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I*:J:Tff L'.'ffiil:;lI:'ffi::x*";:,I.iT'l'T:;;1H
obsessed wirh communism rnd Fascism, these two excesses of lifc aSrinst democrrq'

which wrs'l world of appearances end of old men with their teeth falling out'"r?

Batrilte wes fully lware of hor^r this trursgressive "passion for the Real" nlia o pm-

hibition; this is why he was explicitly opposed to the "sexual rerolution"' to the rise of

sexual permissiveness which began in his last yerrs:

tn rny view, sexual disorder is accursed. In this respect and in qpite of appearancts' I rm

opposedtothetendencywhichseemstodaytobesweepingitrway.lamnotrmonS
those who see the neglea of sexual interdictions as a solution' l ew:r think that humut

potentirl depends ori,h... interdicdons: we could not imagine this potential rrirhout

' 
theseinterdictions's5

Thui Ehraille brought to its climax the dialeaical interdependence between bw and

is ransgresisa-"Sy51em iS needed and so is excess," as he liked to repeat: "often'

the criminal himself wants death as the answer to the crime' in order finally to imPalt

the sanction, without which the crime would be posible instead of being whot it is'

what the criminal wanted.,'r(This, also, was why he ultimately opposed communism:

he was for the excess of the Lolutlon' but feued that the revolutionary spirit of or-

cessive expenditure would afterward be conrained in a ner,v'order, even more 
..ho-

mogeDrous" than the capitalist one: "the idea of a revolution is intoxicating' b:rt what

happensafterward?Theworldwilirema}eiselfurdremedywhatoppressesustday
to take some other form tomorrow'"sB )

This,perhaps,iswhyBatailleisstrictlypremodern:heremainssruckinthisdi.

aiectic ofrhe law and its ransgression' of the prohibitive Law as generating the truts-

gressive desire, which forces him to the debilitatinE Perverse condusion that one has

to install prohibitions in order to be able to enioy their violation-a dearly rmwork-

able pngmauc p.rado@11!31:illq is unable to perceive are simply the consequences

of the Kantian philosophical roolutioo: the fact that the obsolutc uccs is $ot of thc Law

iuclf-rhe kw inrerveDes in the "homogeneous" stability of our pieasure-oriented life

as the shattering force of the absolute desnbilizing "heterogeneity'" ln his Ethia sem-

inar, lacan himself clearly oscillates on this key poinr: in chapter IV, he interprets the

ltnk benveen Law and desire along the lines ofthe Pauline "Eansgressive" model{lt is

the prohibition itself which engeoders the desire to tralrsgress ir); while later' tonT ard

the end of rhe seminar, he moves toward the properly Kantian formula of the cate-

gorica}imperative(themorallaw)asdirecr}yidentica]toPuredesire.s,
so, far from announcinS a uiurnphant solution, Lacan's"Kant avec sade"' hiS as-

serdon of Sade as the truth of Kant, rather names an embarrassing problem that lacan

faited to resolve-and did not e'ren fully confront-in his Ethio seminar: bon are we

to distinguish the apPearance of pure desire-the violent gesNe of transgressing the

social domain of "servicing goods" and entering rhe terrifying domain of ote' that is'

the ethical srance of the subfect who "does not comPromise his desire"-from the
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