Foreword

One may argue that the entire work of Georges Bataille is situated under the sign
of violence as the antagonist—and at times the anguished partner—of reason; the
violence of desire, of laughter, of prohibitions and their transgression, of the
exploited social body, of sovereignty, of the sacred. From his eatliest writings to his
most challenging theoretical constructions, Bataille never ceased to probe the fissures
of rational discourse and to foreground the irreducible force of conflict that
destabilizes it.

The aim of this special issue is to tear away the veil of discursive reassurance and
reveal the obscenity of a way of thinking that has always unfolded at the margins of
conventional thought and the irenicism of reason. Bataille’s ocuvre testifies to a
systematic effort to alter the order of discourse. From the heterogeneous
explorations of Documents, through the “imperative violence” of the texts for La
Critigue sociale and the “violence of despair” articulated in the militant interventions
of Contre-Attague, to the sacrificial imaginary of Acéphale. This first period of Bataille’s
intellectual production sowed the seeds for what he would later develop as the system
of Non-Savoir Non-Knowledge), a project that sought to push rationality to its very
threshold and to redefine its limits.

Alongside these theoretical and political writings, Bataille’s fictional works stage
the same conflict in another register. Eroticism emerges here as a force of
transgression, a violent undoing of norms, a site where desire collides with
prohibition in endlessly renewed forms. If philosophy has often striven to
domesticate violence in the name of order, clarity, or reconciliation, Bataille insists
instead on its necessity, its irreducibility, and its power to expose the fractures that
traverse both thought and life.

It is precisely this confrontation between violence and reason, conflict and
discourse, that the contributions to this issue seek to revisit. By situating Bataille at
the intersection of philosophy, literature, politics, and anthropology, the essays
gathered here aim to reassess his place in the history of ideas and to interrogate the
relevance of his thought for contemporary discussions of conflict and violence.

Rebecca Milaneschi’s opening essay provides a general tableau of the disruptive
power of violence in Georges Bataille’s thought. Suspended in a precarious balance
between the cold, functional, and rationalising use of imperative violence—cruelty—
and the potential for exposing the communitarian properties of sacred violence,
humanity finds in Bataille the groundwork for a redefinition that embraces the value
of the void without seeking to conceal or fill it through the pernicious strategies of
an excluding and sadistic moral order.

Gianluca Viola’s paper deals more directly with the most horrific manifestations
of cruelty. He leads us into the realm of the corpse, of crime, and of murder,
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identifying in Bataille an ethics of contestation that destabilises the certainties of the
Cartesian cogito in order to open itself to the tragic experience of the other.
Traversing the blood-stained territories of Sade and Gilles de Rais, Viola identifies a
process of self-loss in the praxis of negating the other. It is precisely within this loss
that a new subjectivity may appropriate the instruments of self-recognition.

Continuing along the trajectory of limit-experiences, Thomas Detcheverry offers
a comprehensive and enlightening dialogue on the divergences between Bataille’s
immoralist articulation of transgressive violence and the vitalist desire—untrapped
by the dualisms of innocence/guilt or good/evil—of Spinozian amoralism as read by
Deleuze. With the aid of literary references such as Leopold von Sacher-Masoch or
D. H. Lawrence, the author shows how the “hyper-morality” that Bataille situates
within Nietzsche’s legacy of ‘beyond good and evil’ is, in fact, a return of the
repressed.

The dynamics of power presiding over the transgression of prohibition and the
encounter with the other are further explored in Deniz Yenimazman’s article, where
the theoretical speculations of Brazilian anthropologist Eduardo Viveiros de Castro
on enmity breathe new life into Bataille’s conception of sovereignty. The violent
appropriation of the other’s body—the “enemy”—through cannibalism becomes an
avatar of the logic of dépense, which opposes the accumulative and individualist
strategies of capitalism with a diffuse awareness of sovereign subjectivity. De Castro’s
multi-perspectivism, formulated with reference to Amerindian peoples, resonates
with the processes of destruction and self-reappropriation through the encounter
with the other that underpin Bataille’s cosmology of continuity.

Also dealing with Latin America, Aarén Attias Basso’s and Tomas Ramos Mejia’s
article describes with surgical precision Argentine president Javier Milei and his
libertarian policies, which are here interpreted through the lens of Bataille’s politico-
psychological writings of the 1930s. What emerges is a political figure permeated by
that imperative heterogeneity which makes of sadistic exclusion the driving force
behind a process of social homogenisation aimed at destroying the State, its political
caste, and collective excess itself—with all the contradictions and traps such a process
entails.

Finally, in M. Garea Albarran’s article, we enter the more metaphysical
concretions of Bataille’s thought, to identify and disarm the paradoxes that
simultaneously entangle it in a formal excess and in the formalisation of excess. The
author deploys an impressive array of theoretical tools, drawing from analytic
philosophy, phenomenology, and critical theory, in order to animate all the terms of
a binary dialectic resting on the naturalisation of what only becomes logically relevant
after an effort of autonomisation. They thus expose the fractures of such fetishistic
autonomisation, showing how it requires a network of abstractions in order to sustain
itself. This dynamic is analysed across Bataille’s corpus and culminates in a reading
of the erotic body and its fallacies, which ultimately provides the key to understanding
the article’s intriguing title.

This final contribution offers a theoretical framework for understanding a
thought that, through its movement, inscribes bodies in their most intimate
dimensions and subjects them to a violence that reason must strive to justify to avoid
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succumbing to its force. Yet this effort reveals a desire to systematize what resists
systematization, transforming every critique into a precatious juggling act, perpetually
at risk of losing ground. In this loss of ground lies, perhaps, the ultimate meaning of
every Bataillean narrative — a disorienting violence whose regenerative power this
foreword and the articles that follow aim to evoke.

Nicola Apicella



