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4. Mette Edvardsen "Black" (26–27.3 2011)
5.  Aron Blom "SAM", Salka Ardal Rosengren & Mikko Hyvönen "Trash 

Talk" (30.3–1.4 2011)
6.  Daniel AlmgrenRecén & Alma Söderberg "Abdikation Nu" (2–3.4 2011)
7.  Mette Invartsen & Guillem Mont de Palol "All the way out there…" 

(9–10.4 2011)
8.  Dorte Olesen "The Bad The Good The Ugly" (13–17.4 2011)
9.  Anna Källblad, Annette Taranto & Chrichan Larson "À une raison" 

(14–15.5 2011)
10.  DOCH (22~29.5 2011)
11.  Krõõt Juurak "Scripted Smalltalk" (27.8 2011)
12.  Xavier Le Roy "Le Sacre du Printemps" (26–27.8 2011)
13.  The House of Bertha "White Noise" (10–11.9 2011)
14.  Amanda Apetrea & Halla Ólafsdóttir "Beauty and the Beast" (23–

24.9 2011)
15.  Jefta van Dinther, DD Dorvillier, Frédéric Gies "The Blanket 

Dance" (11–12.10 2011)
16. Björn Säfsten "Display" (14–16.10 2011)
17.  Sidney Leoni & Luís Miguel Félix "War of Fictions" (21–22.10 

2011)
18.  MDT presents a fine selection with Ludvig Daae, Jolika Sudermann, 

Alma Söderberg, Lisa Östberg & Maria Öhman (11–12.11 2011)
19. Sebastian Lingserius "alt. org" (25–26.11 2011)
20.  Andrea Berglund, Filippa Hanzon, Louise Blad & Maria Jennefelt 

"Middagsbjudningen" (30.11 2011)
21.  DOCH Master Students of Choreography Present "The Coming Boogie-

Woogie" (8–17.12 2011)
22.    Jens Östberg "Pre-study for Hamlet: looking for emotional truth"/ 

Jared Gradinger & Angela Schubot "What they are instead of" (14–
16.3 2012)

23.  Oblivia "Entertainment Island 1, 2, 3 — the Trilogy" (30–31.3 
2012)

24. Mårten Spångberg "Epic" (16–21.4 2012)

The MDT program texts is a series of unedited fanzine-style magazines 
available on the MDT website and in a limited cost price edition, 
printed, folded and stapled on a Konica Minolta All-in-one Copier.

MDT is an international co-production platform and a leading 
venue for contemporary choreography and performance situated in 
a reconstructed torpedo workshop in the Stockholm city center. 
MDT has since 1986 supported and collaborated with Swedish and 
international emerging artists. MDT is supported by Kulturrådet, 
Kulturförvaltningen Stockholm stad and Kulturförvaltningen Stockholms 
läns landsting. 

MDT
Slupskjulsvägen 30, 11149 Stockholm, Sweden
T: +46 (0)8–611  14  56
E: info@mdtsthlm.se  /  www.mdtsthlm.se
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EPIC #3

1 prolog 

2 smoke cloud heads:

3 the sonics : r m l s M

4 statues: z u s r e l 

5a oranges: s

5b ballet: e l 

5c picnic dance: z u

6 egg hands: r

7 tantra: All

8 forks: z l

8 pan: s

9 tai chi: z s u (a m arms)

9 hot plate: r

9 thumbs: e l - when tai chi started

10 pansmoke: s

11 egg hands glitter: r j

12 clutter: a l

12 compasses: m

���PLQ�
SRVWPDQ

�EHOO

���ÀRZH
UV��V

12 dan graham: u e

13 hangout dance: a l m s

13 hammers: r

14 compasses: m

14 corkscrew: l

14 police hands: s r e u z

(fruit sandwiches)

14 polaroid: a m

15 egg hands: a

16 walking: z r

(---17 nothing + golden globe: M)

18 hd sound 

18 eagle painting: l u

18 drug dealer: e l

19 uri dance 25 min: u

40 min bell: j

20 concert 35 min: All

�����QHZ
�FRQVWHO

ODWLRQV��
]�D�VKULP

S�KDUS�U
�V�¿VK�K

DUS�H�O�

bridge-harp + upstage tai chi: m a

���ÀRZH
UV��M

22 stones: r l z e u

23 paris shawls: l

24 halprin: z l

25 coffe: u

26 octopus dance: j m

27 nothing hangout dance vague

28 steel brush: a z upstage

28 three glass: s

29 the wall: All

30 curtain glitter: l r

31 the literal: s e z 

���¿UHZ
RUN�SDUD

GH��V���$
OO

33 agon: u e r

34 glitter spray: r j

35 blackout green paint

36 trombones: r e s

36 image dance: z M

36 bath salt: r

37 ted shaw: l s

37 water color 2: z

38 cobalca: u

39 the knifes: j m

40 police hands part 2: r M s

41 levitation: z r u j 

41 energy projection: s r e
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In the first chapter of his major doctoral thesis,

Difference and Repetition, Gilles Deleuze

draws an intriguing, albeit abstruse, connection

between cruelty and difference or determination

as such. In doing so, he pronounces determina-

tion as such or difference cruel and even

irredeemably monstrous. The main undertaking

of this essay is to show how the equation of

determination-as-cruelty has a role more conse-

quential than its auxiliary function in reclaiming

difference in itself and ‘‘rescuing difference from

its maledictory state.’’1 We shall argue that, on

the one hand, such an equation reveals the vistas

of an intricate metaphysics wherein ontology is

inherently problematic or cruel and, on the other,

it brings about an ethical opportunity in regard

to the problematic determination of ontology as

an elaborate system of cruelty. It is in drawing

such a connection between difference and cruelty

that Deleuze assigns himself a critical task which

consists of reinvestigating metaphysics not only

through a philosophy of difference but also a

philosophy of cruelty. Yet the recapitulation of

metaphysics in general and ontology in particular

through a philosophy of cruelty requires, first

of all, an intermediating level of analysis com-

prising three lines of inquiry. The first line of

inquiry includes an investigation in order to learn

what constitutes determination as such and where

this determination can be found in its most naked

and rigorous form. Second, we need to know the

definition of such cruelty which is embedded in

the constitution of metaphysics in general and

ontology in particular. The third line includes a

search for a plane of examination or an analytical

model capable of intermediating between cruelty

and metaphysics/ontology, a model capable of

recapturing metaphysical necessities and ontolo-

gical relations in terms of determination qua

cruelty. It is the possibility of re-examining

ontology in the light of the philosophy of cruelty

that this essay attempts to investigate. By pursuing

the aforementioned lines of inquiry, we shall

ultimately argue that the question of ontology

heralds the dawn of the philosophy of cruelty,

which assumes a crucial task in regard to bridging

that philosophy with a speculative ethics. The task

of the philosophy of cruelty, in this sense, is to

become the harbinger of enlightenment for the

ethics of being and remobilizing ontology in the

shadow of its cruelty.
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cruelty – a determined act against the void, a

struggle at once monstrous and accursed. Here we

witness a philosophy of cruelty proposing that the

basic assumption of ontology is cruelty and only

through remobilizing such cruelty as creativity we

can do justice to ourselves and to the world. If

ex nihilo is cruelty because it suggests that

something distinguishes itself against the inde-

terminable void through relentless determination

and at all costs, then the idea of ontology or the

science of being is the very philosophy of cruelty.

Now if being something or to be bespeaks of a

fundamental determination, then it also bespeaks

of a fundamental cruelty. From here we are

directed to a radical conclusion which sheds a

dramatic light on the ethics of being: ontology is

the science of cruelty precisely because it is the

science of being – a monstrous determination

against the indeterminable. The implications

of such a thesis signal the advent of an ethical

enlightenment wherein being strives for justice

by coming to terms with its cruelty, differentiat-

ing justice as a unilateral distinction from cruelty

as that which refuses to estrange itself from

justice. In order to support such a thesis, we

should explain the reason as to why the question

of ontology is the question of cruelty as such.

This can be recapitulated as the possibility of

rediscovering ontology as the philosophy of

cruelty. In order to develop a speculative ethics

of justice, first we need to develop a philosophy

of cruelty in the guise of ontology so as to

fundamentally support its definition of cruelty,

its problems and conditions. For this reason,

we proceed to a rudimentary reconstruction of

ontology as the philosophy of cruelty. This

includes a search for an analytical model which

can explain ontological necessities and relation-

ships in terms of determination qua cruelty and

a rigorous dynamics of instructions, submissions

and decisions (the third line of inquiry outlined

at the beginning of this essay).

act ii: ontological reconstruction
of an unspeakable torture
Through the history of philosophy, perhaps no

one has reached the status of Aristotle as the great

philosopher of cruelty. Such an appellation owes

to Aristotle’s peculiar approach to the determina-

tion of being as an indispensable binding of

cruelty. Aristotle’s approach is stated lucidly

in his early comment on the torture inflicted

by the Etruscan pirates on their captured

enemies. Whether or not the comment adverts

to a Platonic stage in the philosophic life

of Aristotle, it is indisputably a decisive passage

in that it exposes the elementary fundaments

of Aristotle’s system of intelligible ontology as

a set of cruel determinations, submissions and

instructions:

Aristotle says, that we are punished much as

those were who once upon a time, when they

had fallen into the hands of Etruscan robbers,

were slain with elaborate cruelty; their bodies,
the living [corpora viva] with the dead, were

bound so exactly as possible one against

another: so our souls, tied together with our

bodies as the living fixed upon the dead

[nekrous].8

It has been stated by historians that the Etruscans

had a genuine form of torture whose terror could

not be captured by words but only by imagina-

tion. Virgil attributes the practice of this torture

to King Mezentius, the king of Etruscans, who

punished the soldiers of Aneas with this torture.9

Jacques Brunschwig details this torture in his

essay ‘‘Aristote et les pirates tyrrhéniens.’’10 The

Etruscans disseminated terror throughout their

neighbouring territories by fettering the captured

living soldiers to rotting corpses in a way that

each member of the living person was chained

to its putrefying counterpart belonging to the

corpse. Face to face, mouth to mouth, hand to

hand and leg to leg, the living person was

fastened to the corpse in such an exact way that it

could be said the living and the dead literally

bound and mirrored each other on all levels.11

The living person was usually nourished for

a long time until he perished by the reek of

decomposition and the subtle movements of

putrefaction from the corpse to the living tissues.

The Etruscans unshackled them once the person

was fully putrefied by the corpse and turned

black as a result. For the Etruscans, the black-

ening signalled the disappearance of the literally

superficial difference – manifested as their

negarestani
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superficial identities – between the dead and the

supposedly living. For if the end of the punish-

ment coincided with the blackening of both

parties’ skin and the disappearance of their super-

ficial difference or identities, then the difference

was not to be found between them but within them

as a nigrescent ascension blackening relations

between their identities. In the Etruscan torture,

the nigrescent ascension of difference which

effectuates the erasure of superficial difference

(the difference between X and Y, the dead and the

living) corresponds with the line of illumination

emerging from the black background in the

paintings of Tenebrism.

Too slow to be depicted by its graphic details

and too elaborate to be taken as a mere physical

punishment, the Etruscan torture was a meta-

physical staging of being in its putative vitality

and in its determination or difference as such.

A nigrescent precursor to Tenebrism and a

metaphysical prototype for the Theatre of

Cruelty, the Etruscan torture became a concep-

tual resource for philosophers, from Aristotle to

Cicero, from Iamblichus to Augustine and from

Alciati to Bacon. Both Iamblichus and Augustine

quote from Cicero Aristotle’s fragment on the

Etruscan robbers with minor variations. Their

accounts, however, express an emphasis on an

onto-theological shift. The soul’s bondage or

necrosis by the dead body signifies the truth

of human life or human condition on earth as a

punishment (timôria) ensued by great sins

committed prior to human existence and pre-

individual guilt which genera of beings higher

than human have taken upon themselves.12

Aristotle, however, not only employs the

Etruscan torture as a metaphysical model for

the first time but he also explicates the composite

of body–soul with regard to the Etruscan torture

through elaborating the relations and necessities

at work within the ontological tribulation. The

idea of intelligible ontology is presented through

a transition between necessities which is com-

prised of determinations, intentions, instructions

and submissions, a gradient of cruelties each

more intense than the previous. The idea of

punishment or torture in this case emerges

from such a transition between the nous, the

soul and the body – the Ideal, the problem and

its solution – rather than an extrapolated idea of

penance which overshadows the ontological

model with an extraneously theological frame-

work. Whereas in the passage Aristotle merely

rediscovers the Etruscan torture as a metaphysi-

cal model of cruelty for the twofold of body–soul,

it is only in his mathematical ideas with regard to

ontology that Aristotle unfolds the tremendous

consequences of such a model.

For Aristotle the ties of the soul as the force

of vitality to the body should be rediscovered in

terms of the living tied to the dead. The soul is

the act of intellect upon the body; yet it needs

an instrument – a body – to perform its special

activities in regard to its inner part or Ideal which

is the nous or the intellect. The task of the soul is

to bring the universe into unison with the

intellect according to its intensive ratio (reason)

with the nous. The body is an instrument by

which the soul can accomplish its mission in

regard to the intellect. Accordingly, the soul has

two activities which are characterized by their

predispositions. The first activity is characterized

by its necessity; it is the unitive and inward

activity of the soul according to the nous or the

undying (ideal) inner part. Consequently, the

inward or necessary activity of the soul is, in fact,

its intensive and enduring correlation with its

inner part (the nous). The second activity of the

soul is its extensive or outward activity, marked

by its contingency since it introduces the soul to

that which does not belong to it – that is the body

qua cadavera. Moving in the direction of what

is exterior to the soul, the contingent activity of

the soul vitalizes matter according to the ratio

derived from its intensive relation with the

intellect. The contingent activity of the soul –

its tie to the body qua dead – is the price of

pursuing its internal tie with the intellect and

being in thrall to the ambition of the nous in

acting upon the universe with the intention of

rendering it intelligible. If the act of the nous

upon the universe corresponds with the contin-

gent activity of the soul and also contingent

activity of the soul suggests the bondage of the

soul to the body qua dead, then the act of intellect

is the first instance of cruelty. This brings us

to Artaud’s dictum: ‘‘everything that acts is

cruelty.’’13 Yet we will show that cruelty as the

differential cruelty
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ve
ct
or
,

on
th
e

ot
h
er

h
an
d
,

em
p
h
as
iz
es

th
e

p
os
si
b
il
it
y
of

co
n
se
rv
at
io
n
an
d
p
er
si
st
en
ce

ag
ai
n
st

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
T
h
e
ve
ct
or
s
of

ap
ha
ir
es
is

re
sp
ec
-

ti
ve
ly

ef
fe
ct
u
at
e
th
e
re
m
ov
ed

an
d
th
e
re
m
ai
n
d
er

in
su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
T
h
e
d
eb
as
in
g
co
u
p
li
n
g
of

th
e
so
u
l

w
it
h

th
e
b
od
y
q
u
a
d
ea
d

ex
p
re
ss
es

a
te
m
p
or
al

co
rr
el
at
io
n
w
it
h
b
el
on
gi
n
g
(q
u
a
th
e
in
st
ru
m
en
t
or

m
or
ta
l
b
od
y)

w
h
ic
h
is
su
b
je
ct
ed

to
re
m
ov
al

an
d

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
Y
et

th
e
en
d
u
ri
n
g
b
on
d
of

th
e
so
u
l

w
it
h
th
e
no
us

co
rr
es
p
on
d
s
w
it
h
th
e
co
n
se
rv
ab
le

co
rr
el
at
io
n
w
it
h
th
e
in
n
er

p
ar
t
(q
u
a
th
e
Id
ea
l
or

ne
ga
re
st
an
i
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ac
t
of

in
te
ll
ec
t
–
h
ar
b
ou
re
d
b
y
th
e
id
ea

of
vi
ta
li
ty

an
d

th
e

in
te
ll
ig
ib
le

on
to
lo
gy

–
is

m
er
el
y

an

op
en
in
g
to

a
m
az
e
of

an
in
ex
h
au
st
ib
le

cr
u
el
ty
.

D
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
or

th
e
id
ea

of
on
to
lo
gy
,

in
th
is
se
n
se
,
is
a
la
b
yr
in
th

of
cr
u
el
ty

fr
om

w
h
os
e

tu
rn
s
an
d
tw
is
ts
n
o
on
e
ca
n
es
ca
p
e.

T
h
e
fa
ct

is
th
at

ev
er
y

li
vi
n
g

th
in
g

am
on
g

u
s
su
ff
er
s
th
e
to
rm

en
t
of

M
ez
en
ti
u
s
–
th
at

th
e

li
vi
n
g
p
er
is
h
in

th
e
em

b
ra
ce

of
th
e
d
ea
d
:
an
d

al
th
ou
gh

th
e
vi
ta
l
n
at
u
re

en
jo
ys

it
se
lf

an
d

ru
n
s
th
in
gs

fo
r
a
w
h
il
e,

th
e
in
fl
u
en
ce

of
p
ar
ts

n
ev
er
th
el
es
s
ge
ts

th
e
u
p
p
er

h
an
d

n
ot

lo
n
g

af
te
rw
ar
d
s,

an
d

d
oe
s

so
ac
co
rd
in
g

to
th
e

n
at
u
re

of
th
e
su
b
st
an
ce

an
d
n
ot

at
al
l
to

th
e

n
at
u
re

of
th
e
li
vi
n
g
on
e.
1
4

T
h
e
m
et
ap
h
ys
ic
al

m
od
el

of
th
e
E
tr
u
sc
an

to
rt
u
re

ex
p
la
in
s
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
as

su
ch

in
te
rm

s

of
b
in
d
in
gs

th
at

ch
ai
n
th
e
li
vi
n
g
to

th
e
d
ea
d
–

b
ot
h
q
u
a
th
e
u
n
d
et
er
m
in
ed

an
d
to

an
in
te
rn
al

vi
ta
li
ty

q
u
a
th
e
d
et
er
m
in
ed
.
T
h
e
li
vi
n
g
re
q
u
ir
e

b
ot
h

b
in
d
in
gs

to
d
et
er
m
in
e
th
em

se
lv
es

ag
ai
n
st

th
e
d
ea
d

an
d

in
re
ga
rd

to
th
ei
r
ow

n
vi
ta
li
ty
.

In
th
e
A
ri
st
ot
el
ia
n
m
od
el
,
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g

as
su
ch

is
al
so

co
m
p
ri
se
d

of
tw
o
b
in
d
in
gs

or

ve
ct
or
s:

th
e
p
os
it
iv
e
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
in

re
ga
rd

to

th
e
no
us

as
a
vi
ta
l
n
ec
es
si
ty

w
it
h
in

th
e
so
u
l
an
d

th
e
n
eg
at
iv
e
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

th
e
so
u
l
ag
ai
n
st
th
e

b
od
y
q
u
a
d
ea
d
.
T
h
e
tw
o
ac
ti
vi
ti
es

of
th
e
so
u
l,

co
rr
es
p
on
d
in
gl
y,

st
an
d

fo
r

th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

an
d

ex
te
n
si
ve

ve
ct
or
s
of

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
w
h
ic
h
re
sp
ec
-

ti
ve
ly

d
et
er
m
in
e
b
ei
n
g

in
re
ga
rd

to
an

in
n
er

n
ec
es
si
ty

(t
h
e
Id
ea
l
of

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
)
an
d
ag
ai
n
st

th
e
u
n
d
et
er
m
in
ed
.

ac
ti
ii:
de
te
rm

in
at
io
n
of
be
in
g
or

sy
nt
he
sis

of
tw

o
in
de
te
rm

in
ab
le

de
at
hs

B
ei
n
g

q
u
a

b
ei
n
g

or
th
e

id
ea

of
in
te
ll
ig
ib
le

on
to
lo
gy

is
d
et
er
m
in
ed

b
y

th
e

ra
ti
o

of
th
e

ex
te
n
si
ve

or
co
n
ti
n
ge
n
t
ac
ti
vi
ti
es

of
th
e
so
u
l
to

it
s
in
te
n
si
ve

or
n
ec
es
sa
ry

ac
ti
vi
ti
es
.
W
e
sh
al
l
n
ow

ar
gu
e
th
at

th
e
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
d
oe
s
n
ot

co
rr
es
p
on
d
w
it
h
th
e
ra
ti
o
of

a
n
ec
ro
si
s
(e
xt
en
si
on

to
th
e
b
od
y
as

an
ep
h
em

er
al
in
st
ru
m
en
t)
to

a
vi
ta
l

im
m
or
ta
li
ty

(i
n
te
n
si
on

to
w
ar
d
s

th
e

en
d
u
ri
n
g

no
us
),

or
th
e
ra
ti
o
of

th
e
u
n
d
et
er
m
in
ed

to
th
e

u
lt
im

at
el
y

d
et
er
m
in
ab
le
.

S
u
ch

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
,

w
e
sh
al
l
el
ab
or
at
e,

co
rr
es
p
on
d
s
to

a
sy
n
th
es
is

b
et
w
ee
n
tw
o
n
ec
ro
se
s,

tw
o
in
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

li
n
es

of
d
is
so
lu
ti
on

an
d

tw
o

sy
st
em

s
of

cr
u
el
ty
.
In

co
n
cl
u
d
in
g
th
at

th
e
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

of
b
ei
n
g
as

su
ch

ca
n
b
e
at
tr
ib
u
te
d
to

th
e
re
ci
p
ro
ca
l
re
la
ti
on

b
et
w
ee
n

tw
o

in
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

re
al
m
s,

w
e

ca
n

re
tu
rn

to
D
el
eu
ze
’s

p
h
il
os
op
h
y
of

d
if
fe
re
n
ce
.
In

th
e
fo
u
rt
h
ch
ap
te
r
of

D
if
fe
re
nc
e
an
d
R
ep
et
it
io
n
,

Id
ea
s
an
d
th
e
S
yn
th
es
is

of
D
if
fe
re
n
ce
,
D
el
eu
ze

ar
gu
es

th
at
dx

is
n
ot

d
et
er
m
in
ab
le
in

re
ga
rd

to
x,

n
or

is
dy

to
y,

ye
t
dx

an
d
dy

as
tw
o
u
n
d
if
fe
r-

en
ti
at
ed

re
al
m
s
of

d
is
so
lu
ti
on

ar
e
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

in
re
ga
rd

to
ea
ch

ot
h
er

(d
y/
dx
).
1
5
T
h
e
u
n
b
in
d
in
g

of
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
re
as
on

ge
n
er
at
es

a
d
if
fe
re
n
ti
al

d
om

ai
n

of
cr
u
el
ty

fo
u
n
d
ed

on
th
e

re
ci
p
ro
ca
l

sy
n
th
es
is

of
tw
o
sy
st
em

s
of

cr
u
el
ty
.
In

d
if
fe
r-

en
ti
at
in
g

su
ch

a
d
om

ai
n
,
th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

an
d

ex
te
n
si
ve

in
ve
st
m
en
ts

of
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l

re
as
on

co
al
es
ce

in
to

a
re
as
on

of
b
as
e
cr
u
el
ty

w
h
os
e
si
te

of
ac
ti
vi
ty

is
th
at

of
b
ei
n
g.

In
or
d
er

to
fu
ll
y
ab
so
rb

it
s
co
n
ce
p
tu
al
w
ea
lt
h
,

A
ri
st
ot
le
ar
it
h
m
et
ic
al
ly
ca
p
tu
re
s
th
e
m
et
ap
h
ys
ic
al

cr
u
el
ty

of
th
e
E
tr
u
sc
an
s.

T
h
e
E
tr
u
sc
an

to
rt
u
re

is
th
u
s
ar
it
h
m
et
ic
al
ly

re
in
ve
n
te
d
as

a
p
ro
ce
d
u
re

ca
ll
ed

ap
ha
ir
es
is
,
a
n
eg
at
io
n
of

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

an
d

at
tr
ib
u
te
s
or

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
L
at
er
,
n
eo
-P
la
to
n
is
ts

an
d
ap
op
h
at
ic
th
eo
lo
gi
an
s
u
ti
li
ze
d
th
is
p
ro
ce
d
u
re

to
d
et
er
m
in
e
th
e
O
n
e
or

af
fi
rm

th
e
Id
ea
l
th
ro
u
gh

it
s
in
ef
fa
b
il
it
y
or

in
d
if
fe
re
n
ce

to
th
e
co
n
d
it
io
n
al

q
u
a

b
el
on
gi
n
g.
1
6

A
ph
ai
re
si
s

is
an

ar
it
h
m
et
ic

p
ro
ce
d
u
re

co
n
si
st
in
g
of

tw
o
ve
ct
or
s
co
rr
es
p
on
d
-

in
g
to

th
e
ac
ti
vi
ti
es

of
th
e
so
u
l
q
u
a
li
vi
n
g
in

re
ga
rd

to
th
e
no
us

an
d
th
e
b
od
y
q
u
a
d
ea
d
.
T
h
es
e

ve
ct
or
s
ar
e
in
te
n
si
ve

an
d
ex
te
n
si
ve
;
ye
t
d
es
p
it
e

th
ei
r
d
ir
ec
ti
on
al

p
ol
ar
it
y,

th
ey

ar
e
op
er
at
io
n
al
ly

re
ci
p
ro
ca
l.
T
h
e
n
eg
at
iv
e
ve
ct
or

is
th
e
ve
ct
or

of

re
m
ov
al

w
h
er
eb
y

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

or
at
tr
ib
u
te
s
ar
e

su
b
tr
ac
te
d

fr
om

a
m
ag
n
it
u
d
e.

T
h
e

p
os
it
iv
e

ve
ct
or
,

on
th
e

ot
h
er

h
an
d
,

em
p
h
as
iz
es

th
e

p
os
si
b
il
it
y
of

co
n
se
rv
at
io
n
an
d
p
er
si
st
en
ce

ag
ai
n
st

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
T
h
e
ve
ct
or
s
of

ap
ha
ir
es
is

re
sp
ec
-

ti
ve
ly

ef
fe
ct
u
at
e
th
e
re
m
ov
ed

an
d
th
e
re
m
ai
n
d
er

in
su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
T
h
e
d
eb
as
in
g
co
u
p
li
n
g
of

th
e
so
u
l

w
it
h

th
e
b
od
y
q
u
a
d
ea
d

ex
p
re
ss
es

a
te
m
p
or
al

co
rr
el
at
io
n
w
it
h
b
el
on
gi
n
g
(q
u
a
th
e
in
st
ru
m
en
t
or

m
or
ta
l
b
od
y)

w
h
ic
h
is
su
b
je
ct
ed

to
re
m
ov
al

an
d

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
Y
et

th
e
en
d
u
ri
n
g
b
on
d
of

th
e
so
u
l

w
it
h
th
e
no
us

co
rr
es
p
on
d
s
w
it
h
th
e
co
n
se
rv
ab
le

co
rr
el
at
io
n
w
it
h
th
e
in
n
er

p
ar
t
(q
u
a
th
e
Id
ea
l
or

ne
ga
re
st
an
i
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n
ec
es
si
ty
)
w
h
ic
h
co
n
ti
n
u
es

to
re
m
ai
n
u
n
d
er

an
y

su
b
tr
ac
ti
ve

co
n
d
it
io
n

–
th
e
p
os
it
iv
e
ve
ct
or

of

ap
ha
ir
es
is
.
T
h
er
ef
or
e,

th
e
ve
ct
or
s
of

ap
ha
ir
es
is

ar
it
h
m
et
ic
al
ly
ca
p
tu
re

th
e
ex
te
n
si
ve

an
d
in
te
n
si
ve

ve
ct
or
s

of
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

as
su
ch

–
n
eg
at
iv
e

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

ag
ai
n
st

th
e

u
n
d
et
er
m
in
ed

an
d

p
os
it
iv
e

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

in
re
ga
rd

to
an

in
n
er

Id
ea
l

or
n
ec
es
si
ty
.

W
h
il
st

th
e

la
tt
er

fi
n
d
s

d
if
fe
re
n
ce

in
af
fi
rm

at
io
n

of
a
n
ec
es
si
ty

or
th
e

vi
ta
l

p
er
si
st
en
ce

of
th
e

in
n
er

p
ar
t

ag
ai
n
st

n
eg
at
io
n
,
th
e
fo
rm

er
n
eg
at
iv
el
y
b
in
d
s
th
e
u
n
d
e-

te
rm

in
ed
;
it
is

th
e
su
b
tr
ac
ti
on

of
th
e
b
od
y
q
u
a

b
el
on
gi
n
g
w
h
ic
h
is
ep
ip
h
en
om

en
al
to

th
e
af
fi
rm

a-

ti
on

of
th
e

in
n
er

n
ec
es
si
ty

or
th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
.

N
eg
at
io
n
re
su
lt
s
fr
om

af
fi
rm

at
io
n
:
th
is
m
ea
n
s

th
at

n
eg
at
io
n
ar
is
es

in
th
e
w
ak
e
of

af
fi
rm

at
io
n

or
b
es
id
e
it
,
bu
t
on
ly

as
th
e
sh
ad
ow

of
th
e

m
or
e
pr
of
ou
nd

ge
ne
ti
c
el
em

en
t
–
of

th
at
p
ow

er

or
‘‘
w
il
l’
’
w
h
ic
h
en
ge
n
d
er
s
th
e
af
fi
rm

at
io
n
an
d

th
e
d
if
fe
re
n
ce

in
th
e
af
fi
rm

at
io
n
.1
7

A
t
th
is

st
ag
e,

in
or
d
er

to
sh
ow

th
at

b
ei
n
g
q
u
a

b
ei
n
g
is

a
si
te

of
p
ro
gr
es
si
ve

cr
u
el
ty
,
w
e
sh
al
l

ar
gu
e
th
at

ev
en

th
e
en
d
u
ri
n
g
an
d
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

co
rr
el
at
io
n
of

th
e
so
u
l
w
it
h
th
e
no
us

is
a
si
te

of

n
ec
ro
si
s.

B
y

u
n
b
in
d
in
g

th
e
ar
it
h
m
et
ic
al

tw
is
ts

im
p
li
ca
te
d

w
it
h
in

th
e

E
tr
u
sc
an

to
rt
u
re

as
a

m
et
ap
h
ys
ic
al

m
od
el
,
w
e

sh
al
l
ar
gu
e

th
at

th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
in

te
rm

s
of

an

on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
n
ec
es
si
ty

is
a
so
u
rc
e
of

in
d
ef
at
ig
ab
le

cr
u
el
ty
.

A
cc
or
d
in
g
to

th
e
su
b
tr
ac
ti
ve

lo
gi
c
of

ap
ha
ir
-

es
is
,
p
er
si
st
en
ce

w
it
h
re
ga
rd

to
an

id
ea
l
in
n
er

p
ar
t

(i
n
te
n
si
ve

co
n
se
rv
at
io
n
)
ca
n
n
ot

b
e

m
ai
n
ta
in
ed

ot
h
er

th
an

b
y

th
e

co
n
ti
n
u
at
io
n

of
ex
te
n
si
ve

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on

or
n
eg
at
io
n

of
b
el
on
gi
n
gs
.
B
y

th
e

Id
ea
l
w
e
m
ea
n
th
at

w
h
ic
h
is

in
h
er
en
tl
y
‘‘
fo
re
-

cl
os
ed
’’
to

th
e
in
te
n
si
ve

op
er
at
io
n
of

b
el
on
gi
n
g

an
d
in
te
gr
al
ly
w
it
h
st
an
d
s
th
e
d
is
p
os
se
ss
in
g
p
ow

er

of
su
b
tr
ac
ti
on

(i
.e
.,
b
ei
n
g
q
u
a
be
in
g
,
th
e
no
us

or

th
e
O
n
e)
.
D
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
in

te
rm

s
of

an

on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
n
ec
es
si
ty

b
eg
in
s
w
it
h

th
e
n
eg
at
io
n

of
b
el
on
gi
n
g.

L
ik
ew

is
e,

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

ge
n
er
a

of
b
ei
n
g

in
te
rm

s
of

th
e

no
us

re
q
u
ir
es

th
e

n
eg
at
iv
e
b
in
d
in
g
of

th
e
b
od
y
q
u
a
ca
da
ve
ra
.
In

ot
h
er
w
or
d
s,
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
d
is
co
u
rs
e
b
eg
in
s
w
it
h
th
e

su
bt
ra
ct
iv
e
b
in
d
in
g
of

b
el
on
gi
n
g.

H
ow

ev
er
,
th
is

si
m
u
lt
an
eo
u
s
n
eg
at
io
n
of

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

(o
r
re
m
ov
al
)

an
d

co
rr
el
at
io
n

w
it
h

an
id
ea
l
in
n
er

p
ar
t
(o
r

re
m
ai
n
in
g)

ca
n

on
ly

ta
k
e

p
la
ce

th
ro
u
gh

th
e

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

of
th
e
re
m
ai
n
d
er
.
C
on
tr
ac
ti
on

is
an

in
te
ns
iv
e
m
ed
iu
m

fo
r
th
e
m
ak
in
g
of

di
ff
er
en
ce

or
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
as

su
ch
;
it

b
es
p
ea
k
s

a
b
as
ic

p
ri
n
ci
p
le

of
su
b
tr
ac
ti
on

or
ap
ha
ir
es
is

–

th
e
m
or
e
b
el
on
gi
n
gs

ar
e
re
m
ov
ed
,
th
e
le
ss

th
e

re
m
ai
n
d
er

ge
ts
.1
8
F
or

th
is

re
as
on
,
co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

in
te
gr
at
es

al
l
th
e
d
et
er
m
in
an
ts

re
q
u
ir
ed

fo
r
th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

of
b
ei
n
g

as
su
ch
:
th
e

sh
ed
d
in
g

of
b
el
on
gi
n
gs

(r
em

ov
al
);

re
p
et
it
io
n

(s
u
b
su
m
ed

w
it
h
in

th
e

re
it
er
at
ed

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on

of
b
el
on
gi
n
g

in
ap
ha
ir
es
is
);

co
n
se
rv
in
g

th
e

co
rr
el
at
io
n
w
it
h
an

in
n
er

p
ar
t
(c
on
ti
n
u
at
io
n
of

re
m
ai
n
in
g)
;
an
d
th
e
in
te
n
si
fi
ca
ti
on

of
th
e
co
rr
el
a-

ti
on

w
it
h
th
e
Id
ea
l.
In

ap
ha
ir
es
is
,
su
ch

in
te
n
si
-

fi
ca
ti
on

m
an
if
es
ts

as
sh
ri
n
k
ag
e

or
d
im

in
u
ti
on

of
th
e
re
m
ai
n
d
er

(r
em

ai
n
in
g
le
ss
).

C
h
ai
n
ed

to
th
e
n
eg
at
iv
e
co
n
ti
n
ge
n
cy

im
p
os
ed

b
y

th
e

b
od
y

q
u
a

ca
da
ve
ra
,
th
e

so
u
l
ca
n
n
ot

co
n
ti
n
u
e
it
s
co
rr
el
at
io
n
w
it
h
th
e
no
us

ot
h
er

th
an

th
ro
u
gh

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on
.
In

m
ed
ie
va
l
so
u
rc
es

of

n
at
u
ra
l
p
h
il
os
op
h
y
as

w
el
l
as

es
ot
er
ic
is
m
,
th
is

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

m
an
if
es
ts

as
a
sh
ri
ve
ll
in
g
b
od
y.

It
is

so
m
et
im

es
a
co
rp
se
,
a
tr
ee

or
a
sh
ri
ve
ll
ed
-u
p
fr
u
it

fr
om

w
h
ic
h

a
co
sm

ic
ar
ra
y

of
en
ti
ti
es

ar
e

in
di
vi
du
at
ed

an
d
co
m
e
fo
rt
h
.1
9
In

la
te

m
ed
ie
va
l

an
d
ea
rl
y
R
en
ai
ss
an
ce

al
ch
em

y
as

th
e
sc
ie
n
ce

of

d
et
er
m
in
in
g
id
ea
s,

th
is

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

is
n
ec
es
sa
ry

fo
r
ex
tr
ac
ti
n
g
an
d
re
ve
al
in
g
th
e
co
rr
el
at
io
n
of

th
e

su
b
st
an
ce

w
it
h
it
s
tr
u
e
id
ea
s
(i
d
ea
ls
),
th
at

is
to

sa
y,

d
et
er
m
in
in
g
th
e
su
b
st
an
ce

in
te
rm

s
of

it
s

in
te
n
si
ve

id
ea
s

an
d

n
ec
es
si
ti
es
.

In
m
ed
ie
va
l

al
ch
em

y,
th
e
n
ig
re
sc
en
t
sl
im

e
k
n
ow

n
as

ca
pu
t

m
or
tu
um

ch
ar
ac
te
ri
ze
s
th
e
st
at
e
of

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

th
ro
u
gh

w
h
ic
h
th
e
vi
ta
l
id
ea
s
of

th
e
su
b
st
an
ce

ca
n

b
e

d
et
er
m
in
ed
.

C
ap
ut

m
or
tu
um

is
th
e

re
m
ai
n
in
g
of

th
e
su
b
st
an
ce

af
te
r
it
s
vi
ta
l
id
ea
s

h
av
e
b
ee
n
d
et
er
m
in
ed

an
d
ex
tr
ac
te
d
,
a
sh
ri
ve
ll
ed

b
od
y

(r
es
id
u
u
m
)
w
h
ic
h

h
as

lo
st

it
s
at
tr
ib
u
te
s

or
b
el
on
gi
n
gs
.
W
it
h
ou
t
th
is

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

or
th
e

re
m
ai
n
d
er

w
h
ic
h

h
as

u
n
d
er
go
n
e

in
te
n
si
ve

d
im

in
u
ti
on

an
d

b
la
ck
en
in
g,

th
e
at
tr
ib
u
te
s
q
u
a

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

ca
n
n
ot

b
e
sh
ed

an
d
tr
u
e
id
ea
s
of

th
e

su
b
st
an
ce

ca
n
n
ot

b
e
d
et
er
m
in
ed

or
d
is
ti
ll
ed
.

T
h
ro
u
gh

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on
,
th
e
so
u
l
ca
n
co
n
te
m
p
la
te

it
s
in
n
er

p
ar
t
(t
h
e
no
us
)
an
d

b
ei
n
g

ca
n

co
n
-

te
m
p
la
te

it
s
in
te
n
si
ve

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
w
it
h
re
ga
rd

to
an

on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
n
ec
es
si
ty
.
C
on
tr
ac
ti
on
,
h
er
e,

di
ffe
re
nt
ia
lc
ru
el
ty
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ac
t
of

in
te
ll
ec
t
–
h
ar
b
ou
re
d
b
y
th
e
id
ea

of
vi
ta
li
ty

an
d

th
e

in
te
ll
ig
ib
le

on
to
lo
gy

–
is

m
er
el
y

an

op
en
in
g
to

a
m
az
e
of

an
in
ex
h
au
st
ib
le

cr
u
el
ty
.

D
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
or

th
e
id
ea

of
on
to
lo
gy
,

in
th
is
se
n
se
,
is
a
la
b
yr
in
th

of
cr
u
el
ty

fr
om

w
h
os
e

tu
rn
s
an
d
tw
is
ts
n
o
on
e
ca
n
es
ca
p
e.

T
h
e
fa
ct

is
th
at

ev
er
y

li
vi
n
g

th
in
g

am
on
g

u
s
su
ff
er
s
th
e
to
rm

en
t
of

M
ez
en
ti
u
s
–
th
at

th
e

li
vi
n
g
p
er
is
h
in

th
e
em

b
ra
ce

of
th
e
d
ea
d
:
an
d

al
th
ou
gh

th
e
vi
ta
l
n
at
u
re

en
jo
ys

it
se
lf

an
d

ru
n
s
th
in
gs

fo
r
a
w
h
il
e,

th
e
in
fl
u
en
ce

of
p
ar
ts

n
ev
er
th
el
es
s
ge
ts

th
e
u
p
p
er

h
an
d

n
ot

lo
n
g

af
te
rw
ar
d
s,

an
d

d
oe
s

so
ac
co
rd
in
g

to
th
e

n
at
u
re

of
th
e
su
b
st
an
ce

an
d
n
ot

at
al
l
to

th
e

n
at
u
re

of
th
e
li
vi
n
g
on
e.
1
4

T
h
e
m
et
ap
h
ys
ic
al

m
od
el

of
th
e
E
tr
u
sc
an

to
rt
u
re

ex
p
la
in
s
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
as

su
ch

in
te
rm

s

of
b
in
d
in
gs

th
at

ch
ai
n
th
e
li
vi
n
g
to

th
e
d
ea
d
–

b
ot
h
q
u
a
th
e
u
n
d
et
er
m
in
ed

an
d
to

an
in
te
rn
al

vi
ta
li
ty

q
u
a
th
e
d
et
er
m
in
ed
.
T
h
e
li
vi
n
g
re
q
u
ir
e

b
ot
h

b
in
d
in
gs

to
d
et
er
m
in
e
th
em

se
lv
es

ag
ai
n
st

th
e
d
ea
d

an
d

in
re
ga
rd

to
th
ei
r
ow

n
vi
ta
li
ty
.

In
th
e
A
ri
st
ot
el
ia
n
m
od
el
,
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g

as
su
ch

is
al
so

co
m
p
ri
se
d

of
tw
o
b
in
d
in
gs

or

ve
ct
or
s:

th
e
p
os
it
iv
e
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
in

re
ga
rd

to

th
e
no
us

as
a
vi
ta
l
n
ec
es
si
ty

w
it
h
in

th
e
so
u
l
an
d

th
e
n
eg
at
iv
e
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

th
e
so
u
l
ag
ai
n
st
th
e

b
od
y
q
u
a
d
ea
d
.
T
h
e
tw
o
ac
ti
vi
ti
es

of
th
e
so
u
l,

co
rr
es
p
on
d
in
gl
y,

st
an
d

fo
r

th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

an
d

ex
te
n
si
ve

ve
ct
or
s
of

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
w
h
ic
h
re
sp
ec
-

ti
ve
ly

d
et
er
m
in
e
b
ei
n
g

in
re
ga
rd

to
an

in
n
er

n
ec
es
si
ty

(t
h
e
Id
ea
l
of

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
)
an
d
ag
ai
n
st

th
e
u
n
d
et
er
m
in
ed
.

ac
ti
ii:
de
te
rm

in
at
io
n
of
be
in
g
or

sy
nt
he
sis

of
tw

o
in
de
te
rm

in
ab
le

de
at
hs

B
ei
n
g

q
u
a

b
ei
n
g

or
th
e

id
ea

of
in
te
ll
ig
ib
le

on
to
lo
gy

is
d
et
er
m
in
ed

b
y

th
e

ra
ti
o

of
th
e

ex
te
n
si
ve

or
co
n
ti
n
ge
n
t
ac
ti
vi
ti
es

of
th
e
so
u
l
to

it
s
in
te
n
si
ve

or
n
ec
es
sa
ry

ac
ti
vi
ti
es
.
W
e
sh
al
l
n
ow

ar
gu
e
th
at

th
e
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
d
oe
s
n
ot

co
rr
es
p
on
d
w
it
h
th
e
ra
ti
o
of

a
n
ec
ro
si
s
(e
xt
en
si
on

to
th
e
b
od
y
as

an
ep
h
em

er
al
in
st
ru
m
en
t)
to

a
vi
ta
l

im
m
or
ta
li
ty

(i
n
te
n
si
on

to
w
ar
d
s

th
e

en
d
u
ri
n
g

no
us
),

or
th
e
ra
ti
o
of

th
e
u
n
d
et
er
m
in
ed

to
th
e

u
lt
im

at
el
y

d
et
er
m
in
ab
le
.

S
u
ch

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
,

w
e
sh
al
l
el
ab
or
at
e,

co
rr
es
p
on
d
s
to

a
sy
n
th
es
is

b
et
w
ee
n
tw
o
n
ec
ro
se
s,

tw
o
in
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

li
n
es

of
d
is
so
lu
ti
on

an
d

tw
o

sy
st
em

s
of

cr
u
el
ty
.
In

co
n
cl
u
d
in
g
th
at

th
e
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

of
b
ei
n
g
as

su
ch

ca
n
b
e
at
tr
ib
u
te
d
to

th
e
re
ci
p
ro
ca
l
re
la
ti
on

b
et
w
ee
n

tw
o

in
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

re
al
m
s,

w
e

ca
n

re
tu
rn

to
D
el
eu
ze
’s

p
h
il
os
op
h
y
of

d
if
fe
re
n
ce
.
In

th
e
fo
u
rt
h
ch
ap
te
r
of

D
if
fe
re
nc
e
an
d
R
ep
et
it
io
n
,

Id
ea
s
an
d
th
e
S
yn
th
es
is

of
D
if
fe
re
n
ce
,
D
el
eu
ze

ar
gu
es

th
at
dx

is
n
ot

d
et
er
m
in
ab
le
in

re
ga
rd

to
x,

n
or

is
dy

to
y,

ye
t
dx

an
d
dy

as
tw
o
u
n
d
if
fe
r-

en
ti
at
ed

re
al
m
s
of

d
is
so
lu
ti
on

ar
e
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

in
re
ga
rd

to
ea
ch

ot
h
er

(d
y/
dx
).
1
5
T
h
e
u
n
b
in
d
in
g

of
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
re
as
on

ge
n
er
at
es

a
d
if
fe
re
n
ti
al

d
om

ai
n

of
cr
u
el
ty

fo
u
n
d
ed

on
th
e

re
ci
p
ro
ca
l

sy
n
th
es
is

of
tw
o
sy
st
em

s
of

cr
u
el
ty
.
In

d
if
fe
r-

en
ti
at
in
g

su
ch

a
d
om

ai
n
,
th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

an
d

ex
te
n
si
ve

in
ve
st
m
en
ts

of
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l

re
as
on

co
al
es
ce

in
to

a
re
as
on

of
b
as
e
cr
u
el
ty

w
h
os
e
si
te

of
ac
ti
vi
ty

is
th
at

of
b
ei
n
g.

In
or
d
er

to
fu
ll
y
ab
so
rb

it
s
co
n
ce
p
tu
al
w
ea
lt
h
,

A
ri
st
ot
le
ar
it
h
m
et
ic
al
ly
ca
p
tu
re
s
th
e
m
et
ap
h
ys
ic
al

cr
u
el
ty

of
th
e
E
tr
u
sc
an
s.

T
h
e
E
tr
u
sc
an

to
rt
u
re

is
th
u
s
ar
it
h
m
et
ic
al
ly

re
in
ve
n
te
d
as

a
p
ro
ce
d
u
re

ca
ll
ed

ap
ha
ir
es
is
,
a
n
eg
at
io
n
of

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

an
d

at
tr
ib
u
te
s
or

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
L
at
er
,
n
eo
-P
la
to
n
is
ts

an
d
ap
op
h
at
ic
th
eo
lo
gi
an
s
u
ti
li
ze
d
th
is
p
ro
ce
d
u
re

to
d
et
er
m
in
e
th
e
O
n
e
or

af
fi
rm

th
e
Id
ea
l
th
ro
u
gh

it
s
in
ef
fa
b
il
it
y
or

in
d
if
fe
re
n
ce

to
th
e
co
n
d
it
io
n
al

q
u
a

b
el
on
gi
n
g.
1
6

A
ph
ai
re
si
s

is
an

ar
it
h
m
et
ic

p
ro
ce
d
u
re

co
n
si
st
in
g
of

tw
o
ve
ct
or
s
co
rr
es
p
on
d
-

in
g
to

th
e
ac
ti
vi
ti
es

of
th
e
so
u
l
q
u
a
li
vi
n
g
in

re
ga
rd

to
th
e
no
us

an
d
th
e
b
od
y
q
u
a
d
ea
d
.
T
h
es
e

ve
ct
or
s
ar
e
in
te
n
si
ve

an
d
ex
te
n
si
ve
;
ye
t
d
es
p
it
e

th
ei
r
d
ir
ec
ti
on
al

p
ol
ar
it
y,

th
ey

ar
e
op
er
at
io
n
al
ly

re
ci
p
ro
ca
l.
T
h
e
n
eg
at
iv
e
ve
ct
or

is
th
e
ve
ct
or

of

re
m
ov
al

w
h
er
eb
y

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

or
at
tr
ib
u
te
s
ar
e

su
b
tr
ac
te
d

fr
om

a
m
ag
n
it
u
d
e.

T
h
e

p
os
it
iv
e

ve
ct
or
,

on
th
e

ot
h
er

h
an
d
,

em
p
h
as
iz
es

th
e

p
os
si
b
il
it
y
of

co
n
se
rv
at
io
n
an
d
p
er
si
st
en
ce

ag
ai
n
st

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
T
h
e
ve
ct
or
s
of

ap
ha
ir
es
is

re
sp
ec
-

ti
ve
ly

ef
fe
ct
u
at
e
th
e
re
m
ov
ed

an
d
th
e
re
m
ai
n
d
er

in
su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
T
h
e
d
eb
as
in
g
co
u
p
li
n
g
of

th
e
so
u
l

w
it
h

th
e
b
od
y
q
u
a
d
ea
d

ex
p
re
ss
es

a
te
m
p
or
al

co
rr
el
at
io
n
w
it
h
b
el
on
gi
n
g
(q
u
a
th
e
in
st
ru
m
en
t
or

m
or
ta
l
b
od
y)

w
h
ic
h
is
su
b
je
ct
ed

to
re
m
ov
al

an
d

su
b
tr
ac
ti
on
.
Y
et

th
e
en
d
u
ri
n
g
b
on
d
of

th
e
so
u
l

w
it
h
th
e
no
us

co
rr
es
p
on
d
s
w
it
h
th
e
co
n
se
rv
ab
le

co
rr
el
at
io
n
w
it
h
th
e
in
n
er

p
ar
t
(q
u
a
th
e
Id
ea
l
or

ne
ga
re
st
an
i
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‘‘
re
fe
rs

to
th
e
fu
si
on

of
su
cc
es
si
ve

ti
ck
-t
oc
k
s
in

a

co
n
te
m
p
la
ti
ve

so
u
l.
’’
2
0
T
h
es
e
re
p
ea
ti
n
g
ti
ck
-t
oc
k
s

ar
e
th
e
vi
b
ra
ti
on
s
of

th
e
su
b
tr
ac
ti
ve

co
rr
el
at
io
n

b
et
w
ee
n

d
ev
el
op
m
en
t
an
d

en
ve
lo
p
m
en
t
of

th
e

so
u
l,
th
e
n
eg
at
io
n
of

b
el
on
gi
n
g
an
d
th
e
co
n
se
rv
a-

ti
on

of
an

in
n
er

p
ar
t
(o
r
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
n
ec
es
si
ty
).

A
s
th
e
in
te
n
si
ve

m
ed
iu
m

of
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
d
et
er
m
i-

n
at
io
n
,
co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

is
th
e
cu
rs
e
of

sw
in
gi
n
g
b
ac
k

an
d
fo
rt
h
b
et
w
ee
n
th
e
no
m
os

of
th
e
d
ea
d
an
d

th
e
no
us

of
th
e
li
vi
n
g;

it
im

p
os
es

th
e
cr
u
el
ty

of

d
ra
w
in
g
d
if
fe
re
n
ce

fr
om

re
p
et
it
io
n

w
h
ic
h

h
er
e

is
a
p
as
sa
ge

‘‘
fr
om

ex
te
rn
al
d
if
fe
re
n
ce
s
to

si
n
gu
la
r

d
if
fe
re
n
ce
,’
’2
1

fr
om

ex
te
n
si
ve

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

th
ro
u
gh

n
eg
at
io
n
of

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

to
th
e
in
te
n
si
ve

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
in

re
ga
rd

to
it
s
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l

n
ec
es
si
ty
.
In

th
e

m
et
ap
h
ys
ic
al

m
od
el

of
th
e

E
tr
u
sc
an

to
rt
u
re
,
w
h
il
st

th
e
n
ec
ro
ti
c
co
rr
el
at
io
n

w
it
h
th
e
b
od
y
q
u
a
d
ea
d
re
fe
rs

to
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

vi
a
n
eg
at
io
n
of

b
el
on
gi
n
gs
,
th
e
p
u
ta
ti
ve

vi
ta
li
ty

in
h
er
en
t
to

th
e

li
vi
n
g

su
gg
es
ts

th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
vi
a
af
fi
rm

at
io
n
of

an

in
n
er

n
ec
es
si
ty

q
u
a
Id
ea
l.
T
h
e
p
en
d
u
la
r
m
ov
e-

m
en
t
b
et
w
ee
n

th
e

ou
tw
ar
d

n
ec
ro
si
s

an
d

th
e

p
re
su
m
ed

in
n
er

vi
ta
li
ty

th
er
eb
y

b
ri
n
gs

ab
ou
t

th
e

p
os
si
b
il
it
y

of
co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

as
th
e

m
ed
iu
m

re
q
u
ir
ed

fo
r
th
e

co
n
te
m
p
la
ti
on

of
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l

n
ec
es
si
ty
.

C
on
tr
ac
ti
on

is
a
d
if
fe
re
n
ce

or
a
m
od
if
ic
at
io
n
of

th
e
co
n
te
m
p
la
ti
ve

so
u
l
–
in
d
ee
d
,
th
e
m
od
if
ic
a-

ti
on

of
th
is
so
u
l,
th
e
on
ly

m
od
if
ic
at
io
n
w
h
ic
h

tr
u
ly

b
el
on
gs

to
it
an
d
af
te
r
w
h
ic
h
it
d
ie
s
–
it

ap
p
ea
rs

th
at

th
e

m
os
t

m
at
er
ia
l
re
p
et
it
io
n

oc
cu
rs

on
ly

b
y
m
ea
n
s
of

an
d
w
it
h
in

a
so
u
l

w
h
ic
h
d
ra
w
s
a
d
if
fe
re
n
ce

fr
om

re
p
et
it
io
n
.2
2

W
e

ar
gu
ed

th
at

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

si
m
u
lt
an
eo
u
sl
y

en
ta
il
s

th
e

sh
ed
d
in
g

of
b
el
on
gi
n
gs

an
d

th
e

co
n
se
rv
at
io
n

of
an

in
n
er

p
ar
t
q
u
a

n
ec
es
si
ty
.

T
o
p
u
t
it

su
cc
in
ct
ly
,
co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

en
ve
lo
p
s
th
e

re
q
u
ir
em

en
ts

fo
r

th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

of
b
ei
n
g
as

su
ch
.
B
u
t
w
h
at

is
th
e
m
ot
or

of
su
ch

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

or
w
h
at

de
te
rm

in
es

th
e

in
te
n
si
ve

m
ed
iu
m

of
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

of
b
ei
n
g

as
su
ch
?

In
ot
h
er

w
or
d
s,

if
in

ap
ha
ir
es
is

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

su
gg
es
ts

th
e

st
at
e

of
re
m
ai
n
in
g,

or
m
or
e

ac
cu
ra
te
ly
,
re
m
ai
n
in
g
le
ss
,
th
en

w
h
at

gu
ar
an
te
es

th
is

le
ss
en
in
g
or

sh
ed
d
in
g
of

b
el
on
gi
n
gs
?
O
u
r

an
sw
er

to
th
es
e

q
u
es
ti
on
s

is
th
at

on
ly

n
on
-

b
el
on
gi
n
g
–
th
at

w
hi
ch

be
lo
ng
s
to
no
th
in
g
an
d
to

w
hi
ch

no
th
in
g
be
lo
ng
s
–
ca
n
ex
te
n
si
ve
ly

gu
ar
an
-

te
e
th
e
sh
ed
d
in
g
of

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

an
d
in
te
n
si
ve
ly

en
su
re
s

th
e

le
ss
en
in
g

of
th
e

re
m
ai
n
d
er

or

co
n
tr
ac
ti
on
.
T
h
e
in
te
n
si
ve

id
ea

of
on
to
lo
gy

ca
n

on
ly
d
is
ti
n
gu
is
h
it
se
lf
b
y
fa
ct
or
in
g
in

th
e
p
ri
m
ac
y

of
n
on
-b
el
on
gi
n
g
q
u
a
th
e
vo
id
.

In
or
d
er

to
sh
ed

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

an
d

co
n
tr
ac
t

to
w
ar
d
s
th
e
Id
ea
l,
th
e
p
ri
m
ac
y
of

n
on
-b
el
on
gi
n
g

q
u
a
n
ot
h
in
g
m
u
st

b
e
af
fi
rm

ed
an
d
in
te
rn
al
iz
ed
.

T
h
ro
u
gh

it
s
ab
so
lu
te

in
d
if
fe
re
n
ce

an
d

ex
te
ri
o-

ri
ty

to
b
el
on
gi
n
g,

th
e
vo
id

q
u
a
n
on
-b
el
on
gi
n
g

b
ec
om

es
a
p
ri
m
e
gu
ar
an
to
r
fo
r
th
e
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

of
b
ei
n
g
as

su
ch
,
b
ec
au
se

th
e
in
te
n
si
ve

re
al
iz
at
io
n

of
su
ch

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

li
es

in
th
e

es
se
n
ti
al

Fi
g.
1.

Th
e
ve
ct
or
s
of

de
te
rm

in
at
io
n
an
d
th
ei
r
re
sp
ec
tiv

e
as
pe

ct
s
ac
co
rd
in
g
to

th
e
m
et
ap
hy
sic

al
m
od

el
of

Et
ru
sc
an

to
rt
ur
e
an
d
th
e
ar
ith

m
et
ic
co
nc
ep
to

fa
ph
ai
re
sis
.

ne
ga
re
st
an
i
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d
eb
ar
ri
n
g
of

b
el
on
gi
n
g.

In
th
is
se
n
se
,
co
n
tr
ac
ti
on

to
w
ar
d
s
th
e
Id
ea
l
ap
p
ro
xi
m
at
es

th
e
vo
id

an
d
it
s

ex
te
ri
or
it
y
to

b
el
on
gi
n
g.

H
ow

ev
er
,
th
e
vo
id

is

n
ot

on
ly

ex
te
ri
or

to
b
el
on
gi
n
g
b
u
t
al
so

to
th
e

on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
n
ec
es
si
ty

of
th
e

Id
ea
l.

T
o

p
u
t
it

d
if
fe
re
n
tl
y,
in
or
d
er
to
d
is
ti
n
gu
is
h
b
ei
n
g
in
re
ga
rd

to
an

in
te
rn
al

n
ec
es
si
ty
,
d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

m
u
st

p
ri
or
it
iz
e
th
e
re
ig
n
of

th
e
vo
id

q
u
a
n
on
-b
el
on
gi
n
g

w
h
ic
h
ca
n
n
ot

b
e
co
n
fl
at
ed

w
it
h
th
e
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l

Id
ea
l
u
n
d
er

an
y

co
n
d
it
io
n

w
h
at
so
ev
er
.
If

w
e

co
n
si
d
er

th
e
in
te
n
si
ve

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
as

th
e
p
ro
b
le
m
,
th
e
re
co
u
rs
e
to
th
e
vo
id
as
th
e
p
ri
m
e

gu
ar
an
to
r

co
n
st
it
u
te
s

th
e

so
lu
ti
on
.
B
u
t
it

is

p
re
ci
se
ly

th
is
so
lu
ti
on

th
at

ca
n
n
ot

b
e
re
co
n
ci
le
d

w
it
h
th
e
id
ea
l
w
h
ic
h
is

an
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
n
ec
es
si
ty

in
h
er
en
t
to

b
ei
n
g.

F
or

th
is

re
as
on
,
so
lu
ti
on

is

in
d
ee
d

a
m
an
if
es
t
cr
u
el
ty

in
th
at

it
en
ta
il
s
a

su
b
m
is
si
on

to
a
p
ro
b
le
m
at
ic

n
ec
es
si
ty
:
im

p
li
ci
t

su
rr
en
d
er
in
g
to

th
e
in
te
rv
en
ti
on

of
th
e
vo
id

in

or
d
er

to
b
e
ex
p
li
ci
tl
y
d
is
ti
n
gu
is
h
ed

fr
om

it
.

W
e
ar
gu
ed

th
at

th
e
in
te
n
si
ve

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

of
b
ei
n
g
w
h
ic
h
tr
ie
s
to

co
rr
el
at
e
b
ei
n
g
w
it
h
an

on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
n
ec
es
si
ty

is
d
ep
en
d
en
t
on

th
e
in
te
r-

ve
n
ti
on

of
th
e
vo
id
.
T
h
er
ef
or
e,

th
e
se
em

in
gl
y

co
n
cl
u
si
ve

co
rr
el
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
w
it
h
it
s
on
to
lo
gi
-

ca
l
n
ec
es
si
ty

en
fo
rc
es

a
h
ig
h
er

fo
rm

of
b
on
d
ag
e

w
h
ic
h

is
al
re
ad
y

th
er
e.

T
h
is

is
w
h
y

in
th
e

E
tr
u
sc
an

to
rt
u
re

th
e
vi
ct
im

is
re
le
as
ed

on
ce

it
s

b
od
y
tu
rn
s
b
la
ck
.
T
h
e
n
eg
at
iv
e
b
in
d
in
g
of

th
e

b
el
on
gi
n
g
q
u
a
d
ea
d
d
oe
s
n
ot

le
ad

to
th
e
p
os
it
iv
e

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

th
e
li
vi
n
g
b
u
t
to

th
e
in
te
n
si
ve

b
in
d
in
g
of

th
e
vo
id

w
h
ic
h
m
an
if
es
ts

as
a
li
n
e
of

b
la
ck
en
in
g
em

er
gi
n
g
fr
om

w
it
h
in
.
In

th
is
se
n
se
,

on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
re
as
on

m
et
ic
u
lo
u
sl
y

im
p
le
m
en
ts

a

fu
ll
y

fl
ed
ge
d

sy
st
em

of
b
on
d
ag
e
fr
om

w
it
h
in
.

C
ru
el
ty

d
oe
s
n
ot

en
d
in

w
ed
d
in
g
th
e
so
u
l
to

th
e

d
ea
d
,
fo
r
it

is
co
n
st
an
tl
y
p
er
p
et
u
at
ed

b
y
in
te
r-

io
ri
zi
n
g
th
e
vo
id

w
it
h
in

th
e
so
u
l
to

b
ri
n
g
ab
ou
t

th
e
p
os
si
b
il
it
y
of

th
e
so
u
l’
s
re
si
st
an
ce

ag
ai
n
st
th
e

d
ea
d

an
d

th
e
p
os
si
b
il
it
y

of
it
s
p
er
si
st
en
ce

in

re
ga
rd

to
th
e
no
us
.
D
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
as

su
ch

is
cr
u
el
ty

b
u
t
su
ch

cr
u
el
ty

is
n
ot

a
u
n
if
ie
d

fi
el
d

of
cr
u
el
ty

b
ec
au
se

th
e

so
u
rc
es

of
su
ch

cr
u
el
ty

ar
e
m
or
e
th
an

on
e.

B
ei
n
g
as

d
et
er
m
in
a-

ti
on

ag
ai
n
st

th
e
vo
id

is
cr
u
el
ty
,
fo
r
it

b
ri
d
ge
s

th
es
e
se
p
ar
at
e
so
u
rc
es

of
cr
u
el
ty
,
an
d
on
ly

b
y

co
rr
el
at
in
g
th
es
e
tw
o
so
u
rc
es

ca
n
it
m
ai
n
ta
in

it
s

p
er
si
st
en
ce

an
d

p
ro
cl
iv
it
y

–
th
at

is
u
n
il
at
er
al

d
is
ti
n
ct
io
n
or

th
e
re
al
iz
at
io
n
of
ex

ni
hi
lo
.
T
h
e
tw
o

so
u
rc
es

of
cr
u
el
ty

ar
e
ch
ar
ac
te
ri
ze
d
as

tw
o
ve
ct
or
s

of
n
ec
ro
si
s,

or
tw
o

m
ea
n
s
of

h
u
m
il
ia
ti
n
g

ye
t

n
ec
es
sa
ry

b
on
d
ag
e
to

th
e
re
al
m

of
th
e
d
ea
d
:

.
O
n
e
is
th
e
w
ed
d
in
g
of

th
e
so
u
l
to

th
e
b
od
y
q
u
a

d
ea
d
or

th
e
co
n
ti
n
ge
n
cy

of
th
e
ou
ts
id
e.
It
is
th
e

re
al
m

of
u
n
co
n
n
ec
te
d
or

su
b
tr
ac
te
d
b
el
on
gi
n
gs

to
w
h
ic
h

b
ei
n
g

ca
n

on
ly

co
n
ti
n
ge
n
tl
y

or

n
eg
at
iv
el
y

ex
te
n
d
.
A
lt
h
ou
gh

b
el
on
gi
n
gs

ar
e

d
et
er
m
in
ab
le
,

th
er
e

is
n
o

d
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

b
et
w
ee
n

th
em

.
W
e
ca
ll

th
is

in
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

re
al
m

th
e
re
al
m

of
d
ea
th

b
y
n
eg
at
iv
e
d
et
er
m
i-

n
at
io
n
s

or
d
is
so
lu
ti
on

b
y

m
ea
n
s

of
th
e

un
di
ff
er
en
ti
at
ed

m
an
y.

.
T
h
e

ot
h
er

re
al
m
,
co
ld
er

th
an

th
e

fi
rs
t,

is

in
h
er
en
t
to

th
e
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l
n
ec
es
si
ty

of
b
ei
n
g.

T
h
is

so
u
rc
e
of

cr
u
el
ty

en
ta
il
s
th
e
b
in
d
in
g
of

th
e
so
u
l
to

th
e
vo
id

in
or
d
er

to
p
re
se
rv
e
it
s

vi
ta
l
b
on
d
w
it
h
th
e
no
us
.
It
is
re
co
u
rs
e
to

th
e

vo
id

in
or
d
er

to
d
et
er
m
in
e
th
e
on
to
lo
gi
ca
l

n
ec
es
si
ty

of
b
ei
n
g,

b
u
t
si
n
ce

n
ot
h
in
g

ca
n

b
el
on
g
to

th
e
vo
id
,
su
ch

re
co
u
rs
e
–
n
am

el
y

so
lu
ti
on

as
b
el
on
gi
n
g
–
is
es
se
n
ti
al
ly

a
so
u
rc
e

of
th
e

p
ro
b
le
m
at
ic
.
T
h
er
ef
or
e,

th
e

se
co
n
d

so
u
rc
e
of

cr
u
el
ty

is
p
ro
b
le
m
at
ic

b
in
d
in
g

of

th
e
vo
id
;
it

is
de
at
h

by
th
e
pr
ob
le
m
at
ic

or

b
ec
om

in
g

p
ro
b
le
m
at
ic

b
y

m
ea
n
s

of
th
e

ab
so
lu
te

in
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le
.
S
u
ch

p
ro
b
le
m
at
ic
it
y

is
n
ei
th
er

sp
on
so
re
d
b
y
th
e
m
an
y
n
or

th
e
O
n
e

b
u
t
b
y
th
e
vo
id

q
u
a
n
on
-b
el
on
gi
n
g.

D
et
er
m
in
at
io
n
of

b
ei
n
g
as

su
ch

is
on
ly

p
os
si
b
le

as
th
e
ra
ti
o
b
et
w
ee
n

th
es
e
tw
o
in
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

d
ea
th
s

or
fo
rm

s
of

cr
u
el
ty

–
th
e

n
eg
at
iv
e

m
ob
il
iz
at
io
n

of
b
el
on
gi
n
g

an
d

th
e
b
in
d
in
g

of

th
e
vo
id

q
u
a
n
on
-b
el
on
gi
n
g.

T
h
e
vi
ta
li
ty

of
th
e

so
u
l
q
u
a
li
vi
n
g
ca
n
on
ly

b
e
d
et
er
m
in
ed

on
ce

it
is

ac
cu
ra
te
ly

fi
xe
d

u
p
on

th
e
d
ea
d

an
d

is
fi
rm

ly

fa
st
en
ed

to
th
e
vo
id
.
A
cc
or
d
in
gl
y,

th
e
re
ci
p
ro
ca
l

re
la
ti
on

of
th
e
tw
o

in
d
et
er
m
in
at
es

or
sy
st
em

s

of
cr
u
el
ty

p
re
se
n
ts

a
p
ro
b
le
m

th
at

co
u
ld

n
ot

b
e

h
it
h
er
to

so
lv
ed

or
p
os
ed

–
th
at

is
th
e
p
ro
b
le
m

of

b
ei
n
g
qu
a
be
in
g
,
th
e
in
te
n
si
ve

id
ea

of
on
to
lo
gy
.

D
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

as
cr
u
el
ty

is
si
m
u
lt
an
eo
u
sl
y

a

st
ru
gg
le
ag
ai
n
st
an
d
a
su
b
m
is
si
on

to
th
e
sy
n
th
es
is

of
tw
o
in
d
et
er
m
in
ab
le

d
ea
th
s
w
h
ic
h
re
ig
n
fr
om

w
it
h
in

an
d

fr
om

w
it
h
ou
t.

D
et
er
m
in
at
io
n

is

cr
u
el
ty

b
ec
au
se

it
is

n
ei
th
er

ge
n
er
at
ed

b
y
th
e

sy
n
th
es
is
of

d
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b
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d
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b
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b
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b
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b
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b
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b
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b
etw

een
tw
o

form
s

of
cru

elty,
an

exp
licit

form
corresp

on
d
in
g

to
th
e

E
tru

scan
tortu

re
of

b
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recon
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m
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b
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b
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b
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d
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b
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b
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in
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d
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con
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b
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b
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b
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b
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b
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b
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b
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body qua belonging which is imposed by the

Ideal corresponds with the explicit line of

ontological reasoning which principally indulges

in negation. It is the Sadean realm of cruelty

where, according to Deleuze, universal negation

as an idea of pure and emphatic reason is posited.

In the work of Sade, imperatives and descrip-
tions transcend themselves toward the higher
function of demonstration: the demonstrative
function is based on universal negativity as an
active process, and on universal negation as an
idea of pure reason [. . .]29

It is the intensive idea of ontology guaranteed

by the intervention of the void that brings

forth metaphysical masochism. For metaphysical

masochism, the binding of the void pertains to

a contractual relation with the void. The void

guarantees the shedding of belongings and

contraction whilst, in return, being submits to

the primacy of the void in order to remain in or

conform to its ontological terms. As an explicit

form of cruelty corresponding to the fastening

of the living to the necrotized other at the order

of the Ideal, metaphysical sadism chains being

to the instrumental contingency of belonging.

Therefore, metaphysical sadism takes form by

employing a subtractive correlation with belong-

ing so as to convert the negation of belonging

(or the nomos of the nekrous) into the realization

of being-in-itself (or the nous of the living).

Metaphysical masochism, however, is the implicit

form of cruelty encompassed by the intensive

determination of being as such. In order to posit

an ontological necessity for itself, being binds

cruelty from within in the form of an uncondi-

tional submission to the void. Metaphysical

masochism is the cruelty of duplicitous determi-

nation; it conflates the determined struggle

against the void with the submission to the

resolving intervention of the void. Determination

of being as such intensively employs masochistic

reason to find an inner locus for the deployment

of the ontological necessity of being.

In order to determine being as such, the

extensive vector of determination – which is

the negative binding of belonging imposed by

the Ideal – must be correlated with the inten-

sive vector of determination which entails the

contractual bondage to the void. Whilst the

former corresponds with metaphysical sadism,

the latter suggests a metaphysical masochism.

In this sense, being as such problematically

combines metaphysical sadism with metaphysical

masochism. According to Deleuze, sadomaso-

chism is essentially a problematic term,30 yet

the sheer problematic nature of such a term or

synthetic system of cruelty does not attest to its

impossibility. The possibility of ontological

sadomasochism is indeed the import of its

problematical synthesis according to which the

incommensurable (the problem) is solved (ren-

dered commensurable) by and in accordance with

that which is exterior to the problem’s Ideal and

respective conditions, i.e., by the intervention of

the void. On an ontological level, metaphysical

sadism and masochism are problematically corre-

lated with each other. It is, in fact, determination

as such that problematically distinguishes itself

through the problematical synthesis of two

indeterminable systems of cruelty. In doing so,

determination of being as such brings about

the possibility of sadomasochism as a field of

problematic (cruelty). Accordingly, sadomaso-

chism does not express a complementary and

dialectical unity between sadism and masochism.

In sadomasochism as a problematical field of

cruelty between sadism and masochism, the bond

between the two is not complementary but

subtractive and it is differential rather than

dialectical. In positing its idea, ontology induces

a problematic correlation between the two formal

systems of cruelty and thereby establishes a

problematical entity called sadomasochism.

Being qua being is sadomasochism in that it

problematically correlates two incommensurable

systems of cruelty in order to determine itself

in relation to an internal necessity and against the

undetermined.

act v: necessity of a philosophy
of cruelty in thewake of an
interminable cruelty
We argued that once the idea of ontology is

stripped to its basic components, what surfaces is

a profoundly meshed system of elaborate cruelty.

However, in terms of ontology as the science
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of cruelty qua determination of being, one should

never anticipate an end to cruelty. Because when

it comes to cruelty, one cruelty always rests upon

another in a chain which cannot be broken by

force. We shall now have the occasion to argue

that fundamental cruelty – which is inherent to

ontology – is not simply cruelty in so far as it has

its foundation in cruelty but also because to such

a metaphysical cruelty no end can be imposed.

In other words, determination of being is cruelty

in so far as it simultaneously resists and submits

to the synthesis of two indeterminable deaths; yet

what makes such a determination cruel under any

condition whatsoever is that it cannot be resolved

or concluded. Therefore, what makes determina-

tion of being as such ultimately cruel is that

in addition to the inexhaustibility of the sources

of cruelty, cruelty cannot be terminated. It is this

interminable cruelty that makes determination

of being, cruelty as such. A cruelty that can be

concluded or terminated is not a radical cruelty,

for it is subjected to the conditional. In regard to

a cruelty which is dominated by the conditional,

justice is merely the relocation of cruelty. This

interminability of cruelty echoes a philosophy

of the problematic wherein problems cannot be

terminated by their solutions and which Deleuze

traces back to Immanuel Kant:

Kant even refers to Ideas as problems ‘‘to

which there is no solution’’. By that he does

not mean that Ideas are necessarily false

problems and thus insoluble but, on the

contrary, that true problems are Ideas, and

that these Ideas do not disappear with ‘‘their’’

solutions, since they are the indispensible

condition without which no solution would

ever exist.31

In order to demonstrate that cruelty of ontology is

interminable or resistant to correlation with any

conclusive state or condition exterior to the field

of its problematical determination, we must return

once again to the Etruscan torture as a metaphy-

sical model. According to the Etruscan metaphy-

sical cruelty, the coupling of the living to the dead

not only expresses the movement of the negative

vector of subtraction (namely negative tie to the

belonging qua dead) but also its positive vector

which is the conservation of the soul after its

descent into the realm of the dead.32 Without such

conservation, the soul qua the living is instantly

mortified by the dead. In other words, subtraction

does not guarantee the persistence of the remain-

der, nor does it presuppose the possibility of a

remainder or an initial conservation. The possibi-

lity of the remainder merely points to a condition

in aphairesis because subtraction may totally

exhaust the given magnitude and therefore leaves

no remainder. If in subtraction or negative

mobilization of belongings, remainder – regardless

of its persistence – is nothing but a mere

possibility, then how is it that determination of

being as such or the idea of ontology is assertively

constructed upon such a possibility? Only when

the possibility of the remainder is taken as an

Ideal can the soul contract towards the intellect

or being can be intensively determined. The soul

can only conserve its correlation with its inner

part or the nous if it is itself not subtracted by

the negative bond with the body qua belonging.

For this reason, the possibility of a remainder

or the possibility of the soul’s survival after being

tethered to the body qua dead is merely an ideal

or problematical condition. It is problematical

because such possibility is grounded as an

emphatic ideality. In other words, the possibility

of condition (the remainder) is determined against

the impossibility of condition (namely the sub-

tractive mobilization of non-belonging by which

all belongings must be shed). We call this

emphatic grounding of determination of being

on a problematical possibility, anterior ideal;

because it precedes the second ideal. The second

or posterior ideal is the emphasis on the possibility

of remaining or the persistence of what has been

conserved. The determination of being can only be

effectuated between these two problematical

ideals. The anterior ideal is the possibility of

being conceived from non-belonging or the void;

it posits the possibility of a remainder in sub-

traction as an emphatic possibility or ideal

condition. For this reason, the anterior ideal is a

problematical life, for it grounds being on the

possibility of escaping the negative power of

the void. Accordingly, it is the problematical

life (the possibility of the remainder) that brings

differential cruelty
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demonstrate the unbinding role of the philosophy

of cruelty for ‘‘being as the problematic’’ of the

philosophy of difference. We have argued that

it is the philosophy of cruelty and not the

philosophy of difference that brings the problem

of duplicitous determination to the foreground:

unilateral distinction of being as such is implicitly

determined by the void. This implicit determina-

tion is quite different from saying that the void

does not distinguish itself from that which

breaks from it; rather, it suggests that the

principle of determination as such mobilizes the

void as an equivocal problem. In a less technical

sense, being qua difference-in-itself is a return

to the void under new problems and conditions.

These problems and conditions constitute

the very ground of ontology and its respective

Ideals and problems. For this reason, an ethical

approach to ontological problems should abandon

the priority of a univocal ontological necessity

for being and confront ‘‘being as the proble-

matic’’ (Deleuze) without factoring in any such

privilege.

Whereas for the philosophy of difference

‘‘being as difference’’ is cruelty in so far as it

rigorously and irreversibly sets itself against

the undetermined, for the philosophy of cruelty

‘‘being as difference’’ can only resolve the

intensive course of determination by recourse to

the void and bringing about its intervention.

Therefore, the philosophy of cruelty not only

confirms the explicit cruelty of ‘‘being as

difference’’ but also accentuates the implicit

cruelty embedded within difference-in-itself –

that is the necessity of binding the void as a

guarantor for intensive determination.

Accordingly, within the ontological domain,

the contractual (masochistic) bondage to the void

as a constitutional primacy precedes the supposed

primacy of the ontological necessity. Hence, in

the light of the philosophy of cruelty, ‘‘being

as difference’’ is a being whose correlation with

its ontological necessity is a twist into and out

of the void. Ironically, for this reason, being as a

differential field of cruelty is not a direct

conclusion of the philosophy of difference;

rather, it is the index of the philosophy of cruelty

where the explicit cruelty of determination (or

unilateral distinction) is wedded to the implicit

and contractual bondage to the void. It is this

being as a differential field of cruelty that

calls for a speculative ethics of justice which is

disillusioned about the precarious position of an

ontological necessity and does not situate itself

outside of the problematic.

The underlying ethical assumption of

Deleuze’s philosophy of difference is that justice

should be internal to the problematic qua cruelty.

The philosophy of cruelty, however, takes this

one step further in order to unbind the true

speculative opportunities of the problematic;

it conjoins the essential internality to the

problematic with being’s equivocal inexistence

(or the inherent problematicity of being as such).

The latter is a line of enlightenment drawn by

the philosophy of cruelty and entails the toppling

of any ontological or noetic priority presumed

within and for being. It is through the marriage

between problematicity and equivocal inexistence

that the true speculative power of ethics is

unbound. In the wake of the philosophy of

cruelty, ethics can return to the mathesis of the

problem once again wherein the problem is not

determined by its solution or conditions but

by its capacity to generate fields of the proble-

matic. However, for the philosophy of cruelty,

this ethical return to the problematic nature

of ontological problems consists in binding of the

void and breaking apart from the constraints

of the priority of an ontological necessity for

being. Philosophy of cruelty explains ontological

determinations in terms of sadistic (imperative)

and masochistic (contractual) bondages to that

which does not belong to being, i.e., the

problematic chains to the void. In order for

the ethics of justice to confront the problems

and conditions associated with ontological deter-

minations – ourselves and our world – it must

tread through such problematical fields which are

equivocally determined by the void and the

ontological medium. The philosophy of cruelty,

in this sense, inaugurates the opportunities of

grounding ethics on a new definition of being

unshackled from the priority of

its ontological necessity and

mobilized by its chains to that

which is exterior to it – the

universal.

differential cruelty
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of cruelty for ‘‘being as the problematic’’ of the

philosophy of difference. We have argued that

it is the philosophy of cruelty and not the

philosophy of difference that brings the problem

of duplicitous determination to the foreground:

unilateral distinction of being as such is implicitly

determined by the void. This implicit determina-

tion is quite different from saying that the void

does not distinguish itself from that which

breaks from it; rather, it suggests that the

principle of determination as such mobilizes the

void as an equivocal problem. In a less technical

sense, being qua difference-in-itself is a return

to the void under new problems and conditions.

These problems and conditions constitute

the very ground of ontology and its respective

Ideals and problems. For this reason, an ethical

approach to ontological problems should abandon

the priority of a univocal ontological necessity

for being and confront ‘‘being as the proble-

matic’’ (Deleuze) without factoring in any such

privilege.

Whereas for the philosophy of difference

‘‘being as difference’’ is cruelty in so far as it

rigorously and irreversibly sets itself against

the undetermined, for the philosophy of cruelty

‘‘being as difference’’ can only resolve the

intensive course of determination by recourse to

the void and bringing about its intervention.

Therefore, the philosophy of cruelty not only

confirms the explicit cruelty of ‘‘being as

difference’’ but also accentuates the implicit

cruelty embedded within difference-in-itself –

that is the necessity of binding the void as a

guarantor for intensive determination.

Accordingly, within the ontological domain,

the contractual (masochistic) bondage to the void

as a constitutional primacy precedes the supposed

primacy of the ontological necessity. Hence, in

the light of the philosophy of cruelty, ‘‘being

as difference’’ is a being whose correlation with

its ontological necessity is a twist into and out

of the void. Ironically, for this reason, being as a

differential field of cruelty is not a direct

conclusion of the philosophy of difference;

rather, it is the index of the philosophy of cruelty

where the explicit cruelty of determination (or

unilateral distinction) is wedded to the implicit

and contractual bondage to the void. It is this

being as a differential field of cruelty that

calls for a speculative ethics of justice which is

disillusioned about the precarious position of an

ontological necessity and does not situate itself

outside of the problematic.

The underlying ethical assumption of

Deleuze’s philosophy of difference is that justice

should be internal to the problematic qua cruelty.

The philosophy of cruelty, however, takes this

one step further in order to unbind the true

speculative opportunities of the problematic;

it conjoins the essential internality to the

problematic with being’s equivocal inexistence

(or the inherent problematicity of being as such).

The latter is a line of enlightenment drawn by

the philosophy of cruelty and entails the toppling

of any ontological or noetic priority presumed

within and for being. It is through the marriage

between problematicity and equivocal inexistence

that the true speculative power of ethics is

unbound. In the wake of the philosophy of

cruelty, ethics can return to the mathesis of the

problem once again wherein the problem is not

determined by its solution or conditions but

by its capacity to generate fields of the proble-

matic. However, for the philosophy of cruelty,

this ethical return to the problematic nature

of ontological problems consists in binding of the

void and breaking apart from the constraints

of the priority of an ontological necessity for

being. Philosophy of cruelty explains ontological

determinations in terms of sadistic (imperative)

and masochistic (contractual) bondages to that

which does not belong to being, i.e., the

problematic chains to the void. In order for

the ethics of justice to confront the problems

and conditions associated with ontological deter-

minations – ourselves and our world – it must

tread through such problematical fields which are

equivocally determined by the void and the

ontological medium. The philosophy of cruelty,

in this sense, inaugurates the opportunities of

grounding ethics on a new definition of being

unshackled from the priority of

its ontological necessity and

mobilized by its chains to that

which is exterior to it – the

universal.
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notes
1 Deleuze,Difference and Repetition 29.

2 OnTenebrism and the early Renaissance philo-
sophies of nature and alchemy, see Rzepin¤ ska 91^
112.

3 Deleuze,Difference and Repetition 28.

4 Ibid. 29.

5 Artaud101.

6 Ibid.102.

7 Ibid.103.

8 Cicero (qtg from Aristotle) in Hortensius (95M).
See also Bos 315^16. Bos argues that the meticu-
lous relationship of the soul ^ on behalf of the
strictly incorporeal nous ^ with the body qua
instrument captures the idea of intelligible ontol-
ogy or human life on earth as a punishment
(timo“ ria).

9 See Virgil, The Aeneid, VIII: 483^88. See also
Kronenberg 403^31. Kronenberg associates the
atrocity of Mezentius with an Epicurean/
materialist reinterpretation of Aristotle’s idea of
intelligible ontology and incarnate life.

10 See Brunschwig171^90.

11 The Italian Jurist AndreaAlciati created a series
of emblems based on Virgil’s depiction of the
Etruscan torture for his Emblemata (1531), an influ-
ential collection of moral sayings. Known as
Nupta Contagioso or Nupta Cadavera (marriage
with the diseased or the dead), these emblems
depict a naked woman being tied to a male
corpse at the order of the king, or a man walking
with a female corpse fastened to his body
(cf. Francisco Goya’s Disparates, plate no. 7,
TheMatrimonial).

12
For it is an inspired saying of the ancients
that the soul pays penalties and that we live
for the punishment of great sins.For, indeed,
the conjunction of the soul with the body
looks very much like this. For as the
Etruscans are said often to torture captives
by chaining dead bodies face to face with the
living, fitting part to part, so the soul seems
to be extended throughout and affixed to all
the sensitive members of the body.
(Iamblichus 48. See also Augustine)

13 Artaud 85.

14 Bacon 353.

15 Deleuze,Difference and Repetition172.

16 On aphairesis as a fundamental logico-
semantic concept in the works of Aristotle and
neo-Platonists regarding the procedure of nega-
tion and determination of the Ideal, see Martin.

17 Deleuze, Difference and Repetition 55; emphasis
in original.

18 Aside from its interrelations with the concept
of intensity, the scholastic notion of contraction
is a fundamental ontological and noetic concept
which Deleuze resurrects in Difference and
Repetition bymeticulously presenting it in conjunc-
tion with Stoic physics and cosmology. On the
concept of contraction in scholasticism, see
Catana. And for an alternative Bergsonian/Stoic
philosophy of subtraction and contraction in rela-
tion to Deleuze’s philosophy of immanence and
becoming, see Meillassoux 63^107.

19 There arenumerous sources on the cosmology
of putrefaction and diminution (decay) in the
Middle Ages. See, for example,Ginzburg.

20 Deleuze,Difference and Repetition 74.

21 Ibid. 76.

22 Ibid. 286.

23 For an elaborately rigorous critique of
Deleuze’s philosophy of vitalism and an alternative
analysis of unilateral determination, see Brassier
140^45,162^204.

24 Deleuze,Difference and Repetition 36.

25 ‘‘[. . .] but Being is the same for everything
about which it is said.’’ On the univocity of Being,
see idem,The Logic of Sense 205^06.

26 See idem,Masochism 20.

27 Ibid.18^19, 25^30.

28 Ibid.18^19.

29 Ibid. 35.

30 Ibid.13^14,132^34.

31 Idem,Difference and Repetition168.

32 On the soul’s mortification and katabasis with
regard to the Etruscan torture, see Winston and
Dillon.
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