to.
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R. H. T',qwNr.v Religion ond the Rise o-f Capitalism, Llar_
court, Brace, & L'o., 1926. This book'.s analvscs, baserl on
a u,eal th of  informat ion,  shou thc impclr tancc of  the
clcli l>erate rl isjunc.tio, of t lrc sat-rr., l .rncl p*l[a.e *,orlcls
that u.as at thc origin of capitalism. Pnrtcstantism intr<l-
t luccrl the possibil i tv rif t lr is disjurrction bv rlcnting tl ie
rcligious value of u orks: the u orkl of the opcrative fbrms
of ct'onomic .rctivit l thus rct.t, ivc<l - but in the trrurse of
time - an autonomv that cnabled the rapid increase of
inclustrial accunrulation.

M.qx Wl,Hr-R. The Protestont Ethic and the Spirit of- Capitol_
ism, Macmillan, 197'7. Max Wcber's lamous studv l inked,
for thc first t imc in a preci.se.rrar', thc ven,po.ssibil i t l .of
accumulatirin (of the use of w,ealth for devcloping thc
forccs of produc.tiorr) to the po.sit ing of a dirirrc u.orkl
that had no conceir.able conncction u,ith thc here-bclou.,
n'here thc operatirt- form ('calc.ulation, .selfishncs.s) ratl i_
callv scparates ther glorious consumption of rvcalth from
the divine ordcr. Morc than Tarvno., Max Wcbcr <lncllcd
on the decisivc changc introduccd bv thc Rcfbnr-ration,
u,hich made accumulation basir.allr. possiblc lrr. clcnvirrg
the r'alue of n'orks and by cclndcmning nonprocluctivc
expcncliture.
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