Interpretation After Kant, some quotes 

  "On this showing the product of genius (in respect of so much in this product as is attributable to genius and not to possible learning or academic instruction) is an example, not for imitation (for that would mean the loss of the element of genius, and just the very soul of the work) but to be followed by another genius--one whom it arouses to a sense of his own originality in putting freedom from the constraint of rules so into force in his art, that for art itself a new rule is won--which is what shows a talent to be exemplary." (Kant, CJ § 49)

  "The talent for science is formed for the ever advancing greater perfection of knowledge…and in this [the great men of science] enjoy considerable superiority over those who merit the honor of being called geniuses, since art reaches a point where it stands still and cannot advance." (Kant, CJ §47)

 

 "Kant's formulations suggest that there are at bottom two positions that we may be in with respect to genius.  We can understand them, taking them as exemplary.  Or we can understand them, and follow them as well, making original sense of our own.  In the latter case, it seems we are to occupy two positions at once with respect to their work, and Kant does not say how that is to happen." (Gould, in Cohen and Guyer, p. 190)

  "if we are in a position to appreciate such a work [of genius]…then to that extent its originality may seem compromised…the very fact that works of genius must, as Kant says, be exemplary, leading the way for others, suggests why the very works of genius must open routes of comprehension that compromise the very element of genius." (ibid., pp. 189-90, slightly rearranged)
